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***** 

 

Governments spend billions of dollars on "development"  
research. 
 
 
Suppose tax money misleads citizens about progress. 
 
Suppose tax money misleads citizens about the promises. 
 

World leaders, academics, and others often tell a different 
story from official documents on global goals, progress and 
some influential large-scale social science. 
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"Article 25.  
 
Every citizen shall have the right and the opportunity, without any of the distinctions 
mentioned in article 2 and without unreasonable restrictions: 

(a) To take part in the conduct of public affairs" 
 
 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
Adopted by General Assembly resolution 2200A (XXI), December 1966 
Entered into force 23 March 1976 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CCPR.aspx 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/publication/unts/volume%2520999/volume-999-i-14668-
english.pdf 
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A few problems in global development 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
- If the poorest die, economists say people did better:  
  the basis of some policy advice from rich countries 
 
 
- "Ending extreme poverty by 2030" is in fact based on an inhumane idea:  
if you are forced to spend more, you "rise out of poverty". 

 
 
-  World Bank "poverty" researchers say that countries "frequently change the 
questionnaires".   
 
Strangely, that does not stop the World Bank and others misleading the public that they have 
figures on poverty trends. 
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Governments mislead in UN resolutions that the goals for 2030 are "supremely 

ambitious".    

 
The existing goals include safe water and sanitation for all by 2025, and by 2020 in 
the poorest countries. 

In 2011 the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries 
agreed the goals for 2020.  
 
At the 2012 UN sustainable development conference, countries agreed it was 
important to base new goals on Agenda 21 - which contains the goals for 2025.   
 
In 2012, countries promised to achieve Agenda 21 in full.   
 
In 2015, leaders reaffirmed all the relevant conference and summit outcomes - which 
includes Agenda 21 and the Least Developed Countries goals.   
 
In 2015, 2016 and 2017 countries reaffirmed Agenda 21 in the UN General 
Assembly, in resolutions with no country voting against.   

 
 
 
 

 

Nations are in fact violating their agreements to "implement", "follow up" and 

"review progress on" existing goals.    
 
The UN resolutions clearly say that the Economic and Social Council and the all-
country High-Level Political Forum should follow up all the conference and summit 
outcomes  
 
- not just the "SDGs" for 2030, some of which are easier.   

 

 
 
In 2017, five UN agencies reported the wrong numbers for "food insecurity". 
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The numbers they are supposed to report would be embarrassing, such as about 10% 
"moderately or severely food-insecure" people in the United States.  
 
The FAO wrongly claimed that "severe food insecurity" is the SDG indicator.   
 
UN agencies are not independent, and nor are the World Bank or IMF.  Their 
governing boards are from member governments, who are accountable to their 
citizens for how they act towards the agencies. 

 
 

 

Governments, schools and universities give a wrong impression that leaders in 

2000 pledged to achieve goals in 25 years, when numerous documents show the 

pledges were for 15 years.   

 
The wrong impression is in heads of state and governments' 2015 Summit declaration 
and in speeches at that Summit. 
 
 
 
 

Authorities mislead the species that the whole UN development agenda was just 

some weaker, narrower goals for 2015 rather than those actually agreed in 

resolutions. 

 
They mislead even though nations reaffirmed the actual commitments at the 2005 and 
2010 summits, at the 2012 Rio conference, and in numerous General Assembly 
resolutions. 
 
The words "Millennium Development Goals" themselves mislead. 
 

 
 
 
Official FAO claims of success on hunger pledges depend on an indicator and 

targets which were not agreed:  
millenniumdeclaration.org/hunger.pdf  
 
It was pointed out in 2015 that the FAO was misrepresenting an agreed target.  An 
FAO statistician with a key role in monitoring global progress responded.  He 
emphatically contradicted, without evidence, the earlier documents which disproved 
his point:  the FAO did change to an easier target than the World Food Summit had 
agreed in 1996. 

 



8 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
UK schools have been teaching clear falsehoods about commitments in UN resolutions.  
UNICEF has been actively involved in these falsehoods.    
 
 
School examination boards, both for the UK and for other countries, mislead on UN pledges 
 
 
School examination board misleads on safe water 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
The BBC Editor's Choice web page on global poverty and its award-winning World Service 
statistics programme "More or Less" gave a fictional account of the World Bank research 
method.   
 
They misled that the World Bank estimate inflation faced by the poor.   
 
Instead of answering the complaint on this, the BBC Trustees misled the public about it.   
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Many Oxford Reference books understate UN commitments 
 
 
China, Russia, the UK, the UK parliament "scrutiny" committee and the BBC overstate 
success on child survival promise  
 
  
 
Amazingly, the same news organisations which in 2000 correctly reported Millennium 
Summit commitments, in 2015 understated them:   
poornews.org 
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It seems most relevant articles in the Lancet mislead on world leaders' promises of 

2000:  poorscience.org 
 
In 2015 the Lancet was informed that, in addition, its editor and ombudsman had misled in 
the same way. 
 
After this, the Lancet has carried on misleading its readers that nations had agreed 25-year 
targets when the truth was 15.   The Lancet ombudsman's published report makes no 
reference to his own error or the fact that I suggested it would be more suitable for someone 
to adjudicate who had not made it.  
 
In 2017 the Lancet Commission on Pollution  
1) spread baseless propaganda about an "MDG" target for "safe" water being met using the 
wrong baseline and the wrong definition, and  
2) gave a false impression of both pre-2015 and post-2015 sustainable development goals -  
in line with the usual propaganda version making recent governments look better, misleading 
the public that goals are new or ambitious compared to the past.  
 
 
............................ 
 
 
 
 
 
UN Statistics Division information on "Millennium" Development Goal indicators  
 
 
UN Statistics Division information on Sustainable Development Goal indicators  
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Computers now do the work of millions of clerks, 
accountants, researchers and so on.   
 
Taking that into account,  
 
what should we reasonably expect as progress on human 
nutrition? 
 
 
 
 
......... 
 
 

 
 
When governments allow citizens to be misinformed  
about  
pledges or progress,  
 
what human rights agreements  
are not broken? 
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Governments and world leaders at the UN  
keep recommitting to previous agreements,  
 
such as goals to meet by a particular date.    
 
Are they acting in the spirit of the promises  
by giving up on goals whose deadlines have passed,  
rather than trying to meet them  
as soon as possible  
and telling us about progress? 
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Some important claims about international pledges and human 
progress, repeated by world leaders, prominent academics, 
school examination boards and others, do not in fact have 
support from the original documents.  
 

 

 

 

Some ways to use this material: 
 
You might like to search for issues or names using your computer. 
 
The evidence is mostly in date order, so you can find some documents that way. 
The draft index may help.  
 
 

 
Partial, detailed list of contents including some internationally agreed goals   
 
Partial index 
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Acknowledgement 

 

I appreciate the great efforts by many farmers, labourers, mothers, fathers, and workers and 
volunteers in many spheres of activity who have worked attempting to make the world better 
for the creatures who live, and may live, here. 
 
It is clear that efforts and agreements between nations, and within them, have achieved much 
in recent generations for the human race:  food for a vastly increased population, improved 
survival chances, advances in legal protection, and cultural shifts towards more equality of 
treatment for some groups in some respects or in some situations.    
 
We all make mistakes, and we all give in to temptation.     
 
The fact people make mistakes does not necessarily mean they have done anything wrong, or 
failed.  
 
I have made mistakes similar to some I have identified.  I have had deep moral failings.  I 
have been part of the same cultural-intellectual-social-political-moral problem. 
 
In 2002 the work of Thomas Pogge and Sanjay Reddy reminded me of at least one concern I 
had in 2000 about influential policy recommendations by economists, which included that 
they did not look at prices faced by the poor.  
 
In 2013 I became aware of what leaders had pledged in 2000 at the Millennium Summit, 
through observations by Thomas Pogge.  I do not know whether I had seen related 
observations by him previously.    
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2018: "World's Largest Lesson" continues to push propaganda to children 

 
 
 
I like the idea of people working together to improve life for all sentient creatures in and on 
the earth.    
 
(It is very difficult to predict the long-term effect you have.  It may be very difficult to predict 
the short-term effect.  It is difficult to be sure about other beings' experience.  Even if you 
could be certain about that, it would be difficult to define or add up happiness or well-being.) 

I also like the idea of people being told the truth about global goals and large-scale research. 
 
Otherwise, people are more likely to get the wrong ideas about governments' successes and 
failures, and the wrong ideas about policy successes and failures; and to have their 
democratic power taken away. 

If governments allow people to be misled on government pledges, and on human progress, 
what human rights agreements are not broken? 
 
 
 
...... 
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Apart from governments, UN agencies and the BBC, some organisations which have been 
linked to The World's Largest Lesson or Project Everyone: 
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Can you see anything questionable here? 
 
 
 

 

 

https://twitter.com/TheWorldsLesson/status/864185986892406784  
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The World's Largest Lesson authors say some bizarre things:  
 
 
1. The authors claim to know about poverty from what people spend but not their needs.   
 
Why are they saying a definite number of people are in extreme poverty?    
 
The official numbers are on a fixed amount of money per person, not adjusted for people's 
needs.   
 
Is poverty not where your needs are greater than your resources?     
 
Why do Project Everyone and UNICEF assume poor people need the same in different years? 
 
 
 
2. The authors claim to know about countries' performance on water safety - but it is not clear 
there is any research on such a trend.    
 
The UN agencies have been reporting trends using statistics on type of source, not quality or 
safety. 
 
 
 
3. The World's Largest Lesson does not say when countries are supposed to have halved the 
proportion without "safe" water.   Is it based, like the other claims, on the idea that the 147 
countries agreed to halve the proportion from the 1990 level? 
 
The Millennium pledge was from the 2000 level.   Contrary to the standard belief, the 
"MDG" water target proposed in 2001 says nothing about 1990 either.   After the easier 
"MDGs" were proposed, the General Assembly specifically agreed a baseline of 2000 for 
water in December 2001. 
  
 
4. It is not clear why the authors say progress was "a result of the MDGs" or why they call 
the numbers "what was achieved through the MDGs".      
 
 
 
5. Why did they write the year 2000 for the "MDGs" being agreed?     
 
I have looked at the resolutions the UN Statistics Division and academics talk about, and 
cannot find any references to "Millennium Development Goals" in any documents of 2000.    
 
The Millennium Declaration says nothing about that easier 1990 baseline, and nor, as far as I 
know, did any of the 180-plus speakers at the Summit. 
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So it seems that the World's Largest Lesson misleads that the easier targets are what leaders 
agreed in 2000. 
 
 
 

The problem is not just this material or this organisation. 

The problem is that this kind of misinformation is widespread from governments and 
commentators. 
 
 
 
The same material appeared in a course for teachers in September 2017 co-authored by 
UNICEF, with thanks to UNESCO: 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
https://education.microsoft.com/courses-and-resources/courses/SDG  
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Below:  In the same course, The World's Largest Lesson confuses:  
 
a) the generally easier "MDGs" proposed by the Secretary-General in 2001 - to which 
member states responded in resolution 56/95 of 14 December 2001 not by endorsing them, 
but instead asking UN civil servants to publicise the Millennium Declaration, 
 
with  
 
b) world leaders' formal pledges in the Millennium Declaration which they or their 
successors reaffirmed in 2005 and 2010. 
 
In fact even without mention of the year 2000, the words "Millennium Development Goals" 
can give the same wrong impression. 
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The suggestion below is interesting because if the ideal was to tell people what nations had 
agreed at the millennium, there seems to have been a general failure, including by these 
authors. 
 
It is strange that governments and UN agencies have used the public's money to deceive them 
about leaders' commitments.   
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The quiz answer below reminds me of the Global Citizen Festival in 2015, when the BBC 
broadcast an actor on a stage saying, basically, "you can't fight for your rights unless you 
know what they are". 
 
He was speaking in a programme which included the false implication that world leaders in 
2000 had adopted the easier targets. 
 



23 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The World's Largest Lesson, the misleading "No Going Halfway" film shown around the 
world and the Global Goals website are produced by Project Everyone: 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Below: In the same course for teachers, the World's Largest Lesson makes the new 
Sustainable Development Goals look newer than they are. 
 
The "MDGs" were only part of the agreed agenda before the SDGs.   It is striking, if you look 
at previous summits and resolutions, how much nations were already committed to or aiming 
at - in some respects going back decades: 
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Is "integrating" economic, social and environmental dimensions, with concern for people, 
planet, peace, prosperity and partnership, "new"? 

 

Let's look at some evidence.  
 
It should perhaps already be clear that the UN has since the start been about "people, peace, 
prosperity and partnership".   The symbol is a dove. 
 
 

 
"The General Assembly... 
 
Taking note also of Economic and Social Council resolution [...] on the convening of a 
United Nations conference on environment and development... 
 
...the major cause of the continuing deterioration of the global environment is the 
unsustainable pattern of production and consumption... 

...poverty and environmental degradation are closely interrelated... environmental protection 
in developing countries must...be viewed as an integral part of the development process... 
 
Decides that the Conference, in addressing environmental issues in the developmental 
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context, should have the following objectives:.. 
 
...action to deal with major environmental issues in the socio-economic development 
processes of all countries.... 
 
...sustainable and environmentally sound development with special emphasis on 
incorporating environmental concerns in the economic and social development process" 
 
 

            
          

Suppose a teacher in Nigeria or India took the course.  

 
How long ago would they think that resolution was? 

 
 
 

 
It is Resolution 44/228 from 22 December 1989. 

http://www.un-documents.net/a44r226.htm  

[the UN web address says 226 rather than 228] 
 

Here is another pledge from a UN resolution. 
 
 
"We pledge ourselves individually and collectively  
to undertake the measures necessary to implement the Strategy. 
...six interrelated goals must be met.  
 
They are:  
 
(a) A surge in the pace of economic growth in the developing countries;  
 
(b) A development process that is responsive to social needs, seeks a significant reduction in 
extreme poverty, promotes the development and utilization of human resources and skills and 
is environmentally sound and sustainable..." 

 
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 45/199 
International Development Strategy for the Fourth United Nations Development Decade 
21 December 1990 
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/45/a45r199.htm  
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From Agenda 21, agreed by governments at the 1992 Rio Conference on Environment and 
Development for "now and into the 21st century":   
 
 
"integration of environment and development concerns and greater attention to them  
will lead to the fulfilment of basic needs, improved living standards for all,  
better protected and managed ecosystems and a safer, more prosperous future." 
 
 
"3.4. The long-term objective of enabling all people to achieve sustainable livelihoods  
should provide an integrating factor that allows policies to address issues of development,  
sustainable resource management and poverty eradication simultaneously.  
 
The objectives of this programme area are:  

(a)  To provide all persons urgently with the opportunity to earn a sustainable livelihood;"  
 
United Nations Division for Sustainable Development 
Agenda 21 
Chapter 3 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20090420073407/http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/agen
da21/english/agenda21chapter3.htm 

 

 

 
 
117 Heads of State or Government at the World Summit for Social Development, 
Copenhagen, 1995:   
 
 
"19. Poverty has various manifestations, including  
lack of income and productive resources sufficient to ensure sustainable livelihoods;  
hunger and malnutrition;  
ill health;  
limited or lack of access to education and other basic services;  
increased morbidity and mortality from illness;  
homelessness and inadequate housing;  
unsafe environments; and  
social discrimination and exclusion." 
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Public money deceiving the public, 2017: 
 
 

 

 

The above is more propaganda making current governments look better than they are. 
 
It is hardly difficult to see that social, environmental and economic policies affect poor 
people.  If you think about it, it may seem ludicrous to suggest that before "now" it was not 
"recognised". 
 
And it is. 
 
In 1992, UN member states at the Rio Conference on Environment and Development agreed 
Agenda 21. 
 
It includes goals for 2025.  Its first section is 70 pages on "Social and Economic 
Dimensions". 
 
 



28 
 

 

 
 
 
 

"156. Because health. nutrition and general well-being depend upon the integrity and 
productivity of the environment and resources, measures should continue to be developed 
and carried out to promote the environmental and ecological soundness of developmental 
activities." 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly  
35/56. International Development Strategy  
for the Third United Nations Development Decade  
5 December 1980 
http://www.un-documents.net/a35r56.htm 

 
 

The kinds of misleading information put out by UNICEF and Project Everyone are 
widespread. 
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Above: Strange statement, in view of the course's - UNICEF's: 

- misrepresenting data as on "poverty" and "safe water",  
 
- understating the pledges of 2000, and  
 
- falsely presenting key aspects of the 2016-2030 agenda as new. 

 
 
 

Below: The World's Largest Lesson confuses the World Bank "international" or 

"purchasing power parity" dollars with real US dollars worth far more.  
 
So, other things being equal, this greatly overstates what poor people can buy.   
 
But in any case it is not hard to see that it is not wise to use these statistics as showing 
"poverty".  Other things are not equal, because for one thing the World Bank use statistics 
which do not include the value of living in your own house rather than having to pay rent.   It 
is far from clear how meaningful comparisons can be made of the value of housing in 
different environments. 
 
The passage is liable to mislead in claiming "poverty" is "measured" by money without 
consideration of needs.     
 
Would it not be more accurate to say  
 
"extreme poverty, currently not measured as people living on..."? 
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Perhaps you understand these two images from the Global Goals website better than I do. 
 

 

 
 
 
I don't see how "1.8 billion" fits with "9% of the world population".  
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Can you say what might explain the chart below? 
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The "poverty" and "undernourishment" indicators are in the Sustainable Development Goals 
framework.   
 
A different official method, Sustainable Development Goals indicator 2.1.2, is based on eight 
questions to individuals: "moderate or severe food insecurity".  
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The Secretary-General's 2016 SDG progress report estimated that 20.5% of adults were in 
that category in 2015, up from 20% the previous year (though the statistics may not be 
reliable enough to be sure about that).   
 
If it applied to the same proportion of children, that would be about 1500 million people. 
 
That is not far from double the usual UN figure for "undernourished" people (around 800 
million).   
 
In September 2017 the FAO updated the "undernourishment" statistics above. They stated 
there was a recent rise in the "undernourishment" numbers.  
 
They did not report the new SDG indicator - "moderate or severe food insecurity" - and did 
not explain why, instead reporting "severe" food insecurity. 
 
The global hunger figure emphasised by the UN is around 11%.    
 
For the United States, the latest official figure for adult "moderate or severe food insecurity", 
for 2014 -  for the official SDG indicator - is around 10%.   
 
So is the UK figure, given in an FAO "technical report" of 2016.  
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https://gsa.github.io/sdg-indicators/2-1-2/   
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Voices of the Hungry, FAO Technical Report 1.  August 2016 
http://www.fao.org/3/c-i4830e.pdf     
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The 2017 report from the Secretary-General and the main UN 2017 nutrition report (The 
State of Food Security and Nutrition) have no numbers for the SDG "food security" indicator 
- even leaving out those which did appear in last year's report. 
 
That is perhaps surprising.  For one thing, people might be interested to see baseline 
estimates for the start of the SDG period 2016-30.  (It may be more honest, though, for some 
indicators to say there is no reliable baseline.) 
 
The nutrition report (which does not in fact have much detail on nutrition in the human 
species) has figures for "severe" food insecurity among people rather than on the actual 
indicator, "moderate or severe". 
 
In the 2017 report, the 2014 and 2015 percentages are higher than those given in 2016 for 
those years.  Perhaps that is because the new figures are for children as well.  Perhaps the 
FAO have assumed that if adults lack food, children are likely to be even worse off. 
 

The figures for adults in 2014-2015 are both 7.7: 
 
 

 
 
(2016 Statistical Annex to UN Secretary-General's progress report on SDGs) 
 
 
The figures for people of all ages in 2014-2015 are 9.2 and 8.8: 
 
 

 
 
(2017 State of Food Security and Nutrition report from five UN agencies) 
 
 
So the UN estimates for the actual SDG indicator - "moderate or severe", among all people - 
for 2014-5, which for unnamed reasons the agencies have not published, may be higher than 
the 20% and 20.5% given for adults.  
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(I do not know why the new figures indicate a fall from 2014 to 2015.  As in other contexts, it 
is not clear what the uncertainty figures in brackets for individual years tell us about the UN's 
assessment of uncertainty about the trend, which might be more helpful [provided we can 
trust what the figures are telling us.]) 
 

 

 

 

How do the statistics in the UN reports relate to the agreed targets? 

 
 
One of the Millennium pledges was to halve the proportion of people who "suffer from 
hunger".   
 
Clearly, that would include more than just people who are chronically, severely lacking in 
calories, or just those who are "severely food insecure".  
 
So these "severe" statistics do not relate well to the Millennium pledge. 

 

What about the 2016-30 Sustainable Development Goal targets? 
 
 
"2.1 By 2030, end hunger and ensure access by all....to safe, nutritious and sufficient food 
all year round 

2.2 By 2030, end all forms of malnutrition..." 

 
 

Perhaps some of the leaders are not really leaders, but doing what they think other people 
want. 

 
It is not clear what the five UN agencies, or the Secretary-General, are telling us about 
progress overall on the actual targets mentioned by national leaders. 
 
 
 
Note: Eight yes/no questions may not be enough to give precise estimates.   
 
The questionnaire does not give much information on nutrients, and does not ask whether 
family members died.    
 
I do not know whether people may end up giving different answers over time from the 
answers people gave in a similar situation before.  
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The inhumane idea that if you are forced to spend more, you rise out of poverty 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
"Income [?] share held [!] by lowest 20% 

Definition: Percentage share of income or consumption [! – in fact spending] is the share 
that accrues to [!] subgroups of population" 

Poverty - Source and Definitions 
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/COUNTRIES/LACEXT/EXTLACREGTO
PPOVANA/0,,print:Y~isCURL:Y~contentMDK:20522391~menuPK:1202036~pagePK:340
04173~piPK:34003707~theSitePK:841175~isCURL:Y,00.html 

 
 
Above, the World Bank claims to "define" what people earn as what they spend. 
 
They say the "inequality" measure is on "income share held by the poorest 20%".    
 
But most of these numbers are on what people said they spent. 
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Too often, as in the second definition above, economists and others call the numbers 
"consumption", which they clearly are not.    
 
Where people pay for things, these numbers do not attempt to describe what people consume, 
but what they spend.  They also include researchers' guesses on the money value of what 
researchers decide are relevant such as what people gather, fish, hunt or farm for themselves, 
even though there may be no relevant market nearby to value the items.    
 
The economic researchers claim to have values for what people consume, even though the 
WHO and UNICEF researchers have admitted for years that there are few reliable numbers 
on water quality.   That seems like a basic omission. 
 
Or the economists, politicians, journalists and others call the numbers "income" when they 
are not.    
 
Or if the researchers claim on the basis of some of the hundreds of millions of illiterate 
people saying how much they spent on every item in the last few weeks, that their spending 
has risen, they call this "rising out of poverty". 
 
This kind of lunacy infected policy advice from rich countries and intergovernmental 
organisations, to poorer countries. 
 
The strange ideas seem to affect many claims on "inequality" as well as on what people for 
some reason call "poverty" and which policies are "good for the poor". 
 
Tax money from citizens has been spent on academics, civil servants, travel, conferences, 
publications, websites, broadcasts and "think-tanks" with the result of misleading the public -  
 
- using a "measure of poverty" which none of the people paid to use it would in their right 
mind ever apply to themselves. 
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"The idea of "leave no-one behind" makes sense, if, at least: 
 

1) people do not die before they get the chance,  
 
2) they do not suffer permanent serious injury from malnutrition or other cause before they 
get the chance, and  
 

3) they are not misled enough to exclude them from informed decisions." 

 

 

Discuss. 
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"People talk about better data for the SDGs.  
  
But who will watch for misuse of data?" 
 
 
Submission to UK House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published by the Committee on 15 September 2015. 
http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/internati
onal-development-committee/uk-implementation-of-the-sustainable-development-
goals/written/21249.pdf 

 

 
 
In the document, I showed the UK's parliamentary "scrutineers" the text of what leaders had 
pledged in 2000 on saving lives.   
 
It was more ambitious than the "MDG" targets proposed in 2001. 
 
It is not clear when nations may have agreed the "MDG" targets. 
 
The same parliamentary committee, in its final report for this inquiry, and in a new report of 
November 2017, in effect again understated world leaders' commitments. 
 

 

....................... 

  



43 
 

 

 

 

"The phrase "Millennium Development Goals" has misled hundreds of millions of people.   
 
Those targets are generally easier than the solemn pledges at the Millennium Summit.   
 
They are easier than some agreed goals from UN meetings. 
 
Leaders explicitly reaffirmed the other targets and promises in 2005 and 2010.   
 
So it is not clear why people think the narrow "MDG" targets were the UN agenda. 
 
 
Perhaps even more misleading is the policy and publicity focus, which persists after 2015, on 
gradual progress towards goals    
 
-  rather than rights for all humans, which were a large part of setting up the UN in the first 
place and have been emphasised by leaders in declarations ever since." 
 
 
Discuss. 
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The discussion below may raise choices about future education and government. 
 
 
Are children now being disabled by their education from acting as citizens in a democracy? 
 
If information is a significant part of poverty, are governments and institutions increasing 
poverty, even among those who do not think they are poor? 
 
 
There are more examples. 
 

 
……………….. 

 

 
Have you heard of the Millennium Development Goals? 

 

What do you think they were? 
 
 
Who agreed them? 
 
 
Have you heard of the Sustainable Development Goals?  
 
 
How are they different? 
 
 
Are you sure the UN development agenda has been just the "MDGs" and SDGs? 
 
 
 
You may be surprised to learn that the so-called "Millennium Development Goals" were not 
what was agreed at the millennium.    
 
Here is what leaders said at the 2010 Summit on the "MDGs". 
  
You may like to read just the highlighted words. 
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"We underscore...all...conferences...and...commitments... 
...these...commitments...constitute the ...framework.... 
We...reiterate...these...commitments". 
 
 
That seems quite clear.   
 
 
World leaders in 2010 said their commitments are from all the conferences and summits, not 
just the "MDGs".    
 
They said those commitments were the UN framework for development. 
 
Leaders are, unsurprisingly, supposed to be ensuring quality education.    
 
So children must be being taught about these promises – is that right? 

 

It is "right" in a moral sense, if you believe it is right for leaders to be honest and helpful. 
 
But it is not true.  
 
In 1995 the biggest gathering of national leaders in history at the time agreed something very 
sensible. 

 

Leaders in 1995 said that poverty is partly being deprived of information.   
 
 
It seems governments have been depriving you, or your parents, or your children, of 
information.   
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Would you say that is oppression? 
 
Is it deprivation? 
 
Is it inequality? 
 
Is it corruption? 
   
 
If you look at the contents pages for the document you are reading now, you can see some 
commitments by governments to the species.   
 

Frankly, the more I see humans deceiving each other – knowingly or not – about these 
serious matters, the more I wonder whether we are worth more than other animals.    
 
I think it is at least worth taking care of other creatures just in case. 
 
 
 
Here is text from a web page for a 2007 UN report saying what the agenda was.   
 
If you like, you can read the text highlighted in blue. 
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Those words are quite similar to what leaders said in 2010. 
 
The conferences and summits would seem to include human rights agreements, because those 
would seem to be in the "economic, social and related fields", the phrase which leaders used 
in 2010. 
 
The agreements at conferences also include goals for 2010 and 2015 which are more 
ambitious or wider than "MDG" targets, and goals for 2025 more ambitious than "SDG" 
targets. 
 
So it is not clear to me why members of parliament, or academics, or charities, or other 
people, have been telling you about some goals and not others.    
 
This seems obvious:  
 
If leaders make a pledge, then a similar pledge, and one is to achieve more progress, then the 
easier target (here, in several cases an "MDG" target) is other things being equal far less 
relevant to holding governments to account.   
 
Also, when people say "the SDGs are better than the MDGs because of x", I wonder why 
they seem to compare the wrong things.    
 
The comparison seems to ignore much of what governments were already committed to 
before the 2015 summit – which may imply obligations now. 
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The first extract was from the 2010 Summit.   
 
What did leaders say in 2015? 
 

 

 
 
 
 
"We reaffirm the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits..."  
 
means that in 2015 leaders reaffirmed existing promises, including those of the 1990s and 
earlier, which went beyond the "MDGs". 
 
But leaders at that September 2015 summit also took the view that some promises did not 
expire until 31 December 2015.  
 
So why did leaders not mention them, make or talk about efforts to meet them, or authorise 
public statements about progress on them? 
 
Even if the commitments had expired, the General Assembly had in any case explicitly set 
itself the task, including in the agenda for the 2015 meeting, of implementing and following 
up the conferences and summits.    
 
So how were leaders in 2015, and how are governments now, fulfilling their stated intentions, 
which might reasonably be seen as promises to the people, by avoiding any reports about key 
dated and undated commitments and goals? 
 
 

.... 
 
 
 
Is reviewing progress on commitments and aims not an essential part of democracy, and 
learning from the past? 
 
Why did leaders and their governments not mention some key promises, before, during or 
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after the September summit? 
 
 
..... 
 
 
Where is the progress report on the promises and goals for 2015? 
 

.... 
 
 

How does it make sense to "reaffirm" the promises which are about to end, but not tell people 
what they are, or how they think the species has done on those promises? 
 
Is that not more like not reaffirming the promises? 
 
One of the promises, agreed at a huge conference in Mexico in 2002, was to publicise the 
agreed goals from previous conferences and summits. 
 
 
Have governments done that?   
 
No. 
 
 
Are governments doing that in 2020? 
 
No. 
 
 
Do you know what your government has actually been promising you? 
 
 

...... 

 

Leaders in 2015 mentioned goals for not just 2030 but also 2020 and  2025. 
 
(Some of these goals already existed.) 
 
But what about the other current sustainable development goals for 2020 and 2025? 
 
Some goals for 2025 were agreed in 1992.  They were in Agenda 21.   
 
The 2011 Conference on Least Developed Countries agreed goals of water and sanitation for 
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all by 2020. 
 
Strangely, leaders in 2015 left these out, and instead claimed to agree similar goals for 2030, 
but as usual, reaffirmed conference outcomes - which includes Agenda 21 and the Least 
Developed Countries conference. 

 
 
These leaders, like those before them, have kept reaffirming in effect,  
 
"all the major conference and summit outcomes and commitments"  
 
or  
 
"the internationally agreed goals, including those in the Millennium Declaration",  
 
or  
 
"the internationally agreed goals, including the Millennium Development Goals". 
 

Agenda 21 is one of the conference outcomes, and so are the goals for 2020.  
 
Also, some commitments reaffirmed by leaders in 2005, 2010 and 2015 clearly do not 
"expire". 

 
 
.................... 
 
 
 
What did leaders say in 2005? 
 

          

 

 

 
That is from the 2005 World Summit outcome document.  It looks as clear as the 2010 and 
2015 commitments. 
 
Why have I put a line through part of the text? 
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Because it is liable to mislead.  

 
Leaders in 2000 agreed pledges, including 15-year pledges.   
 
These were generally more ambitious than what are for some reason called "MDG" targets, 
some of which were for 25 years. 
 
You may have been surprised to learn that the so-called "Millennium Development Goal" 
targets were not agreed at the Millennium Summit.   
 
They were proposed in September 2001, and are of more dubious status in UN resolutions.    
 
On 14 December 2001, instead of agreeing the "MDGs", UN member countries responded to 
the Secretary-General's "Road Map" containing them by reaffirming their actual 15-year 
pledges and other pledges more ambitious than the "MDG" targets. 

 
 
The prime ministers, presidents and so on said at the 2005 summit: 
 
"we resolve...To...implement...strategies to achieve the...agreed...goals...including the 
Millennium Development Goals". 
 
 

 
 

 
Leaders' promise here is odd, because it is not clear which meeting if any had "agreed" the 
"MDG" targets at all. 
 
In any case, we can ask, as with the 2015 summit:   
 
How could nations  
 
agree easier targets than the formal pledges in the Millennium Declaration,  
 
yet at the same time  
 
reaffirm the more ambitious pledges? 
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That would be like saying in 2000 
 
"I promise to give you ten pounds"  
 
and then saying  
 
"the target is five pounds, and I reaffirm the original promise". 
 
 
 
But it may not be clear what leaders meant by "Millennium Development Goals".   
 
It may not be clear what citizens (the people to whom the commitment was made) thought 
leaders were saying. 
  
The US made contradictory statements, but at times insisted even after the 2005 summit that 
it had not agreed the "MDG" structure.    
 
It said that when leaders agreed statements about "Millennium Development Goals" they 
meant the goals in the Millennium Declaration.   
 
Perhaps the differences about that are the reason for leaders' very odd language in 2005: 
 
"goals…agreed at the Millennium Summit that are described as the Millennium Development 
Goals".     
 
It is odd because that Summit did not agree goals usually "described as the Millennium 
Development Goals" - meaning the targets for 2015. 
 
Leaders' words could mean the undated goals such as "Eradicate extreme poverty and 
hunger". 
 
But people often think "Millennium Development Goals" means the targets. 
 
At the 2005 Summit George W. Bush did mention commitment to the "MDGs".   
 
That sounds like a commitment to the unagreed "MDG" targets as well as the agreed goals 
from the conferences and summits. 
 
Now, you may like to look again at the first quotation above.  Leaders in 2010 referred to the 
"MDGs" being agreed at a conference or summit.   Again, I do not know what they mean.   

 

If you look at the 2015 summit declaration, you can see that leaders in 2015 misled citizens. 
 
They did so not just by avoiding mention of their specific commitments in the Millennium 
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Declaration and other documents, and avoiding other targets, but also by giving the wrong 
impression that what was agreed in 2000 was the generally easier "Millennium Development 
Goal" targets. 
 
The Millennium Declaration was partly a 15-year plan, and said nothing at all about 1990-
2015. 

 

....................... 

 

 

 

 

  



54 
 

Did charities forget about the global commitments the UN was supposed to review? 

 
"At its substantive session of 2001, the Economic and Social Council recommended that the 
General Assembly examine how best to address the reviews of the implementation of the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits of the 1990s, including their 
format and periodicity (Council resolution 2001/21). 

At its fifty-sixth session, in 2001, the General Assembly decided to include the item entitled 
"Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social fields" (resolution 
56/211) in the provisional agenda of its fifty-seventh session. 

At its fifty-seventh session, the General Assembly decided to include the item in its annual 
agenda and invited the Secretary-General to submit a report on the subject (resolution 
57/270 B). 

The General Assembly considered this item at its fifty-seventh to sixtieth sessions (resolutions 
57/270 A and 57/270 B, 58/291, 59/145, 59/314, 60/180, 60/251, 60/260, 60/265 and 60/283 
and decision 60/551 C [page 154]). 

At its sixtieth session, the General Assembly held a High-level Plenary Meeting from 14 to 16 
September 2005 in New York with the participation of Heads of State and Government and 
adopted the 2005 World Summit Outcome (resolution 60/1). 

At the same session, in implementing the provisions of the 2005 World Summit Outcome, the 
General Assembly established the Peacebuilding Commission (resolution 60/180) and the 
Human Rights Council (resolution 60/251). ... 

...in...2006, the General Assembly decided to dedicate a specific meeting focused on 
development, including an assessment of progress over the previous year, at each session of 
the General Assembly during the debate on the follow-up to the Millennium Declaration and 
the 2005 World Summit Outcome; and requested the Secretary-General to report on progress 
made in the implementation of the development outcome of the 2005 World Summit in the 
framework of the comprehensive report on the follow-up to the Millennium Declaration and 
the 2005 World Summit Outcome (resolution 60/265). 

 
Document 

• Report of the Secretary-General on the role of the Economic and Social Council in 
the integrated and coordinated implementation of the outcomes of and follow-up to 
the major United Nations conferences and summits, in the light of General Assembly 
resolutions 50/227, 52/12 B, 57/270 B and 60/265 (A/62/89-E/2007/76). 

... 
 

Notes by the Secretary-General transmitting:  
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o Updated report of the Secretary-General on the role of the Economic and 
Social Council in the integrated and coordinated implementation of the 
outcomes of and follow-up to major United Nations conferences and summits, 
in the light of General Assembly resolutions 50/227, 52/12 B and 57/270 B 
(A/60/275) 
 
... 

• Reports of the Secretary-General  
 

o The role of the Economic and Social Council in the integrated and 
coordinated implementation of the outcomes of and follow-up to major United 
Nations conferences and summits, in the light of General Assembly resolutions 
50/227, 52/12 B and 57/270 B (A/61/90-E/2006/84) 
 
 

United Nations 
2007 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/62/plenary/followupconf/bkg.shtml 
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In the Sustainable Development Goals for 2016-30, world leaders have agreed Target 16.10: 
 
 
 
"Ensure public access to information  
 
and protect fundamental freedoms, in accordance with national legislation and international 
agreements". 
 
 
They also agreed to provide quality education. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Are young people taught enough about agreed human rights, government commitments to the 
species and human progress, enough that they have a "quality education"? 
 
 
They are in fact being misled on both government pledges, and progress – including by "The 
World's Largest Lesson". 
 

How can people "address" the "challenges that face the world" if the are told a lot of rubbish 
about poverty, safe water, and government pledges? 
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Cambridge International Examinations board misleads, for 2017-19: 
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The baseline of 1990 is nothing to do with the Millennium Summit.     
 
The idea that its 15-year pledges are "known as the Millennium Development Goals" repeats 
propaganda understating the actual promises. 
 
It has occurred to me – what do the people who know about the falsehoods but promote or 
allow them, think about their own children being deceived? 
 
 
 
"Two years ago at the UN millennium summit, world leaders set themselves the task of 
halving global poverty over the next 15 years" 
 
The Guardian 
2002 
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2002/aug/22/worldsummit2002.earth4 
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Why do UK school examination boards mislead on safe water, 
 
when even the Guardian and the BBC have sometimes been right - the UN claims of progress 
are not based on safety? 
 
Also, the belief of the vast majority of academics, teachers and others seems to be that the 
"MDG" target for halving the proportion of people without sustainable access to safe water 
said something about 1990.   It doesn't. 
 
 

 
 
 



61 
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Is it true that before 2015 the emphasis was on "developing" countries' action? 
 
 
 
Leaders at the 2005 World Summit said: 
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The Millennium pledge was to halve the proportion of people suffering from hunger.   

 

Was it "almost met" as people have been led to believe? 

 
 
 
The headline UN claims do not even attempt to estimate numbers "suffering from hunger" 
but those with chronic, severe lack of calories – fewer people.    
 
Clearly, you do not have to have a chronic or severe problem to suffer from it.  
 
The FAO has used another indicator, "prevalence of food inadequacy".   It does not attempt 
to estimate numbers "suffering from hunger" either, since it is also only on lack of calories.    
 
But since it is on a higher level of calories than for a "sedentary lifestyle", at least it seems 
more relevant than the headline MDG or SDG numbers. 
 
We might think "inadequate food" is more relevant to the pledge about "suffering from 
hunger". 
 
(Like many concepts used for statistics - and in the case of "suffering from hunger" not used 
in these calorie-based estimates - the notion of precise numbers "suffering from" has no 
objective basis.)  
 
The FAO are well aware that their numbers are not reliable, though they are not exactly clear 
about this in what they say, in view of how the information is likely to be used.   
 
But in case it is of interest, here is a chart: 
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The numbers are from FAO's February 2016 set of indicators: 

http://web.archive.org/web/20160317090710if_/http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/ess/f
oodsecurity/Food_Security_Indicators.xlsx 

 
 
 

Can you see the "almost halving" since the start date for the Millennium pledge of 2000?    
 
The FAO claims that the pledge's start date was the easier baseline of 1990. 
 
But that is just the same rubbish they said about the World Food Summit pledge of 1996.    
 
If a politician or civil servant says something big, even if it seems everyone else accepts it, 
you might want to look it up. 
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In some ways, has government honesty got worse? 

 
 
 
On 9 October 2017, UN member states discussed "implementation" of goals agreed at major 
United Nations conferences and summits – as usual. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Governments have agreed to work for transparency and accountability;  to promote 
democracy and provide quality education. 
 
Instead, the "quality education" includes widespread falsehood about progress in the species, 
and world leaders' pledges.  
 
A basic requirement of democracy is that citizens know about government pledges and 
results.  It is being subverted.    
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The UK, for example, spends hundreds of millions of pounds on research.  It misleads on its 
own promises.  The UK Government has misled on the state of knowledge about what are 
undeniably important aspects of the progress of humans.   Academics have spread misleading 
information about UK promises to the poor. 
 
In 2015, world leaders adopted an agenda for the next 15 years.  But at the same time they 
avoided a large part of the official agenda: to follow up their existing promises.   
 
In the Summit declaration, and in their speeches, instead of "transparency", they misled the 
public on those pledges. 
 
The authorities claim to work on a "data revolution" but they, along with many academics, 
"think tanks", journalists and charities, repeat propaganda with no basis in the research or UN 
resolutions. 
 
It is a human rights scandal, defrauding billions of people of access to information and of 
"genuine political participation".   It is not hard to see the risk to sensible decision-making, or 
informed elections of governments. 
 
I believe the basic picture is obvious from the official documents. 
 
The honesty gap is a huge flaw in political culture and the "development agenda".  In money 
terms, and relative to sums spent on other things, correcting misleading information costs 
very little to put right. 
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Is the official story that governments have been making global goals more ambitious, actually 
true? 
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The agreed UN development agenda for the 21st century was never simply the "MDGs" or 
the "SDGs".    
 
It is, as the General Assembly has repeatedly stated, all the relevant documents and 
commitments from the various conferences and summits.   
 
Other Assembly resolutions and agreements such as those on human rights are also clearly 
part of the agreed agenda. 
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United Nations Development Agenda 
Development for All:  Goals, commitments and strategies agreed at the United Nations World 
conferences and summits since 1990 
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs  
2007 
http://www.un.org/esa/devagenda/UNDA_BW5_Final.pdf  
 
Note: It might be argued that the agenda included, and includes, pre-1990 agreements on 
human rights and other matters. 
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"Major Conferences and Summits 

 

2015 

• Third International Conference on Financing for Development 
• United Nations Sustainable Development Summit 
• General Assembly High-Level Meeting on the World Summit on the Information 

Society (WSIS+10) 

 
 
2014 

• World Conference on Indigenous Peoples 
• Third International Conference on Small Island Developing States 

 
 
2013 

• United Nations Forum on Forests 10 

 
2012 

• United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development (Rio+20) 

 
 
2011 

• United Nations Conference on Least Developed Countries. 
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2010 

• United Nations Summit on the Millennium Development Goals. 

 
 
2009 

• United Nations Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its 
Impact on Development. 

 
 
2008 

• Follow-up International Conference on Financing for Development to Review the 
Implementation of the Monterrey Consensus. 

• High Level Event on the Millennium Development Goals. 

 
 
2006 

• High-level Dialogue on International Migration and Development. 

 
 
2005 

• 2005 World Summit. 
• 10 Year Review of the Copenhagen Declaration and Programme for Action. 
• 10 Year Review of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action. 
• Phase Two of the World Summit on the Information Society. 

 
 
2004 

• 10 Year Review of the Barbados Programme of Action. 

 
 

2003 

• International Ministerial Conference of Landlocked and Transit Developing 
Countries. 
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• Phase One of World Summit on the Information Society. 

 
 
2002 

• International Conference on Financing for Development. 
• World Summit on Sustainable Development. 
• Second World Assembly on Ageing. 
• Special Session of the General Assembly on Children. 
• World Food Summit: Five Years Later. 

 
 
2001 

• Third UN Conference on the Least Developed Countries. 
• Special Session of the General Assembly for and Overall Review and Appraisal of the 

Implementation of the Habitat Agenda. 
• Special Session of the General Assembly on HIV/AIDS. 

 
 
2000 

• Millennium Summit. 
• World Education Forum. 
• Social Summit +5. 
• Special Session of the General Assembly for the 5 Year Review of the Beijing 

Declaration and Platform for Action. 

 
 
1999 

• Twenty-first Special Session of the General Assembly on the International 
Conference on Population and Development. 

 
 
1996 

• Second UN Conference on Human Settlement (HABITAT II). 
• World Food Summit. 
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1995 

• Fourth World Conference on Women. 
• World Summit for Social Development. 

 
 
1994 

• International Conference on Population and Development. 
• Global Conference on the Sustainable Development of Small Island Development 

States. 

 
 

1993 

• World Conference on Human Rights. 

 
 
1992 

• United Nations Conference on Environment and Development. 
• International Conference on Nutrition. 

 
 
1990 

• World Summit for Children. 
• World Conference on Education for all. 
• Second UN Conference on the Least Developed Countries. 

 
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/what-we-do/conferences.html 

 
 
 
Note:  The list for some reason omits previous major conferences. 
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Apart from large-scale brainwashing, why do these 
books not describe the actual global commitments and 
agenda, in the Millennium Declaration and other 
conference and summit outcomes, including human 
rights for all, which already existed before the SDGs?  
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Suppose you made a statement about poverty.  
 
And it is based on what some other people said, without 
you having a solid idea of why they said it.  
 
 
 

Are you doing social science, or journalism? 
 
Or, if you are called a social scientist or journalist, are 
you failing to carry out your basic functions? 
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If you would not make the statement about yourself in 
the same position  
 
- or would not if you took an easy step to discover the 
truth about the method –  
 
then that is clearly not journalism.    

 

It is not reporting facts, and it is not reporting coherent 
opinion. 
 
 
Nor is it social science. 
 
 
Nor is it, if you are a politician,  
 
"transparent", or  
"good governance",  
or a meaningful part of "accountability"  
or a  
"data revolution". 
 
 
It is something else. 
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Information poverty  
 
is poverty,  
 
and  
 
causes poverty 
 
 
 
 
This document is about, among other things,  
 
"information inequality", 
 
the evidence for some government commitments  
 
the evidence for some aspects of human progress, and  
 
how billions of people are being misled by claims that rob them of political power –  
 
a fundamental element in, and arguably in perpetuating, the failure of resources to give 
people opportunities:  what people call "poverty". 
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Not just broken promises. 
 
 
Untruths that promises were kept. 
 
 
Untruths about the promises. 
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2008: UK Government gives an impression liable to mislead by understating its Millennium 
pledges. 
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Why,  
 
apart from propaganda,  
 
do people talk about "Millennium Development Goals"  
which UN resolutions in 2000 and 2001 did not specifically 
mention, 
 
rather than what governments actually promised  
 
in the conferences and summits,  
and in UN General Assembly resolutions? 
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If you would not apply the method to yourself  
in the same circumstances,  
 
then a claim about poverty or inequality  
 
is clearly not "scientific" but incoherent. 
 
It is hypocritical, discriminatory, misleading.   
 
If you are in a position of responsibility  
and make the stupid statement  
when people may take it as implying something 
significant about policies to help the poor, or progress 
reports, 
 
then it is anti-democratic, and anti-human rights.  
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Would it be wise or stupid to say this? 
 
"I know that 
someone in another country  
is better off now  
because  
some other people say so,  
and I don't know  
how they decided".   
 
 
If you do not know what the method is,  
then making the statement  
about even a single other person  
would make no sense. 
 
 
But for some reason people seem quite happy to tell the 
public, or their students, how many poor or extremely 
poor people there are in the world, or how the supposed 
number has changed, without apparently having much 
of a clue what their statement is based on. 
 
What might be some reasons for this strange behaviour? 
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Is not making the statement  
about large numbers of people  
 
irresponsible  
 
and,  
 
given that such statements can start or prolong good or 
bad polices,  
 
potentially dangerous? 
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Who said this? 
 
 

 

Absolute poverty is  
a condition characterized by  
severe  
deprivation of  
basic human needs, including food, safe drinking water, 
sanitation facilities, health, shelter, education and  
information. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

117 Heads of State and Government,  
 
in a 1995 summit document  
 
constantly reaffirmed by states and leaders ever since. 
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Is it not a denial of human rights  
 
for countries to misrepresent the number of lives they 
promised to save, and other pledges? 
 
 
 
Is it not a denial of human rights  
 
for countries to talk about goals,  
and not the rights they agreed?  
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Harmful myths and a way forward 

 
 
Some common ideas about UN pledges have no support in the UN resolutions.  
 
 
The truth of what is in those documents is important to understanding what the Sustainable 
Development Goals are, and to understanding what it has meant when leaders made 
promises. 
 
The truth of what is in the documents is also important for understanding some ways in which  
governments mislead the public.   

If they have told us falsehoods about their pledges and progress in the human species, what 
else is not true? 
 
 
I suggest it is time for a revision of what "governance" means in practice.    
 
- and the same for "transparency", "accountability" and "participation". 
 
 
Accurate information on pledges and progress from governments and academics would seem 
essential for democracy.   
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There is a disturbing tendency among not only the public, but also academics, charity 
specialists, journalists and others  
 
to simply accept what those in authority say – in their simplest and most misleading versions 
-  about what their commitments are, or about progress on them. 
 
The reality is far more interesting.      

 
 
People sometimes say, 

 

"What was the effect of the MDGs?". 

 
 
When we consider that nations keep reaffirming pledges in the Millennium Declaration and 
elsewhere,  
 
we might think that this is possible:  

 
that the easier, wrongly-named "Millennium Development Goal" targets proposed in 2001 
 
(which nations did not accept then but instead reaffirmed the more ambitious pledges of 
2000) 
 
made progress slower. 

 

  



92 
 

What are the Global Goals? 

 
 
 
In September 2015, UN member states' leaders agreed Sustainable Development Goals. 
 
But they already had sustainable development goals.  These included goals in agreements of 
1992, 2002 and 2012. 
 
 

For some reason, people, including world leaders, have said how the new "SDGs" are better 
than the so-called "Millennium" Development Goals (some of whose targets, despite the 
name, were put forward later than, and were easier than, what leaders agreed in the 
Millennium Declaration). 

 

But this can mislead. 

 

It is easier for governments if people think what they are doing is new and better than before. 
 
Politicians in power like it if people think their policy is better than the last government's. 
 
In reality, in 2015 governments were already committed to far more than the MDGs. 

 

The MDGs basically relate to paragraph 19 of the Millennium Declaration.    
 
It has 31 paragraphs. 
 

In several important ways, the MDG targets are easier and narrower than what leaders 
actually pledged in the Declaration - which was itself easier than some earlier goals and 
principles including "human rights" or "Health for All by the year 2000". 
 
 
I don't know why people are so exclusively interested in the "Millennium" targets or the 
"SDGs". 

You could say "they have been influential, because governments and their agencies 
publicised them". 
 
But that would be to avoid holding politicians to account for the promises.  It is like saying to 
someone who owes you £10 but keeps telling people it is £5 which they have paid, "yes, you 
have fulfilled your promise". 
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In sustainable development, the Millennium Declaration is only part of what UN member 
states were already formally committed to and officially aiming at before 2015. 
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"The SDGs are a backward step, not only because  
 
they distract from governments fulfilling their existing 
commitments as soon as possible after 2015,  
 
but also because  
 
they are hopes but previous summits made pledges." 
 
Discuss. 
 

 
 
 
 

................................................. 
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If these things are not true,  
 

 
 
 
what else is not true? 
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Would you say one person  
 
- such as you - was better off if their  
 

income  
 
rose,  
 
 
without looking at whether they  
 

need  
 
to spend more or less on  
 
child care,  
 
accommodation away from home,  
 
transport,  
 
food, 
 
water, 
 
education, or  
 
medicine?    
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If you don't know  
what a person needed for rent, transport, medicine, water, and 
so on, 
 
why would you just ask what they spent,  
then say how much richer or poorer they became? 
 
 
 
So why do people make these claims about hundreds of 
millions of people? 
 
 
Can you think of any other problems  
with saying a particular number of people have  
"risen out of extreme poverty",  
 
if the method is mostly based on asking a small sample of 
people  - many illiterate -  how much they spent in the last few 
weeks, and guessing at the value of what they grew, hunted, 
fished or foraged in the last few weeks?  
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Suppose a government – or a local council - made a 15-year plan, then later said it was a 25-
year plan.   
 
Would you laugh? 

 

In 2000 Tony Blair, as UK Prime Minister, promised with other leaders to meet targets in  
 

15 years,  

 
and to do other things including upholding the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  
 
 
Later he wrongly claimed the agreement was the generally easier, narrower  
 

25-year  

 
"MDG" targets. 
 
 
 
Civil servants proposed those to UN member states in 2001.  Adding progress in the 1990s 
makes targets easier to reach.    
 
Did countries agree the "MDGs" in 2001?    
 
No.  They responded on 14 December 2001 by instead reaffirming the pledges of September 
2000.   
 
As a result, Mr Blair's claims here about global pledges and success are, if we go by the 
actual pledges and the actual official research, rubbish: 
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What is the factual basis for Mr Blair's statement that "many" "Goals" "set out by the U.N. in 
the year 2000" were "substantially met"? 
 

 
How many, exactly? 
 
 
How many can you think of? 

 

What is the reason for your answer? 

 
 

 

 



100 
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Your tax pays for what is called social science.   
 
Is it humane? 
 
 

Are we agreed that poverty (apart from poverty relative to others) is where your needs are 
more than your resources? 
 

If not, what would you say it is? 

 
Can you say it in one word? 

Five? 

Fifty? 
 

................................................................................. 

 
 

Nearly all the world's governments have agreed the aim of "ending" the proportion of humans 
"living on under $1.90 a day" by 2030  
 
(Or "reduce" it, if they are talking about the aim of the World Bank, whose governors have 
traditionally been mostly finance or development ministers.) 
 
 
Here is just one part of how crazy that is. 
 
 
The "extreme consumption poverty" is supposed to be where people lack the basics. 
 
If you think about it, or even if you don't, it may be clear that "the basics" is vague.   
 
Even "basic" food is a subjective idea.    
 
How long is the food supposed to keep you alive?   A day?  A year?   Sixty years?   With 
what likelihood?   Is that with the assumption that no big crisis will happen from crop failure, 
flood, management of the economy, war, civil war, epidemics and so on?  
 
But the idea is worse than that.   
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It looks at what people say they spent, but not what they need. 
 
 
No-one with any sense would agree to using that method for themselves or anyone they cared 
for, if they knew what it was. 
 
 

 
 
"...an overarching question: What would Committee members want as the basis for policy 
decisions about themselves, if they were poor?" 
 
Question to the UK House of Lords Economic Affairs Committee 
Document published by the Committee 
2011 
 
 

 
 
I originally described the above as "written evidence" because that is what such committees 
call documents sent for their inquiries, and verbal statements.  
 
I changed it, because the committees call it "evidence" even if in reality people give opinions, 
without evidence – or make factual claims, without any or any good evidence.  
 

I have been struck by how often academics writing about important matters – claims about 
progress in the species, or pledges by its political leaders – simply repeat what someone else 
has said, rather than what is true.    
 
 

The scale of factual claims without evidence, on matters clearly important for holding 
governments to account, has surprised me.  

 
I have complained that the BBC has often broadcast factual claims without any support from 
evidence. 
 
Instead of addressing the actual complaints, the answers from the BBC have been to an 
astonishing degree largely repeats of the same problem:   assertion – claims about what the 
relevant facts were about the world, what the complaints were, what the BBC had broadcast 
or published, what the complaints procedure was – without evidence and without any actual 
basis in fact. 
 
 
Back to the strange method of making claims about poverty (or inequality):  
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Let us consider the position of someone, perhaps a university professor, who knows what the 
above method in "economics" is for claiming particular levels of progress on "extreme 
poverty".  

Or someone who knows what the method is for the traditional large-scale studies by 
economists recommending policies for the poorest people. 
 
I do not understand why those people would discuss the results as if they are on "poverty" or 
"benefits to the poor".     
 

 
The idea fails the most obvious, basic and ethical test of social science – whether it is based 
on the reality of people's lives.    
 

Why is that not taught in the first week of school courses? 
 
 
How is it that you can get a PhD in economics, or a job telling people about poverty levels, if 
you do not look at the most basic elements in your field? 

 
Is it not obvious that you would not blindly say you were better off with a new job, without 
looking at whether you needed to pay more for transport, child care, or anything else? 

 

Is it not obvious that if you are going to make claims about millions of people, you have to 
make sure they would make sense? 
 
Is it not obvious that in order to make sense, and meet minimal ethical standards for research 
on other sentient creatures, they would have to apply to one person or a small number of 
people, who you cared great deal about? 
 
 
You can look at this as a scientific failing, or a moral failing. 

 
I suggest it is clearly both.  
   

 
If people know needs are not considered, why do they make claims about poverty? 
 
 
If people do not know the method, why do they make claims about poverty? 
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On the reporting of official global poverty claims 
 

 
 
From complaint to the UK Press Complaints Commission about the Economist,  
29 August 2013. 
 
 
 
 
"...a  rule without which social science cannot possibly be adequate:  
 
that the method is one which they would use on themselves in a similar position.  
 
Otherwise, it runs a strong risk of being inhumane.  

But that would imply that the journalists would gauge their own prosperity or poverty by 
looking at their spending without considering  
 
the prices they faced,  
 
or  
 
how much food they and their children needed, or  
 
whether the water they bought was safe, or  
 
whether they needed to pay rent or for transport to work, or  
 
whether they lived on their own, or  
 
how many people in the household shared food and fuel, or  
 
whether their assets or debts rose or fell.  
 
 
That is the macroeconomic method which was used."  

 
 

 
 
That passage was in a footnote to the third point below: 
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"The Commission might conclude that one or more of the following statements are true, 
and/or are true of similar output from the newspaper. ... 

The following are examples of problems...repeated across items in the newspaper's output:  

 
 
 

1. The claims to show trends in consumption adequacy across time and different levels of 
"growth" misled, since  
 
the newspaper does not have prices for clean water. 

 
 
 
2. The newspaper misled in presenting statistics on people alive at different times as showing 
aggregate outcomes for people. 
 
 
[Footnote reads:  "This kind of statistic cannot on its own provide information on 
consumption adequacy, not least because the method counts the poor as having done worse if 
the poorest survive longer."]  

 
 
3. The newspaper's use of social science failed what might be called the humanity test or the 
love test, since it is implausible that the journalists would apply the methods of inferring lack 
or economic gains to, or to set targets or policy for, people dear to them.  ..." 
 
 
 
 
 
 
......................................... 
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I suggest it is not difficult to see from the evidence  that politicians, academics and journalists 
have said things which are untrue, which obstruct democracy by giving a false idea of 
progress, government commitments and the merits or otherwise of policies. 
 
 
 
 
A second, perhaps deeper problem may be revealed by reactions to the truth.   I am referring 
to matters where their existing output has clearly hampered the ability of the public to hold 
governments to account, by misleading people about pledges or progress, or both. 

These responses have in my experience too often included, instead of upholding the standards 
they have promised the public,  

- repeating the same falsehoods after they or their organisations have been correctly and 
clearly informed;  
 
- in addition misleading the public about the information they have now formally, and 
verifiably, been given.   
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What kind of mental sickness  
 
causes people to make claims  
 
about other people's  
 
poverty  
 
based on the idea that  
 
if they spend more they must end up richer,  
 
 
with no thought for  
 
whether their needs went up or down?  



108 
 

 
 
 
 

What exactly  
 
are nations committed to  
or aiming at  
 
through the Sustainable Development Goals listed in 
2015,  
 
which they were not committed to  
or aiming at already  
 
by human rights agreements, the development agenda 
agreed at UN conferences and summits which world 
leaders reaffirmed in 2005 and 2010, and other 
resolutions and documents? 
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Can you think what might explain this? 
 
 
 

 
"Let us resolve...To halve... 

 
the proportion... 
 
(currently 22 per cent)  
 
whose income is less than one dollar a day" 

 
UN Secretary-General, Millennium Report  
2000 

 
 
 
 

"The world has reduced extreme poverty by half... 
 
in developing regions... 

 

to 22 per cent  
 
by 2010" 

 
United Nations MDG Report  
2014  
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"Globally,  
 
the right to adequate food  
 
has been a  
 
legally binding human right in international law  
 
for more than 35 years" 
 
 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
http://www.fao.org/human-right-to-food/en/ 
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Apparently, some economists continue to confuse "the rise in the average" with "the average 
rise".    
 
In reality they cannot know how much "incomes increase" for the poorest, or in a country, 
without looking at how many people survived the period.  Unless mortality rates are stable 
and uniform, the concept of an "average rise" is incoherent.   

As I explained to heads of university departments and other senior experts beginning in 2000, 
if the poorest die, the average rises. 
 
These authors look at different populations at different times, then claim to know about 
average rises for the same people.  
 
A further error was displayed when I told people about the problem.   I was told "we need 
better data" or "we need to do research that is better than the World Bank's".   
 
It is the responsibility of the scientist, not the sceptic, to show why they are justified, if they 
are, in inferring from one trend to another.    The economist's traditional error of treating 
populations as if no-one is born or dies, merely assuming there is no problem, is not justified 
simply by convention – which might amount to the position that it is a sensible choice to 
ignore the mistake, because they keep making it.    

 
 
 
 
"Incomes in the poorest two quintiles on average increase at the same rate as overall average 
incomes." 

2013 
http://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/abs/10.1596/1813-9450-6568  

 

 
 

3 August 2000 
To:  jmorduch@princeton.edu 
 
...What strikes me is that in policy debates people look at "reducing poverty" without looking 
at how many people die in the interim.    

This seems to me the worst flaw in simple economic analysis (Deininger, Dollar) - if the 
poorest die, the income figures look better. 

 

………………………………. 
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The official MDG list, reproduced by the World Bank, the UK Government, and many other 
sources, falsely states that its targets are  
 
“from the Millennium Declaration”.    
 
 
In fact several highly-publicised "MDG" targets are easier than what leaders actually pledged 
in 2000. 
 
 
In any case, UN member states' commitments and targets for 2015 went beyond the "MDGs" 
and beyond the Millennium pledges.    
 
Concentrating on the heavily-publicised "MDG" targets appears to be a fundamental error by 
many academics, school examination boards and commentators. 
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on matters of general interest through the mass media and other means; ...................... 434 

(d) Encouraging education systems and, to the extent consistent with freedom of 
expression, communication media to raise people's understanding and awareness of all 
aspects of social integration, including gender sensitivity, non-violence, tolerance and 
solidarity and respect for the diversity of cultures and interests, and to discourage the 
exhibition of pornography and the gratuitous depiction of explicit violence and cruelty in 
the media; ....................................................................................................................... 434 

(e) Improving the reliability, validity, utility and public availability of statistical and 
other information on social development and gender issues, including the effective use of 
gender-disaggregated statistics collected at the national, regional and international levels, 
including through support to academic and research institutions." ................................ 434 

(j) By the year 2000, eradicating, eliminating or controlling major diseases constituting 
global health problems, in accordance with paragraph 6.12 of Agenda 21; 2/ .............. 438 

(k) Reducing the adult illiteracy rate - the appropriate age group to be determined in each 
country - to at least half its 1990 level,   with an emphasis on female literacy;   achieving 
universal access to quality education,   with particular priority being given to primary 
and technical education and job training, combating illiteracy, and eliminating gender 
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future of humanity."  Promote traditional medicine.  Sustainable development is "key 
element" in UN activities.    "Programmes that reflect the Dakar Framework for Action on 
Education for All" - which must include the adult literacy target for 2015.   World Summit on 
Sustainable Development or Earth Summit: Johannesburg Declaration and Plan of 
Implementation (September 2002) ........................................................................................ 844 

UN member states again invite UN agencies to work on the goals of, and with member states 
to give "widespread publicity" to, the Millennium Declaration  - not the "MDG" targets 
(resolution of December 2002).  Instead of carrying out the agreement, politicians, civil 
servants, academics, charities, journalists and others mislead citizens that leaders in 2000 
agreed the wrongly-named "MDGs". .................................................................................... 883 



123 
 

UN member states go far beyond "MDGs": "the process of integrated and coordinated 
follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits should not 
include renegotiation of any outcomes of those conferences".  General Assembly working 
group will "ensure" proper follow-up of conferences.  (December 2002)............................. 885 

Does a Dollar a Day Keep Poverty Away? ........................................................................... 897 

UN member states agree "The time has come" to implement the broader agenda from UN 
conferences and summits.  They still do not mention the "MDGs".     Member states 
encourage "the Statistical Commission to...improve the list of indicators on implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits".    National policies 
should be consistent with the actual commitments from the conferences and summits - not the 
"MDGs". (2003) ..................................................................................................................... 907 

"Each State... shall...implement or maintain effective...anticorruption policies that promote 
the participation of society and reflect the principles of the rule of law, proper management 
of public affairs and public property, integrity, transparency and accountability."  United 
Nations Convention against Corruption, 2003....................................................................... 947 

Governments "encourage international community" to fund the actual conference and summit 
goals, not easier "MDGs" (2003) ........................................................................................... 960 

Heads of State and Government will review progress on commitments from previous UN 
conferences and summits, at the 2005 Summit ...................................................................... 975 

2002-5:  The US says it has not agreed the "MDGs" proposed in 2001.  14 September 2005:  
George W. Bush now says the US is committed to "Millennium Development Goals".     16 
September: The US State Department claims that world leaders mean the Millennium 
Declaration goals.   17 September: Secretary of State says that the US is committed to 
"MDGs".    2006: US ambassador to UN says it is not.     In 2008 according to a cable 
released through Wikileaks, the US Government still held that it had not agreed the 
Secretary-General's "MDGs". The Obama administration misled that the Millennium 
Declaration adopted the easier "MDGs". ............................................................................... 989 

170 Heads of State or Government "strongly reiterate determination" to meet goals agreed at 
conferences, not just the generally easier, narrower "MDG" targets.    They "resolve" to adopt 
by 2006 and implement national strategies to achieve the agreed goals.    They will promote 
indigenous practices for biodiversity.  "All States will significantly reduce the rate of loss of 
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"in accordance with Agenda 21".  Leaders mention the Millennium Declaration pledges on 
child and maternal mortality and water.  These are more ambitious than the wrongly-named 



124 
 

"MDG" targets.    Leaders call on UN staff and parliaments to further "all aspects of the 
Millennium Declaration".   2005 World Summit ................................................................ 1026 

"Sustainable development: managing and protecting our common environment ........... 1035 

BBC Editorial Complaints Unit, in what may have been its only published output on world 
poverty or global goals, makes a common error: ................................................................. 1042 

In 2006, US and UK still differed over whether MDGs were agreed? ................................ 1054 

Unanswered points by Matt Berkley to Martin Ravallion, originator of World Bank "dollar a 
day", on the basis of official global poverty claims ............................................................. 1074 

2007:  Thirteen Heads of State or Government mislead on Millennium pledges ................ 1080 

UK Government understates its Millennium pledges, this time misinforming Prince Charles
.............................................................................................................................................. 1102 

By 2010:  Halve malaria deaths from 2000 levels.  By 2015:  Near zero malaria deaths. 
"Leaders at UN launch campaign to virtually eliminate malaria deaths by 2015" (2008) .. 1127 

Conference on financial crisis reaffirms the wider, more ambitious UN goals "including" the 
"Millennium Development Goals" (2009) ........................................................................... 1147 

Nations agreed in 2009 that they would "ensure urgent action to fully realize" the World 
Food Summit pledge – which by the FAO numbers (which do not relate to 
"undernourishment" as most people would understand the word) would mean fewer than 500 
million people in 2015 with chronic lack of calories.    In 2015, FAO estimated nearly 800 
million.  Nations in 2009 also agreed, "We commit to take action towards sustainably 
eradicating hunger at the earliest possible date."  World Summit on Food Security, Rome 
Declaration (2009) ............................................................................................................... 1176 

Heads of State and Government make clear:  The UN development framework is all the 
major conference and summit documents.    We are determined to meet all those 
commitments.    2010 Summit on the "MDGs" ................................................................... 1217 

Goals for 2015 and 2020 suggested by some states:  Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-
2020...................................................................................................................................... 1233 

Goals for the poorest countries:    By 2020, water and sanitation for all.  By 2020, beyond 
"MDG" targets on child and maternal mortality and child nutrition.   By 2020, double the 
share of poorest countries in ' share of exports.    By 2020, internet access for all.  
"overarching goal...is to overcome the structural challenges...in order to...achieve 
internationally agreed development goals..."  Programme of Action for the Least Developed 
Countries 2011-2020 (Istanbul Declaration) ....................................................................... 1251 

School examination board misleads those marking the papers ........................................... 1313 



125 
 

BBC World Service "scrutiny" of a "vital goal" by an ex-World Bank economist and future 
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"scrutiny" even than the PR material, and   largely ignored the huge controversy outside the 
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green economy in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication should be 
guided by and in accordance with ... Agenda 21"  "we commit to address remaining gaps 
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5 years.   By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution.  By 2025, end child 
labour. .................................................................................................................................. 1910 
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A claim based on non-existent "safe water" statistics - BBC, March 2012: 
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.   

 

 
 
The BBC told children that a UN target on "safe water" had been met when there were no such 
official statistics - only an unsupported assertion by UN agencies.  

But also, 11 is not half of 17.5.   
 



138 
 

The UN said the proportion of people without "improved sources" of water was 17.5% in 2000 
and 11% in 2010.  The agreement reached by civil servants on the MDG water target in 2001 was 
for a halving of the 2000 level, according to an OECD document of 14/17 September 2001 
produced as a record of the MDG negotiations for 22 member governments and the European 
Union. 
 
On 25 July 2013 the BBC stated that it had changed web pages on several matters concerning 
global poverty after a complaint.   
 
The changes included removing a reference to "clean" water. 
 
The BBC kept repeating the misleading statement, even after being reminded.  
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Billions deceived on government pledges?   

 

 
There are widespread falsehoods about international pledges and targets.   
 
Some have been spread by academics and prominent experts.   
 
They seem to damage the possibility of holding governments to account; and democratic 
participation by the poor or others.  The misinformation is far more widespread than the examples 
given in this document. 
 

 

 
Some details about what nations actually agreed may be more important than they look at first.  
 
Myths persist about what nations together promised to the poor, and to others.    This document 
provides evidence.  
 
The author believes that politicians, governments, international agencies, journalists, academics 
and others may have a responsibility to tell the poor what was actually agreed.    
 
Much of what people say were flaws in the Millennium Development Goals set a long time ago 
may be in fact related to flaws in what people are saying now about what governments committed 
to.  
 
For the 2015 UN Summit, governments were supposed to, according to what the General 
Assembly decided in the early 2000s, hear a report from the Secretary-General on progress on the 
Millennium Declaration goals.   
 
Instead there was a report on the easier, narrower MDGs.   
 
World leaders misleadingly claimed that the MDGs were agreed "almost 15 years ago".   
 
In 2002-5 the US repeatedly insisted it had not agreed them.  George W. Bush told the UN on 
September 14 2005 that the US was committed to "the Millennium Development Goals", but in 
the same speech reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus. That committed nations to support the UN 
in an information campaign, not on the "MDGs" but on the more ambitious goals actually agreed 
between member states.  The 2005 Summit reaffirmed the more ambitious goals.   
 
Claims that there was a "commitment" to the MDGs in 2001 do not have support from the actual 
resolutions.   
 
But even if UN members had agreed the MDG targets, they still continued to reaffirm the 
Declaration, as well as the outcomes of other UN summits and conferences.  These were often 
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more ambitious.  So to hold them to account for MDG performance is to distract from their actual 
promises.  

To concentrate on the MDG structure, which was of dubious status in UN resolutions at least in 
the early 2000s, and then criticise it, is a mistake based on confusing those aims, which the 
authorities publicised, with governments' actual agreements.    
 
Although it made sense to present some simple aims to the public, these were wrongly represented 
as the promises made by world leaders, and distracted from those promises.  
 
Even in the MDG structure, there is for instance an indicator for MDG1,  
 
"share of poorest quintile [fifth] in national consumption".    
 
It is up to governments now to provide estimates when results arrive, or projections from past 
years, on this indicator.  We might note, though, that the "data" are not known to be reliable and 
are in any case not on needs.  

Governments in 2001-2 committed themselves in the General Assembly and at Monterrey to 
publicising the wider, more ambitious Millennium Declaration and other agreed goals such as the 
World Food Summit commitments  - not the generally easier, narrower "MDGs".  
 
In 2001 and 2002, after the 25-year "MDGs" were proposed, the General Assembly instead 
reaffirmed similar but basically more ambitious targets, using a specific 15-year time frame for 
child and maternal mortality, drinking water, and depending on interpretation of the Johannesburg 
agreement, perhaps sanitation.   
 
The Assembly continued over the years to reaffirm the more demanding World Food Summit 
pledge and other commitments from summits and conferences, often including the Millennium 
Declaration. 
   
The Millennium Declaration contains much more than "development" goals - it is for example 
about human rights, discrimination against women, refugees, the arms trade, disarmament, non-
interference in other states, equality, freedom of information and the trading and financial system. 
 
To talk about failings of the "MDGs" may miss the point, if the point is accountability.  

To a large extent, people appear to be talking about the wrong things in referring to the MDGs as 
if they were the main commitments from the early 2000s.    
 
If you want to hold governments to account, why not look at the actual commitments? 
 

 
 
"...as Manning [former Director-General at UK Department for International Development] 
...notes, the MDGs are not formally endorsed by the U.N membership..."  
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Andy Sumner and Meera Tiwari 
2010  
sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/771ids.pdf  
 
 
 
 
 
 

"It’s also all very different from the process that led up to the creation of the original MDGs at the 
turn of the century. [?] Back then, the draft MDGs were written in a basement office at the UN in 
New York. The then-head of the UNDP, Mark Malloch-Brown, later admitted that his team almost 
forgot to include any reference to environmental sustainability… 

…when you contrast the level of interest in the MDGs today with their relatively informal origins 
(and the oft-forgotten fact that they were never formally endorsed by the UN General Assembly)… 

Brian Keeley, OECD 
OECD Insights 
8 May 2013 
oecdinsights.org/2013/05/08/whats-next-for-the-mdgs/  
 
 
 
 
 
"the MDGs are not formally endorsed by the UN member states" 

Ecologic Institute, Berlin 
On behalf of the German Federal Environment Agency 
2014 
ecologic.eu/sites/files/publication/2014/towards_sdgs_uba-texte_18-2014_0.pdf 
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"One-third of all human deaths are due to poverty-related causes, to malnutrition and to diseases 
that can be prevented or cured cheaply.  
 
Yet our politicians, academics, and mass media...are more interested in possible military 
interventions to stop human rights violations in developing countries, even though such 
interventions – at best – produce smaller benefits at greater cost.  
 
This Western priority ....engenders, and is sustained by, a deeply flawed moral presentation of 
global economic cooperation. ... 
 
On any plausible understanding of our moral values, the prevention of such poverty is our 
foremost responsibility." 

Thomas Pogge 
January 2001 
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Thomas_Pogge/publication/227680763_Priorities_of_Global
_Justice/links/02e7e5233771503b78000000/Priorities-of-Global-Justice.pdf 
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Introduction 

 
 
 
Among reporters, politicians, academics, charity staff and others, various false ideas persist on 
what research has been done on aspects of progress in the species, and what UN member states 
have pledged. 
 
Examples are at 
 
globalfactcheck.org,  
poornews.org  
and  
poorscience.org.    
 
 
This document gives evidence roughly in date order, and is aimed at removing doubt.    
 
The evidence might help hold those in power to account, both about what has happened in the 
world and whether they have told the truth.  
 
That might include governments, international organisations, academics, the media and others. 
 
 
 

................... 

 

 
 
This document does not pretend to give a comprehensive view of international commitments on 
"development" or the merits or otherwise of official progress reports, criticisms of them or 
alternatives.   

Nor does it present a comprehensive picture of the thoughts or output of the author on these 
subjects, or of communications to him from experts, or of the range of problems he has found in 
material from officials, politicians, experts, journalists and others. 
 
It should not be assumed that flaws in official public statements, or the methods of academics, are 
biased in a particular direction.    
 
For example, on the one hand economists have not generally looked at food needs when making 
claims about global poverty.   
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Food needs, other things being equal, rise per person as birth rates fall.  So that might indicate an 
element of spurious "progress" in claims about the progress of poor people.    
 
Economists have generally omitted needs for rent, even though the standard household surveys do 
not attempt to guess the equivalent rental value of living in your own home.  So it may be that 
urbanisation and mobile labour, including people working away from home for extended periods, 
mean again an element of spurious progress in official reports because extra spending has been 
wrongly counted as if people became richer.    
 
On the other hand, if the poorest have been living longer, economists' fundamental flaw of failing 
to look at survival rates when claiming to add up outcomes may mean they have been 
underestimating progress. 
 
But here we come up against a basic problem.   These things are not objective.  The needs of 
children compared with the needs of adults, the value to people of accommodation in different 
places and of different types, and the value of life against income are things which different people 
have different opinions about.   

Why does this material consider flaws in people's work in detail, rather than making general 
observations about common flaws and/or proposing better work in the future? 

Partly, perhaps, because I see articles written by prominent commentators which point out the 
truth, and then are forgotten.   If there is a failure of governance, or an academic tradition, or 
journalistic standards, or in the system of parliamentary scrutiny, it may be worth establishing 
whether particular statements are true or false.    
 
The author's own failings in analysing, researching, thinking about, and publicising these issues 
are both numerous and deep.    
 
This document gives some examples where apparently unwise concepts have been adopted, 
language mangled, promises broken, reasonable expectations unmet and blatant falsehoods 
repeated by people who claim to be concerned with the truth. 

 

Among these are: 
 
 
1. Wrong baseline for the 1996 hunger pledge reaffirmed in 2013 and 2015:   
 
Repeated claims from the Food and Agriculture Organisation that the baseline for the 1996 World 
Food Summit pledge was the easier "1990-2" appear contradicted by the evidence.   
 
Although the problem that the data are not reliable may be more important for the statistics, the 
FAO, the US Government and perhaps others reporting a different baseline from what they had 
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said before raises questions on governance. 
 

 
 
 
2. Wrong baseline for the Millennium pledges reaffirmed in 2013 and 2015:   
 
While the United States was wrong to claim in 2005 that the MDG structure was "solely a [UN] 
Secretariat product", it was correct that it had never been formally adopted.   
 
The actual pledges of 2000 were wider and more ambitious than the later MDG structure. For 
example, the difference between the pledge on child mortality and the MDG target is around 5 
million children's lives in 2000-15.    
 
In later years the US fell into line with material put out by others   - confusing the public that the 
MDG structure with easier 1990 baselines was what was agreed at the Millennium Summit.   
 
This wrong impression misled poor people and others that UN promises had been, according to the 
official numbers, "met" at particular times. 
 
A vast number of politicians, journalists, academics and others have repeated falsehoods relating 
to the differences.   

 
 
3. Wrong baseline for the MDG water target:   
 
There is widespread confusion about the water and sanitation target in the MDG structure, which 
does not mention 1990. 
 
The rich countries' club, the OECD, told its members a few days after the structure was announced 
in September 2001 that the water target had a baseline of 2000.  People who have safe water 
sometimes like to say that the pledge on safe water was met in 2010 (see ungoals.org ; 
poornews.org ).  But the numbers are not on "safe" or "affordable" water.  And the claims appear 
to use the wrong baseline for both world leaders' pledge and the MDG target which the UN did not 
clearly adopt.  Official numbers would not indicate the MDG target for "sustainable access" to 
water - even if "improved sources" meant "safe" - was met by 2010, or even by 2015.  
 
 
4. In September 2015 UN members committed to "ending" poverty and hunger by 2030.  The idea 
that this means no-one, at least in extreme poverty, seems quite clear in the resolution.   
 
But in July 2016 the World Bank was still saying the goal is "more formally" that the proportion of 
extremely poor people would be 3%, or around 280 million people.   
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It seems leaders misled, or this output from the World Bank misleads, or there has been a change 
without the people being told.   
 
A change from 700 million people to 280 million is a 60% reduction in numbers.   
 
In any case, the spending numbers are not reliable.   More fundamentally, the idea that spending 
measures "poverty" without considering need does not seem to stand up.   
 
 
 
 
5. Despite the talk of a "data revolution", influential people are still misleading the public about 
historic pledges and huge claims about poverty.   
 
I view this, like other misleading information in this area, as stealing poor people's rights from 
them.   
 
 
 
6. The FAO appear to have invented a fake category of nations who "met" the MDG hunger target 
simply by having fewer than 5% undernourished people (according to the often-unreliable 
statistics).    
 
www.millenniumdeclaration.org/hunger.pdf   
 
 
 
 
7. Influential people have constantly given a false impression that the pledges of 2000 were the so-
called "Millennium Development Goals", which were not only generally less ambitious than the 
corresponding pledges of 2000, but also far narrower.   
 
This has led to the ridiculous situation where commentators say key items were not in the "MDGs" 
and then claim "times have changed".   
 
The reality is that governments in 2000-15 did make commitments and/or statements about 
governance, human rights, and other important matters.   
 
This attempt to shift responsibility to a fictional past needs to be replaced by a concern with what 
governments are actually committed to, and the ideals and approaches they claim to embrace.  

What is needed is a new kind of transparency.  
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Member countries at the UN General Assembly have reaffirmed, and continue to reaffirm, past 
commitments and outcomes of summits and conferences.    

One consequence is that internationally agreed commitments do not, as might be thought from the 
output of official organisations, expire when a date for some targets arrives. 
 
Another consequence is that if dated commitments are a priority and have not been met, then the 
obvious course is to ensure they are met as soon as possible after the deadline.  
 
To fail to keep working to achieve a target as soon as reasonably possible after the original date 
arrives is clearly out of step with the stated intentions to, for example, make every effort to free the 
species from want. 

What seems to happen too often is that governments reach the end of the period, set new goals, 
falsely claim these are more ambitious or better goals than before, and give up any urgency of 
meeting the existing commitments. 
 
I suggest it is irresponsible to set goals with no contingency plan. 
 
On 9 and 11 April 2001 I raised and discussed with the OECD and World Bank negotiators for 
what became the Millennium Development Goal structure the problem that proportions of the 
worse off look "better" if they die.  This document includes various writings by the author, and 
notes on this and other related subjects, in the same mainly-chronological order.                        
 
 

... 
 
 
Note to readers on finding the evidence 
 
Organisations sometimes move, change or delete web pages.  If a web address does not work, or 
the page contains something different from what is presented here, please try inserting 
http://web.archive.org/web/ before the address. 
 
If that does not work, please try putting the address into one or more of the following services: 
 
https://archive.is   
 
http://www.webcitation.org  
 
http://gigablast.com  
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Notes  
 
Evidence, presentation, scope and some aims of this document 
 
 
 
1. Mention or quotation of particular evidence do not in themselves imply acceptance or 
rejection of its accuracy or approach.   
 
For example, the fact that a researcher describes a method does not necessarily mean that I accept 
the method, or their description of it, without question.  
 
Readers are recommended to trust primary sources (original documents, especially  
international agreements) rather than assertions by me or anyone else.  
 
Mention of statistical claims or other material does not imply that I accept it is accurate or that I 
agree with the approach:  these include for example the underlying philosophy, the account of the 
methods, the appropriateness of the methods described, or claimed results.  
 
Mention of problems does not mean that these are the only problems:  Mention of the fact that 
governments, journalists, or academics have understated, for example, world leaders' pledges on 
poverty does not mean the statistics are meaningful, reliable or based on a concept anyone would 
sensibly use on themselves.   
 
I do not mean to imply that just because someone is respected by others they are, or are likely to 
be, right on any particular question.   
 
That kind of attitude - allowing other people to think for you or assuming that they must be right 
because other people do  - is part of the problem. 
 
A current flaw in this document is the failure to make clear, or check, the status of some 
agreements and conference outcomes.   While some agreements are between governments 
according to procedure at the United Nations, others are the result of less-formal meetings.   For 
some meetings further back in the past, this kind of information may not be prominent on the 
websites providing the documentation.   If it avoids misunderstanding, I would like to do more to 
clarify this kind of information.    
 
Dates of adoption of agreements may be some years before they enter into force.   
 
Some agreements such as on human rights may have been ratified by different countries in 
different years.    
 
An example of a list of states with "Signature" "Ratification" "Accession" "Succession" is here: 
 
https://treaties.un.org/Pages/ViewDetails.aspx?src=TREATY&mtdsg_no=IV-
8&chapter=4&lang=en  
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Meanwhile it should not be automatically assumed that conference outcomes and agreements had, 
or have, formal backing from particular governments.    
 
There is also the issue of reservations being expressed at the time by particular governments about 
aspects of agreements.  Reservations are documented here for at least some of those treaties listed: 
 
https://treaties.un.org/Pages/ParticipationStatus.aspx?clang=_en  
 
 
Unsurprisingly, it is very difficult to get agreement on all aspects of a matter from all governments 
and a practical solution has to be found if general agreement, or agreement on most matters in a 
document, is sought.    At the same time, clearly there would be less point in agreements if 
governments could just say "it is the tradition for countries to agree things but these matters are 
too complex to expect commitment on every detail" and use this to get out of what seem firm 
commitments.  

The status of agreements is perhaps the next stage to discuss, after it is established what was 
actually agreed in the first place - which experts and those in positions of responsibility, such as 
teachers or charity campaigners, so often get wrong.   
 
 

2. This document should not be taken as and is not intended as a comprehensive list or 
treatment of:  
 
- intergovernmental commitments on development, even from major conferences and summits, 
some of whose plans of action are over a hundred pages long; 
 
- evidence on any particular aspect of human progress; 
 
- misleading statements by politicians, national and international civil servants, academics, think-
tanks, journalists or others about those commitments, or instances of distraction from them; 

-  flaws in research methods on poverty, or global development; 
 
- misleading accounts by intergovernmental agencies, journalists or others about global 
development, research methods or progress. 
 

 
I have not read through all summit documents from which I have quoted or reproduced, to pick out 
what might seem the most relevant parts or to obtain an overview of the history of global goal-
setting.    
 
All I have done is attempt some of that, in a perhaps naive and uninformed way, to show some 
things that have been said and draw comparisons with some others.   
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In some cases, I suggest that the evidence here is enough to end arguments, end doubt or hopefully 
end inaction in matters which are of more than minor significance.     
 
On researching older international agreements:  One point is that what these documents encompass 
can be quite complex.  They sometimes refer to, or reaffirm, other plans of action or agreements 
which are themselves detailed.   
 
Where I have provided extracts or emphasised text in official documents, that should not be taken 
as meaning I have gone through those and closely related documents enough to be confident in 
saying definitively that these are the most important issues.    
 
The purpose is often to illustrate how past commitments or statements may be relevant to 
assessing the truth or adequacy of more recent statements. 
 
Perhaps we might say an overall theme is to ask "is it true?" and "is it important?".     
 
Where these questions are asked about one statement, material in another document may be 
relevant.    
 
In my view there is far too little attention to "information inequality" and the damage to 
democracy from misinformation.   I do not mean that there is no concern about it, since many 
people doubt the veracity of politicians and perhaps experts.    
 
What I mean is this:   
 
There is far too little rigorous attention to whether what governments, intergovernmental agencies, 
academics, experts say about large numbers of people or commitments to them is true or not.  
 

I think it is visible from examples in this document that in accounts of international commitments 
for progress in the human species, there is among academics, journalists and existing "think tanks" 
too much assertion and too little evidence.    
 
The same seems to be true of descriptions of research results and/or methods.   
 
Providing a reference to another academic who claims something about what is in an official 
agreement is not the same as providing a primary source.   
 
Providing the name and date of an official document does not show that what is being asserted is 
actually in that document.    

Some problems in public statements by politicians, journalists and academics are at poornews.org, 
millenniumdeclaration.org and poorscience.org. 

The hope is that these will help people understand, and spur them to take steps to understand, the 
truth behind claims on pledges and progress, and what has gone wrong in the transmission of 
information. 
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There may be some implications from misleading statements to more general assessment of the 
reliability of some sources of information.    
 
I provide extracts from official documents and from writings by others and myself.  

Both the selections and the highlighting are the result, as with anyone who approaches these 
things, of limited knowledge, limited understanding and limited wisdom. 
 
Where there are particular aspects of human welfare, commitments, or official statements, for 
example, of interest to readers which I have not drawn attention to, or not enough in their view, the 
work may have been useful in pointing out what has happened to information in one area, which 
may be of interest for people wanting to research another. 

Where I go on and on about something, it may be because I think there is an important problem in 
society which needs solving.   
 
Where I go on and on listing different people making the same error or misleading in the same 
way, it may be partly because I believe there is a reasonable chance that as a result some of those 
people, or others, may take appropriate action. 
 
The fact that I point out that an individual or organisation has put out misleading information does 
not mean I disapprove of other of their activities.   

The degree to which people will have been conscious that what they were saying was untrue or 
had a reasonable chance of misleading others would, I expect, vary.    
 
Some things are hard to explain without ascribing a degree of fraudulence, such as the persistent 
misrepresentation of complaints by media organisations and their repetition of misleading content 
after it has been shown to be wrong.   
 
I do not recommend people read the published accounts of my complaints by the BBC Trustees, 
the Guardian readers' editor or the Lancet ombudsman without looking at what the complaints 
actually were, in this document, at poornews.org or poorscience.org or elsewhere. 
 
In my experience a common response by organisations or their ombudsmen is to misrepresent 
complaints - without the most serious elements, without mentioning the strongest evidence given 
to them, misdescribing events in other ways, and/or in a garbled form.    
 
Where there is a genuine issue at stake, in my opinion this behaviour may be far worse than the 
original failing.    

It is hard to imagine collective amnesia overcoming in subsequent years those who agreed the 
Millennium Declaration, when they say things like "I adopted the Millennium Declaration which 
contained the Millennium Development Goals".   
 
In these kinds of situation someone might attempt to justify by saying, for example, that they are 



155 
 

talking about the overall aspirational goals.   
 
But since the term has been widely used to mean the (generally easier) targets for 2015, that would 
not convince.   

On the bright side, maybe the evidence I show might make some contribution to better standards 
in public life.   Maybe, despite widespread cynicism,  there are ways to agree and monitor 
standards of truthfulness, or at least information inequality. 
 
 
 
 
3. That I mention or cite something, or put two pieces of evidence near each other, or put an 
exclamation mark or question mark by material does not necessarily imply endorsement or 
criticism of the accuracy, performance or conduct of a particular person or organisation.  
 
It is, however, clear that some people are or have been in positions where their mandate, explicit 
or implicit, was to carry out particular tasks or know particular facts but they have failed to act 
accordingly.     
 
It is also clear that particular misinformation may not have been conscious, but still have been 
highly influential.    
 
I have underlined, or made bold and/or italicised some of my own and others' words.   On occasion 
this may cause confusion considering emphasis or lack of emphasis in the original document.   
There may be better solutions, such as only highlighting or emphasising in margins. 
 
I have separated some text into lines or paragraphs, to improve readability and draw attention to 
particular material.   This means that some paragraph numbers in original documents now apply to 
more than one paragraph or piece of text. 

It has occurred to me that in editing this long document I could have mistakenly edited a piece of 
my original text which I have presented as the original.   I would like to go through the excerpts to 
check. 
 
 
On drawing attention to others' inaccuracies:  
 
I could have just made less specific statements such as "The traditional view on x is mistaken".   
But where others have written about similar or related subjects in such terms, the results have 
often been either slow or negligible.    
 
To attempt to establish or guess at the nature, extent and likely influence of flawed concepts or 
misleading statements, and the systemic intellectual, strategic, and administrative problems, it 
seems necessary to attempt to look at precisely what has happened.  
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I am also interested in establishing whether specific statements are true, false, misleading or 
helpful.   

Among the purposes are that as a result people including myself may be in some ways in a better 
position to act, think, and/or discuss, on a reasonable factual and conceptual basis. 
 
 

 
 
4. It may be important not to read too much into individuals' or organisations' relatively minor, 
isolated or non-systematic departures from the truth.    
 
Small mistakes do not matter so much.    
 
At various times, politicians, civil servants and journalists have made wrong statements about 
global commitments which appear to be more random than systematic.   
 
For example, even in 2000 leaders sometimes said they were pledging to halve the number of poor 
or hungry rather than the proportion.    
 
I am unable to state honestly that the standard of reporting of such details is high among, for 
example, politicians or journalists.   
 
One reason why random mistakes are likely to be less damaging (within reason) is that they would 
tend to err on both, or more, sides rather than tending to bias the message in one particular 
direction.    

We may be unaware of our own biases, or think that they are not as important as other people's 
because of our more general beliefs about them, us or the world.  In practice people's errors or 
distortions may not be random.   Errors may reflect what people value, or value less than 
something else.   

What may be of greater concern are situations where, for example: 
 

a. A profession claims expertise but makes basic mistakes; 
 
b. An organisation or individual is warned that something they have said, implied or 
promoted is misleading, but keeps on saying, implying or promoting it. 
 
- or fails to take reasonable action to correct the impression given to those receiving the 
information. 
 
c. An organisation is warned, and responds with misleading statements about the situation 
or what has been communicated to it.   
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It seems obvious to me that it is against the principles of good "governance", academic or 
journalistic standards to allow people to receive distorted information about the progress of large 
numbers of people, or about large-scale commitments by governments.   

The intention here is that readers will take the official commitments in, for example, UN 
resolutions as authoritative and interpret other statements in the light of those precise words.    
 
In some cases it may seem reasonable to infer from speakers' statements what they mean - as in the 
case of speakers at the Millennium Summit, some of whom generally appeared to welcome the 
Secretary-General's report containing the explicit baselines of 2000 for money and water.   

 
  
 
5. The material is generally in date order (from the information given - see below), with some 
exceptions including: 

- in some cases where for example the relevance is to a previous event (such as a later account of 
what happened) and  
 
- in the cases of the World Food Summit baseline and the FAO's invention of an MDG success 
criterion, and for some initial material relating to the widespread false and misleading statements 
on the Declaration baseline, documents are generally in their own section near the beginning.  
 
Undated documents have been put in what might seem a sensible place. 
 
 
 
6.   Some versions of UN and other documents may have odd language or punctuation.  This 
seems commonly due to be the result of computer error in reading original documents.  
 
In some cases where the meaning seems obvious I have corrected the words.  I think a better 
practice would be to show the displayed text and add a note.    In most cases I give the web 
address which provides a means for readers to check.    
 
I would encourage readers to check claims by me or anyone else on important matters in any case. 

I have edited some graphics, including web pages, to show the relevant parts without distraction.  
 
Some extracts from original documents have footnotes or numbers for footnotes.  In some cases I 
have left the numbers even if the footnotes are not included.  This is partly to enable me to see that 
there is further information available, and may be useful for others.   
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7. I do not mean particular people or organisations have lied.  However, it would seem unlikely 
that no-one has lied about these matters.    
 
It seems many people have just repeated the lies. I have done this myself, and now I am more 
careful about accepting what experts say. 

 
 

8.  I give dates for documents and web pages, usually based on information supplied in them.   
This does not mean I am assuring readers that the dates are accurate.    
 
The BBC have amended four web pages in response to complaints from me, but appear to have 
broken their own accountability rules by failing to note the amendments on the pages, and by 
leaving the original dates intact.  
 
In one case - an answer in a quiz set by Hans Rosling to accompany his BBC2 programme "How 
to End Poverty in 15 Years" claimed that poverty in Africa had been halved since 1990 -  the BBC 
removed the question in July 2016 and left the date as 23 September 2015:  
 
 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-34312879  
 
The point of informing the BBC of its errors is so that the public can have their wrong impressions 
corrected - so that the public can know the truth.   
 
Instead the BBC has in effect falsified the historical record and substantially failed to inform 
citizens of the truth.  It has made changes to web pages long after most readers have already got 
the wrong impression, while giving new, false impressions that the accuracy of BBC output in 
these instances is higher than it is - passing off someone else's work as its own. 
 

Another example is this:  The World Service edition of the radio programme More or Less 
questioning the MDGs, on 3 July 2015, vanished from the list of podcasts after some time, and is 
no longer available to play on its webpages, without explanation.   
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02vmb62 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02wf4bh 
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Readers may see that on those web pages for the Rosling and More or Less material - in both cases 
output which the BBC specifically presents as accurate - there is misleading content.   
 
The content was the subject of complaints, but has not yet resulted in coherent replies.  

In the BBC's case, as with many organisations, there is at least one major systemic problem which 
is far more important than the BBC leaving the wrong dates on the pages.    
 
One systemic problem is that some key BBC output (material to which other BBC journalists are 
likely to refer) differs significantly from what the official documents say - often repeating 
public-relations spin rather than the small print, even after complaints.    
 
Another problem appears to be that the BBC has sometimes itself exaggerated the official spin – 
the relevance and positive trends claimed even by official PR departments.  
 
 

On the date question, the BBC states: 
 
"there is a presumption that material published online will become part of a permanently 
accessible archive and will not normally be removed or we risk erasing the past and altering 
history. ... 
 
We should be transparent about revocations, revisions and corrections and explain the specific 
reasons behind them, unless there are legal or editorial reasons not to. This should be at point of 
play for on demand programmes or on the same page for text." 

BBC - Removal of BBC Online Content: Summary - Editorial Guidelines 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/editorialguidelines/guidance/removal-online-content 

 
 
The apparently consistent presentation of corrections as not corrections at all but the original BBC 
output has led me to be cautious in trusting dates given for information.  

 
 
From Ian Jolly, BBC News, 26 July 2016: 
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"The question on poverty falling by more than half in Africa was also supplied by Professor 
Rosling's organisation but it seems there is no statistical evidence to back this up and it has been 
removed." 

The date still reads "23 September 2015".  The strange answer was: 
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.............................................. 
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"The most common measure is the headcount index, given by the proportion of the 
population...indeed, if the person dies, the index will fall!" 

 
 
Issues in Measuring and Modeling Poverty 
An extended comment on current practices in poverty analysis 
Martin Ravallion 
World Bank Policy Research Department 
Poverty and Human Resources Division 
June 1996 
 

Paper, or a version of it, published in  
 
The Economic Journal, 106 (September), 1328-1343.  
© Royal Economic Society 1996  

www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/1996/06/01/000009265_39612
14130609/Rendered/PDF/multi_page.pdf        

 

 

 

'...the more you spend, the richer you get'. This humorous aside illustrates the often ambivalent 
relationship between politics and economics. Often regarded as the 'dismal science', economics 
often labours under seemingly esoteric concepts and jargon that are not always accessible to 
those to those without formal economics training." 

Policy in Action: The Challenge of Service Delivery 
John Wanna, John Butcher, Benoit Freyens 
2010 
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"estimates for 58 low-income, food-deficit countries range from 576 million people to 1.1 billion 
people [undernourished]." 

"Overall, according to FAO, its estimates of food availability and/or the prevalence of 
undernutrition for many countries are subject to errors of unknown magnitude and direction." 

 
Food Security:  
Factors That Could Affect Progress Toward Meeting World Food Summit Goals 
[!] 
United States General Accounting Office 
March 1999 
www.gao.gov/assets/230/227002.pdf 
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"The origins of FAO can be traced back to the pioneering efforts of the American David Lubin 
who, in the 1880s, began pressing for a better deal for the world's food producers.  
 
He recognized that agriculture was at a disadvantage in comparison with industry, commerce and 
finance because farmers were not effectively organized.  
 
He also realized that international trade played such a role in establishing prices that only a 
global organization could defend farmers' interests satisfactorily.  
 
Lubin found a patron in Italy's King Victor Emmanuel III and in 1905 an international meeting 
adopted the Convention that established the International Institute of Agriculture. 

The work of the Institute was essentially technical, but world events led to a change in the 
initiative for agricultural and socio-economic development.  
 
Agriculture was profoundly affected by the post-1929 world depression: nations proved unable to 
solve the problems created by the collapse in trade and mounting agricultural surpluses.  
 
At the same time, nutrition research was revealing more about dietary requirements for health and 
discovering widespread malnutrition within even the most advanced countries because of the 
inadequate consumption of milk, vegetables, fruits and other so-called "protective" foods. 

The paradox of malnourishment at a time when food surpluses were taxing the stability of 
agriculture was analysed in a celebrated speech to the League of Nations by Stanley Bruce, a 
former prime minister of Australia, on the basis of a memorandum prepared by his economic 
adviser Frank McDougall. Both men were influenced by British nutritionist John Boyd Orr. 

The central message of Bruce's address was that the League should simultaneously assess the 
potential benefits to public health from increased consumption of "protective" foods and the 
extent to which this might help solve the agricultural crisis.  
 
Delegates realized that this was an area where the League might assume a constructive and 
significant role. 

Progress was halted, however, by the outbreak of war and the collapse of the League of Nations. 
But the idea was not lost. As early as 1941, Franklin D. Roosevelt, President of the United States, 
was speaking of the need for a United Nations organization and calling for "freedom from want". 

In 1942, Frank McDougall, on a visit to the United States, found a lively interest in preparing for 
the food problems of the post-war world.  
 
As a result, he drafted a second memorandum on the subject of "a United Nations programme for 
freedom from want of food".  
 
McDougall's proposal came to the attention of President Roosevelt and the two men met. 
McDougall urged that food should be the first economic problem tackled by the United Nations.  
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The following year, President Roosevelt convened the United Nations Conference on Food and 
Agriculture at Hot Springs, Virginia, from 18 May to 3 June. 

Attended by 44 governments, the conference decided to establish a permanent organization in the 
field of food and agriculture, and set up an Interim Commission for its preparation. The work of 
this Commission led directly to the meeting that began on 16 October, 1945, in Quebec City and 
brought FAO into being as the first of the United Nations specialized agencies." 
 
Dimensions of need 
An atlas of food and agriculture 
FAO (1995) 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/u8480e/U8480E03.htm 
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Medical men need education on nutrition:  League of Nations (1936)  

 
 
 
"LEAGUE OF NATIONS  
 
THE PROBLEM OF NUTRITION  
 
... 
 
 
For ten years, the Health Organisation of the League has been engaged in the study of nutrition in 
relation to public health.  
 
The following have been the main stages of the work:  
 
In 1925, upon the proposal of the Yugoslav delegation, the Assembly (sixth session) requested the 
Health Committee to study "the methods to be recommended in the interests of public health for 
the regulation of the manufacture and of the sale of food products."  
 
In October 1928, at the thirteenth session of the Health Committee, Professor Leon Bernard asked, 
on behalf of the French Government, for nutrition to be placed on the programme of work of the 
Committee.  
 
In 1926, the Health Section published a collection of memoranda on the physiology of nutrition 
and its applications by Professor T. Saiki, Director of the Imperial Institute of Nutrition of Tokyo, 
and his assistants (" Progress of the Science of Nutrition in Japan ", document C.H.523).  
 
In 1927, Professor T. Saiki, under the auspices of the Health Organisation, gave a series of lectures 
on nutrition in the United States of America, Argentine, Brazil and Chile.  
 
The same year, the Chief of the Department of Applied Science in the Institute of Tokyo came to 
study problems of nutrition in the United Kingdom with Professor Mellanby, and afterwards in 
different institutes and laboratories of Europe.  
 
In 1926-27, the Health Section arranged for the visit of the late Professor Egerton Grey of the 
University of Cairo to the Tokyo Institute, and published in 1928 his valuable report entitled " The 
Food of Japan " (document C.H.861).  
 
In 1931, the Health Committee organised a collective tour to study the supply of milk in the 
United States. Two of the participants, Professor R. Burri and Dr. G. S. Wilson, summarised their 
observations in memoranda published in the Quarterly Bulletin of the Health Organisation, Vol. I, 
Nos. 1 and 4. At the same time, the hygiene of milk was studied by Professor J. Parisot in the 
Department of Meurthe-et-Moselle (Quarterly Bulletin, Vol. Ill, No. 4).  
 
In 1932, the Government of Chile requested the collaboration of the League of Nations in a study 
of popular nutrition in that country. The preliminary studies led to a double enquiry — economic 
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and medical — which was begun in 1935.  
 
In October 1932, at its nineteenth session, the Health Committee decided to undertake the study of 
the effects of the economic crisis on public health, with particular reference to conditions of under-
nutrition produced by the crisis.  
 
In the Quarterly Bulletin was published in 1933 a study by Dr. Mackenzie on the administrative 
machinery by which the nourishment of the poor is assured in the United Kingdom (Vol. II, No. 2) 
and a study by Dr. W. R. Aykroyd on " Diet in relation to Small Incomes " (Vol. II, Nos. 1 and 2).  
 
In 1932, two Conferences of Experts were convened in connection with the studies on nutrition. 
They did not only deal with the conditions brought about by the economic crisis, they also 
considered the fundamental data of the problem and dealt with the principles of an adequate diet.  
 
(a) The Conference of Experts at Rome (September 1932) considered the question of dietary 
standards and drew up a scale of family co-efficients for inter- S.d.N. 2080 (F.) 2250 (A.). 7/36. 
Imp. Kundig. — 4 — national use in order that the enquiries on the state of nutrition in various 
countries might be made comparable.  
 
 
(b) The Conference of Experts in Berlin in December 1932 considered the physical standards and 
the clinical and physiological methods best calculated to detect states of malnutrition. The reports 
of these two Conferences were published in the Quarterly Bulletin, Volume I, No. 3, and Volume 
II, No. 1. They may be considered precursors to the report of the London Conference which is 
published hereafter.  
 
In 1934, in view of this work and of all the documentation collected, the Health Committee, when 
drawing up its three- year programme of work, decided that a general report on nutrition should be 
made (see document C. 233. M. 97. 1934, page 12).  
 
The preparation of this report was entrusted to Dr. E. Burnet and Dr. W. R. Aykroyd, who carried 
out a series of enquiries in different countries (United Kingdom, France, United States, Denmark, 
Sweden, Norway, and the U.S.S.R.) on the special institutions of nutrition policies of these 
countries.  
 
This report was drawn up in the early part of 1935, and published in the Quarterly Bulletin (Vol. 
IV, No. 2, June 1935). This report, which was specially intended for health administrations, deals 
with the position of nutrition in public health and preventive medicine.  
 
Nutrition in relation to health is one of the most important aspects of preventive medicine, and the 
recent progress in the science of nutrition makes it essential for public health to develop along new 
lines. Nutrition is put forward, not only as a physiological problem, but also as an economic — 
agricultural, industrial and commercial — problem.  
 
Health workers are appealing to the economists for the realisation of their plans.  
 
Economists beginning to be guided by the lofty aims of preventive medicine.  
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The time will soon be over when commercial agreements and Customs measures are applied 
without consideration for the requirements of the masses and of public health.  
 
The plan indicated by the table of contents at the beginning of the report appears at first sight to be 
somewhat complicated. In reality it is very simple and hinges upon three main questions:  
 
(1) What are the nutritional needs of the human being ? How can they be recognised ? How can it 
be determined whether they are being satisfied ? (Dietary standards and physical standards.)  
 
(2) What resources are available to meet nutritional requirements? (Food available; production; 
distribution; preservation.)  
 
One chapter emphasises the relationship between nutrition and economy, based on examples taken 
with respect to four fundamental foods of great importance; meat, milk, bread and fats.  
 
(3) How best to utilise the resources available in order to meet these requirements;  
 
Nutrition has already been recognised as a means of protecting maternity and childhood, of 
controlling the deficiency diseases (rickets, dental caries, anaemia, pellagra, beri-beri) and of 
ensuring the regular development of the human being in its various surroundings; in the urban 
centres, rural districts, or the colonies.  
 
Certain countries, as, for example, the U.S.S.R., have already organised extensive public or 
collective nutrition, including preventive or curative diets. In order to formulate adequate diets, it 
is necessary first to consider the various nutritional types.  
 
It is no longer necessary to consider whether Governments should intervene in connection with 
nutrition because in point of fact such intervention has existed for a considerable time.  
 
The report gives examples of organised nutrition.  
 
The report not only does not omit, but rather emphasises on each page, the economic conditions in 
relation to adequate nutrition.  
 
 
It concludes with this statement:  
 
"Production, distribution and consumption have hitherto been considered mainly as economic 
problems without sufficient regard to their effect on public health, but the effect of the economic 
depression has directed attention to the gap which almost everywhere exists between dietary needs 
as determined by physiology and the means of satisfying them under existing conditions.  
 
The general problem of nutrition as it presents itself to-day is that of harmonising economic and 
public health development."  
 
In another part of the report (see Chapter on Nutrition and Poverty), the authors have not 
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overlooked the psychological aspect of the question.  
 
If salaries are, so to speak, the "iron law" in regard to nutrition, it is not sufficient to increase them 
in order to do away with all nutritional deficiencies which accompany poverty; it is also necessary 
(and not only amongst the poor) to develop education: education of medical men, of health 
workers, of mothers, and of the whole population from infancy upwards; the education of those 
engaged in teaching the public, and the education of the public itself." 

 
 
The problem of nutrition 
League of Nations 
Geneva, June 24th, 1936.  
https://archive.org/stream/problemofnutriti02leaguoft/problemofnutriti02leaguoft_djvu.txt     
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"Protective foods":  1946 article mentions "forgotten" but "important" 1937 report for the 

League of Nations   

 

 

 

 
 
http://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/freewrld12&div=59&id=&page=  
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End of extreme poverty and war "attainable in our generation": US President Roosevelt, 

1941 

 

 

 

"...we look forward to a world founded upon four essential human freedoms. 

 
The first is freedom of speech and expression 
--everywhere in the world. 

 
The second is freedom of every person to worship God in his own way 
--everywhere in the world. 

 
The third is freedom from want 

--which, translated into world terms, means economic understandings which will secure to every 

nation a healthy peacetime life for its inhabitants - everywhere in the world. 

 
The fourth is freedom from fear 
--which, translated into world terms, means a world-wide reduction of armaments to such a point 
and in such a thorough fashion that no nation will be in a position to commit an act of physical 
aggression against any neighbor--anywhere in the world. 
 
 

That is no vision of a distant millennium.  
It is a definite basis for a kind of world  
attainable in our own time and generation." 
 
 
 

Franklin Roosevelt's Annual Address to Congress - The "Four Freedoms"  
January 6, 1941 
https://web.archive.org/web/20080629055708/http://www.fdrlibrary.marist.edu:80/od4frees.html 
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Global goals of US and UK: 

 

We will work for fair trade.   

 

We desire economic progress and social security for all humans.   

 

All nations must abandon force.  

 

Disarmament: We will help all practicable steps.   (1941) 

 
 
 

"THE ATLANTIC CHARTER 
 
AUGUST 14, 1941 

 
The President of the United States of America and the Prime Minister, Mr. Churchill, representing 
His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom, being met together, deem it right to make 
known certain common principles in the national policies of their respective countries on which 
they base their hopes for a better future for the world. 

 

First,  
 
their countries seek no aggrandizement,  
territorial or other; 

 
 
Second,  
 
they desire to see no territorial changes  
that do not accord with the freely expressed wishes of the peoples concerned; 

 
 
Third,  
 
they respect  
the right of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they will live;  
 
and  
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they wish to see  
sovereign rights and self government restored to those who have been forcibly deprived of them; 

 
 

Fourth,  
 
they will endeavor,  
with due respect for their existing obligations,  
 
to further the enjoyment by all States,  
great or small, victor or vanquished, of  
 
access,  
on equal terms, to the  
trade and to the  
raw materials  
 
of the world which are needed for their economic prosperity; 

 

 

Fifth,  
 
they desire to bring about the fullest collaboration between all nations 
 in the economic field  
with the object of securing,  
 
for all,  
 
improved labor standards,  
economic advancement and  
social security; 
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Sixth,  
 
after the final destruction of the Nazi tyranny,  
 
they hope to see established a peace which will afford to all nations  
 
the means of dwelling in safety within their own boundaries, and which will afford 

 

assurance that all the men in all lands may live out their lives in freedom from fear and want; 

 
 

Seventh,  
 
such a peace should enable all men to traverse the high seas and oceans without hindrance; 
 

 
Eighth,  
 
they believe that  
 
all of the nations of the world, for realistic as well as spiritual reasons  
must come to the abandonment of the use of force.  

 
 
Since  
no future peace can be maintained  
if land, sea or air armaments continue to be employed by  
nations which threaten,  
or may threaten,  
aggression outside of their frontiers,  
 
they believe,  
pending the establishment of a wider and permanent system of general security, that  
the disarmament of such nations is essential.  
 
 
They will likewise  
aid and encourage  
all other practicable measure which will lighten for peace-loving peoples  
the crushing burden of armaments. 
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Franklin D. Roosevelt 

Winston S. Churchill" 

 
http://avalon.law.yale.edu/wwii/atlantic.asp  
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End hunger and malnutrition:  

 

Possible through full employment and ending exploitation  

 

(44 allies' Conference on Food and Agriculture, 1943)  

 
 
 
"...a United Nations Conference on Food and Agriculture was called on the initiative of United 
States President Franklin D. Roosevelt at the Homestead Hotel, Hot Springs, Virginia, from 18 
May to 3 June 1943. Representatives of 44 nations participated and signed the Final Act: 

 

Australia 
Belgium 
Bolivia 
Brazil 
Canada 
Chile 
China 
Colombia 
Costa Rica 
Cuba 
Czechoslovakia 
Dominican Republic 
Ecuador 
Egypt 
El Salvador 
Ethiopia 
France 
Great Britain 
Greece 
Guatemala 
Haiti 
Honduras 
Iceland 
India 
Iran 
Iraq 
Liberia 
Luxembourg 
Mexico 
Netherlands 
New Zealand 
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Nicaragua 
Norway 
Panama 
Paraguay 
Peru 
Philippines 
Poland 
Union of South Africa 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
United States of America 
Uruguay 
Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

 

In addition, an official of Denmark was present in a personal capacity. 

 

The Conference was held while World War II had still not ended, and security was tight.  
 
The term “United Nations” in the title of the Conference referred to the nations that were working 
together in the effort to win that war. These points are reflected in the opening sentence of the 
Declaration the Conference adopted: 

 
This Conference, meeting in the midst of the greatest war ever waged, and in full confidence of 
victory, has considered world problems of food and agriculture and declares its belief that the 

goal of freedom from want of food, suitable and adequate for the health and strength of all 

peoples, can be achieved." 

 
 
FAO: its origins, formation and evolution 1945-1981 (1981) 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/009/p4228e/P4228E04.htm 
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Goal will be met:  

 

All humans will have opportunity for peace, wages adequate for their needs, and freedom of 

association and thought.   

 

The world must deal with trade barriers  

 

(Roosevelt, 1943) 

 

 

Our Primary Responsibility 

THE ULTIMATE OBJECTIVE 

By PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 

Delivered to the delegates to the United Nations Food Conference,  
Washington, D. C.,  

June 7, 1943 

 
 
IT gives me great pleasure to welcome to the White House you who have served so splendidly at 
the epoch-making United Nations conference on food and agriculture. I use that word "epoch-
making" advisedly. The conference could not have failed to be significant because it was the first 
United Nations conference.  
 
But it has succeeded even beyond our hopes; it is truly epoch-making because, in reaching 
unanimity upon complex and difficult problems, you have demonstrated beyond question that the 
United Nations really are united—not only for the prosecution of the war but for the solution of 
the many and difficult problems of peace. 

This conference has been a living demonstration of the methods by which the conversations of 
nations—nations of like mind—contemplated by Article VII of the Mutual Aid Agreement can 
and will give practical application to the principle of the Atlantic Charter. 

You have been dealing with the most basic of all human activities—agriculture—and with food, 
the most basic of all human needs. Twice as many people are employed in work on food and 
agriculture as in work in all the other fields of human activity put together. And all people have, in 
the literal sense of the word, a vital interest in food. 

That a child or an adult should get the nourishment necessary for full health is too important all 
over the world—too important a thing to be left to mere chance. 
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You have recognized that society must accept this responsibility.  
 
As you stated in your declaration, "The primary responsibility lies with each nation for seeing that 
its own people have the food needed for health and life: steps to this end are for national 
determination. But each nation can fully achieve its goal only if all work together." And on behalf 
of the United States I accept this declaration. 

You have gone beyond the general recognition of principles to deal in specific terms with specific 
things and specific projects. 

You have examined the needs of all countries for food and other agricultural products, both as they 
will exist—or rather, put it this way, rather as they will exist in the short run of recovery from the 
devastation of war—the few years when the fighting stops—and as they will exist over the longer 
run, when our efforts can be fully devoted to expanding the production of food so that it will 
be adequate for health the world over, and all through the years to come. 

You have surveyed with courage and with realism the magnitude of these problems, you have 
reached unanimous agreement that they can, and must - and will - be solved. 

It is true that no nation has ever had enough food to feed all of the people as we now know human 
beings should be fed. But neither have nations representing over 80 per cent of the world's two 
billion inhabitants ever before been joined together in order to achieve that aim.  
 
Never before have they set out to bend their united efforts to the development of the world's 
resources so that all men might seek to attain the food they need. 

For the short run, you have pointed out steps that have to be taken both in increasing supplies and 
in maintaining the economy of use and coordination of distribution. 

In considering our long-range problems you have surveyed our knowledge of the inadequacy in 
the quantity and the quality of the diet of peoples in all lands.  
 
You have pooled our knowledge of  
 
the means of expanding our output, of  
 
increasing our agricultural efficiency in every nation and of  
 
adjusting agricultural production to consumption needs.  
 
 
In the fields of both production and consumption you have recognized the need for the  
better utilization of the knowledge we now have and for  
extending still further the boundaries of our knowledge through education and research. 

You have called upon your governments individually and collectively to enlarge and improve their 
activities in these fields. 
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For the perfection and rapid execution of these plans you have recommended the creation of a 
permanent United Nations organization  - and for that I especially thank you. To facilitate and 
hasten the creation of that organization, to carry on the work you have begun until it is 
permanently set on its feet, you have established an interim commission. 

The Government of the United States is honored that you have asked that the interim commission 
have its seat in Washington, and will be glad to take the preliminary action for the establishment 
of that commission which you have entrusted to it. 

Finally, you have expressed your deep conviction that our goal in this field cannot be attained 
without forward action in other fields as well.  
 
Increased food production must be accompanied by increased industrial production and by 
increased purchasing power.  
 
 
There must be measures for dealing with  
 
 
trade barriers,  
 
international exchange stability and  
 
international investment. 

 
 
The better use of natural human resources must be assured to improve living standards. And, may 
I add, the better use of these resources without exploitation on the part of any nation.  
 
Now, it goes without saying that many of these questions lie outside of the scope of that you have 
undertaken, but their solution is none the less essential to its success. 

They require, and I think they shall receive, our united attention. 

In the political field these relationships are equally important. And they work both ways.  
 
A sound world agricultural program will depend upon world political security, while that security 
will in turn be greatly strengthened if each country can be assured of the food it needs.  
 
Freedom from want and freedom from fear go hand in hand. 

And so I think that our ultimate objective can be simply stated:  
 
It is to build for ourselves, meaning  
all men everywhere, a world in which  
each individual human being  
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shall have the opportunity to  
 
live out his life in peace;  
to work productively,  
earning at least enough for his actual needs  
and those of his family;  
to associate with the friends of his choice;  
to think and worship freely;  
 
and to die secure in the knowledge that his children, and their children, shall have the same 
opportunities. 

That objective, as men know from long and bitter experience, will not be easy to achieve. But you 
and I know also that, throughout history, there has been no more worthwhile, no more inspiring 
challenge. 

That challenge will be met. 

You have demonstrated beyond question that free peoples all over the world can agree upon a 
common course of action and upon common machinery for action. You have brought new hope, 
new hope for the world that, through the establishment of orderly international procedures for the 
solution of international problems, there will be attained freedom from want and freedom from 
fear. 

United Nations are united in the war against fear and want as solidly, as effectively, as they are 
united on the battle front in this world war against aggression. 

And we are winning by action and by unity. 
 
 
http://www.ibiblio.org/pha/policy/1943/1943-06-07a.html 

 

 

Goal of adequate food for all can be met. 

 

"Full employment in all countries";  "the absence of exploitation". 

 

(Declaration of 44 allied nations, Conference on Food and Agriculture, 1943) 

  

 
 

June 8 1943 
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"This conference, meeting in the midst of the greatest war ever waged, and in full confidence of 
victory, has considered the world problems of food and agriculture and declares its belief that  
 
the goal of freedom from want of food,  

suitable and adequate for the health and strength of all peoples,  

can be achieved. 

 

1. The first task is to complete the winning of the war and to deliver millions of people from 
tyranny and from hunger.  
 
During the period of critical shortage in the aftermath of war, freedom from hunger can be 

achieved only by urgent and concerted efforts  

 

to economize consumption,  
to increase supplies and  
distribute them to the best advantage. 

 
 

2. Thereafter we must equally concert our efforts to win and maintain freedom from fear and 
freedom from want.  
 
The one cannot be achieved without the other. 

 
 

3. There has never been enough food for the health of all people. This is justified neither by 
ignorance nor by the harshness of nature. Production of food must be greatly expanded; we now 
have knowledge of the means by which this can be done. It requires imagination and firm will on 
the part of each government and peoples to make use of that knowledge. 

 

4. The first cause of hunger and malnutrition is poverty.  
 
It is useless to produce more food unless men and nations provide the markets to absorb it. 
 
There must be an expansion of the whole world economy to provide the purchasing power 
sufficient to maintain an adequate diet for all.  
 
With  
 
full employment in all countries,  
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enlarged industrial production,  
the absence of exploitation,  
an increasing flow of trade within and between countries,  
an orderly management of domestic and international investment and currencies, and sustained 
internal and international economic equilibrium,  
 
the food which is produced can be made available to all people. 

 
 

5. The primary responsibility lies with each nation for seeing that its own people have the food 

needed for life and health; steps to this end are for national determination. But each nation can 
fully achieve its goal only if all work together. 

 
 

6. We commend to our respective governments and authorities the study and adoption of the 
findings and recommendations of this Conference and urge the early concerted discussion of the 
related problems falling outside the scope of this Conference. 

 
 

7. The first steps toward freedom from want of food must not await the final solution of all other 
problems.  
 
Each advance made in one field will strengthen and quicken advance in all others. Work already 
begun must be continued. Once the war has been won decisive steps can be taken. We must make 
ready now."  

 
 
 

CONFERENCE ON FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
 
1943 

http://www.ibiblio.org/pha/policy/1942/420608a.html    
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Leave no-one behind.  Human rights and fundamental freedoms for all are among purposes 

of the UN: 

 

The UN Charter (1945) 

 
 
 
CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
 
 
 
WE THE PEOPLES OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
 
DETERMINED 
 
...to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, in 
the equal rights of men and women... 
 
to promote social progress and better standards of life in larger freedom 
 
AND FOR THESE ENDS 
 
...to employ international machinery for the promotion of the economic and social advancement of 
all peoples ... 
 
 
 
 
The Purposes of the United Nations are: 
 
...3. To achieve international cooperation in solving international problems of an economic, social, 
cultural, or humanitarian character, and in promoting and encouraging respect for human rights 
and for fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion ... 
 
 
 
 
26 June 1945 
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Over 40 nations "will report" nutrition progress. 

 

The FAO "shall promote the conservation of natural resources". 

 

Constitution of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (1945) 

 
 
PREAMBLE 

The Nations accepting this Constitution, being determined to promote the common welfare by 
furthering separate and collective action on their part for the purposes of 

raising levels of nutrition and standards of living of the peoples under their respective 
jurisdictions, 

securing improvements in the efficiency of the production and distribution of all food and 
agricultural products, 

bettering the condition of rural populations, and thus contributing toward an expanding world 
economy, 

hereby establish the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, hereinafter referred 
to as the "Organization," through which the Members will report to one another on the measures 
taken and the progress achieved in the fields of action set forth above. 
 
 
 

ARTICLE I (FUNCTIONS OF THE ORGANIZATION) 

1. The Organization shall collect, analyze, interpret, and disseminate information relating to 
nutrition, food and agriculture. 

 
2. The Organization shall promote and, where appropriate, shall recommend national and 
international action with respect to 

(a) scientific, technological, social, and economic research relating to nutrition, food and 
agriculture; 

(b) the improvement of education and administration relating to nutrition, food and agriculture, 
and the spread of public knowledge of nutritional and agricultural science and practice; 

(c) the conservation of natural resources and the adoption of improved methods of agricultural 
production; 
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(d) the improvement of the processing, marketing, and distribution of food and agricultural 
products; 

(e) the adoption of policies for the provision of adequate agricultural credit, national and 
international; 

(f) the adoption of international policies with respect to agricultural commodity arrangements. 

 
 
3. It shall also be the function of the Organization 

(a) to furnish such technical assistance as governments may request; 

(b) to organize, in cooperation with the governments concerned, such missions as may be needed 
to assist them to fulfill the obligations arising from their acceptance of the recommendations of the 
United Nations Conference on Food and Agriculture; and 

(c) generally to take all necessary and appropriate action to implement the purposes of the 
Organization as set forth in the Preamble. 

 
 
.... 
 

ARTICLE VI (OTHER COMMITTEES AND CONFERENCES) 

1. The Conference may establish technical and regional standing committees and may appoint 
committees to study and report on any matter pertaining to the purpose of the Organization. 

2. The Conference may convene general, technical, regional, or other special conferences and may 
provide for the representation at such conferences, in such manner as it may determine, of national 
and international bodies concerned with nutrition, food and agriculture. 

 
 
ARTICLE XI (REPORTS BY MEMBERS) 

1. Each Member nation shall communicate periodically to the Organization reports on the 
progress made toward achieving the purpose of the Organization set forth in the Preamble and 
on the action taken on the basis of recommendations made and conventions submitted by the 
Conference. 

2. These reports shall be made at such times and in such form and shall contain such particulars as 
the Conference may request. 
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3. The Director-General shall submit these reports, together with analyses thereof' to the 
Conference and shall publish such reports and analyses as may be approved for publication by the 
Conference together with any reports relating thereto adopted by the Conference. 

4. The Director-General may request any Member nation to submit information relating to the 
purpose of the Organization. 

5. Each Member nation shall, on request, communicate to the Organization, on publication, 
all laws and regulations and official reports and statistics concerning nutrition, food and 
agriculture. 
 
 
... 

ARTICLE XV (LEGAL STATUS) 

1. The Organization shall have the capacity of a legal person to perform any legal act appropriate 
to its purpose which is not beyond the powers granted to it by this Constitution. 

2. Each Member nation undertakes, in so far as it may be possible under its constitutional 
procedure, to accord to the Organization all the immunities and facilities which it accords to 
diplomatic missions, including inviolability of premises and archives, immunity from suit, and 
exemptions from taxation. 

3. The Conference shall make provision for the determination by an administrative tribunal of 
disputes relating to the conditions and terms of appointment of members of the staff. 
 
 

ARTICLE XXI (ENTRY INTO FORCE OF CONSTITUTION ) 

1. This Constitution shall be open to acceptance by the nations specified in Annex I. 

 

.... 
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ANNEX I 

NATIONS ELIGIBLE FOR ORIGINAL MEMBERSHIP 

Australia 

Belgium 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

Canada 

Chile 

China 

Colombia 

Costa Rica 

Cuba 

Czechoslovakia 

Denmark 

Dominican Republic 

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 

Ethiopia 

France 

Greece 

Guatemala 

Haiti 

Honduras 

Iceland 

India 

Iran 

Iraq 

Liberia 

Luxembourg 

Mexico 

Netherlands 

New Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Norway 

Panama 

Paraguay 
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Peru 

Philippine Commonwealth 

Poland 

Union of South Africa 

Union of Soviet Socialists Republics 

United Kingdom 

United States of America 

Uruguay 

Venezuela 

Yugoslavia 

 
 
 
ANNEX II 
BUDGET FOR THE FIRST FINANCIAL YEAR 

The provisional budget for the first financial year shall be a sum of 2,500,000 U. S. dollars, the 
unspent balance of which shall constitute the nucleus of a capital fund. 

This sum shall be contributed by the Member nations in the following proportions: 

  Percent 

Australia  3.33 

Belgium  1.28 

Bolivia  29 

Brazil  3.46 

Canada  5.06 

Chile  1.15 

China  6.50 

Colombia .71 

Costa Rica  05 

Cuba  .71 

Czechoslovakia 1.40 

Denmark  .62 

Dominican Republic  .05 

Ecuador  .05 

Egypt 1.73 



191 
 

El Salvador  .05 

Ethiopia  .29 

France  5.69 

Greece  .38 

Guatemala  .05 

Haiti  .05 

Honduras  .05 

Iceland  .05 

India  4.25 

Iran  .71 

Iraq  .44 

Liberia  .05 

Luxembourg  .05 

Mexico  1.87 

Netherlands  1.38 

Nicaragua .05 

New Zealand 1.15 

Norway  .62 

Panama  .05 

Paraguay  .05 

Peru .71 

Philippines .25 

Poland 1.19 

Union of South Africa 2.31 

U. S. S. R. 8.00 

United Kingdom  15.00 

U. S. A 25.00 

Uruguay  .58 

Venezuela  .58 

Yugoslavia  .71 

Provision for new Members 2.00 

Total 100.00 
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Report of the FAO Conference (October-November 1945) 
 
 
 
... 
 
 
"COMMISSION A was established by the First Session of the Conference to outline policies and a 
program for the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. This broad assignment 
involved an examination of every field in which FAO may have responsibility whether directly or 
indirectly. All aspects of the production, distribution, and consumption of the products of farms, 
forests, and fisheries thus came within its purview.  

To meet this assignment the Commission set up six Committees - on Nutrition and Food 
Management, Agriculture, Forestry and Forest Products, Fisheries, Marketing, and Statistics. The 
six Committees have now presented their reports. They have examined not only the many 
suggestions contained in the Reports of the Technical Committees of the Interim Commission, but 
also numerous proposals submitted by members of this Conference. They have conceived it their 
duty to concentrate upon suggesting concrete programs within the policies they advocate for FAO.  

The majority of the programs recommended by the Committees are in the form of suggestions to 
the Director-General. Taken together these make up a list so formidable as to leave no doubt that 
FAO's help is wanted by the world. Equally there can be no doubt that the Director-General can 
hope to implement in the early days of FAO only parts of this program - such parts as his 
resources and other circumstances permit.  

 
What stands out most from all these six reports?  

It is this: The peoples straightway, if they so wish, can take a great step forward along the road 
toward freedom from want. They need not wait for further research, important though it be that 
scientists continue to make discoveries which augment man's control over his environment. They 
need not wait for surveys, though investigators must continue to study human needs and lay bare 
the earth's resources. They need only to act on what is known; for every country, no matter how 
advanced, can achieve substantial immediate improvements in production, nutrition, and rural 
welfare by the more energetic application of existing knowledge."  
 
"One of the most immediate tasks is to get needed foods to certain vulnerable groups - pregnant 
and nursing mothers, infants and children - a policy which has achieved much in several countries 
during the war years. In poor countries one method of attack is to select demonstration areas and 
in them to develop all resources for the improvement of nutrition, not only by education and 
special food distribution schemes, but also by increasing the production of foods, particularly 
protective foods such as milk, vegetables, fruits, fish, and eggs. FAO can assist Member nations in 
instituting such projects." 
 
" FAO can also arrange for international studies of numerous nutritional problems, including 
those of formulating dietary requirements, of developing and improving methods of collecting food 
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consumption data, and of perfecting educational methods in nutrition and food conservation and 
technology. Much of the nutrition work of FAO will necessarily be carried out in cooperation with 
national nutrition organizations; and, since food is of fundamental importance to health, FAO in 
its nutrition work must associate itself intimately with national and international health experts 
and organizations." 
 
 
"AGRICULTURE  

In agriculture as in nutrition some of the most urgent problems are in the less developed countries, 
especially the densely populated ones. FAO can serve the immediate needs of these countries with 
information on seeds, fertilizers, pesticides, machines, and hand tools, and with help in developing 
extension services to advise farmers and demonstrate better methods. Equally important but taking 
longer to develop are programs for soil improvement - so essential to feeding the rapidly 
increasing population of the earth - irrigation, livestock and crop improvement, credit and 
cooperation. Alongside these there should be programs for creating industries in rural areas, so 
that employment may be provided for surplus population and an increasing range of consumer 
goods may be made available for farm families. In many such regions development of agriculture 
needs to go hand in hand with development of industries." 
 
 
 
"STATISTICS  

FAO's general statistical services are predicated as a background to most of the work already 
mentioned. FAO and equally the Member nations will need a comprehensive statistical service to 
reveal the anatomy of the international body politic. Without statistics it is impossible to measure 
the tasks ahead or the progress made.  

FAO can help to improve and develop national statistical services. Before the war attention had 
been paid to the international collection of agricultural statistics. This must be resumed and can 
be improved further. Much greater work needs to be done in the field of forestry and forest 
products; and in fisheries and food consumption hardly any systematic and regular collection of 
figures on an international scale has hitherto been attempted. One task in all these fields will be to 
develop comparability in figures through comparability in techniques. Another will be to lay plans 
for a world census of agriculture, forestry, fisheries, and their products. Yet another will be to take 
over and adapt some of the measurement techniques devised during the war.. It should soon be 
possible to obtain for the first time a picture of food supplies and consumption in all the major 
regions of the world, thus facilitating the adjustment of demand and production.  

Finally, for all these purposes FAO will need to build up a library, particularly supplementing in 
other fields the agricultural library of the International Institute of Agriculture which FAO may 
hope to inherit. One suggestion favors the creation of regional libraries, perhaps three in all, so 
that these facilities may be more readily accessible to research workers.  
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TO CONCLUDE  

The various items mentioned in the preceding paragraphs, it must be emphasized, are only a 
selection from the proposals marshalled in the six reports. They do, however, indicate the range 
and importance of the tasks before governments and of the work that FAO is expected to 
undertake. FAO will have to husband its resources carefully and use them to the best advantage. 
In sending out missions to countries, it will have to choose a few among many in urgent need. 
Fortunately, though it cannot assemble a staff of technical experts and advisers in every branch of 
its work, it can count on borrowing experts, certainly enough to man its missions and perhaps also 
to reinforce its headquarters staff, especially in the early growing period.  

The programs suggested in these reports are ones which governments will be concerned to 
undertake; FAO will render service with investigations and advice. It can help governments to 
help themselves. Not all these tasks can be undertaken immediately, but all of them are important 
and should be begun as soon as possible.  

Governments can help by providing information readily. In signing the Constitution of FAO they 
have undertaken to make periodic reports on progress achieved in the fields of nutrition, 
agriculture, forestry, fisheries, and rural welfare. The various Committees have now suggested 
that the Director-General should at an early date consult with governments regarding the form 
and content of these reports.  

One or two have listed some desirable headings. The first reports, diagnosing the food and 
agriculture problems of each country in the aftermath of the war, should have unique historical as 
well as practical significance.  

The object of these periodic reports is to give FAO the information on which to advise Member 
governments, and they should be framed with that end in view. The object of collecting statistics is 
to provide a basis for measuring the extent of problems. The object of FAO's studies and 
recommendations is to help governments in their programs. FAO will win governmental 
cooperation by providing the services that are wanted. Conversely, governments can benefit from 
FAO by acting wherever possible on its advice. FAO will be useful to the extent that it is used.  

It will be for the Director-General to take over and examine the suggestions in these reports. He 
has to find staff, and it requires time to find the best men and women. He will have to establish 
relations with various United Nations agencies and work out with them an apportionment of tasks. 
This will be the period of growth.  

But he can go forward in confidence, for the nations have decided that they need a Food and 
Agriculture Organization. They want to make it work. Their delegates assembled here in Quebec, 
having examined the Hot Springs Resolutions and the reports of the Interim Commission, are 
anxious to work for the objectives there set out. They want action along these lines. In all the 
committee discussions, and over a wide range of topics, a remarkable degree of agreement has 
been recorded. That is most heartening. The United Nations have found a platform on which they 
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can work together toward an economy of abundance.  
 

 
 
B. Nutrition and food management  

 

A practical program for immediate action  
Problems for study in collaboration with experts in member countries  
Other lines of work 

 

THE primary objective of the nations united in the Food and Agriculture Organization is to raise 
levels of nutrition throughout the world, to ensure not only that all peoples are freed from the 
danger of starvation and famine but that they obtain the kind of diet essential for health.  
 
It is the responsibility of Member nations to take the steps necessary for attaining this objective, 
and the responsibility of FAO to assist them by all possible means. In the international sphere the 
work of FAO in the field of nutrition must be closely integrated with that of other international 
organizations concerned with health, social and economic problems, and the welfare of industrial 
and other workers.  

While much remains to be done, scientific research has made it possible to define, with sufficient 
precision to guide practical food management, the amounts of nutrients necessary for human well-
being. The remarkable benefits to health which have been obtained in certain countries in war 
time by the application of relatively simple and inexpensive nutritional measures are full of 
promise for the future. It must be recognized, however, that to bring about a general rise in 
nutritional levels the productivity of those engaged in both agricultural and nonagricultural 
pursuits must be increased so that workers may have the purchasing power to buy food at prices 
fair to food producers, while the latter have the means to pay for industrial products and services 
contributing to their welfare.  

The basic principles which must guide FAO in its nutritional activities, and the objectives to be 
aimed at, have been fully stated and discussed in the Report of the Hot Springs Conference, while 
the Technical Reports of the Interim Commission have outlined a comprehensive program of work. 
Because of the scope and excellence of these reports, it is unnecessary to go over the same ground 
again. The present report, therefore, is confined to suggesting certain lines of work which might 
receive the attention of FAO at an early stage in the development of its immediate and long-term 
programs. Some of the recommendations refer to practical measures for improving, nutrition, 
others to subjects which will call for detailed study in collaboration with experts. Among the latter 
are problems, e.g., the definition of satisfactory dietary standards, which are closely interlinked 
with the future development of FAO, and their study should proceed simultaneously with the 
prosecution of the other activities referred to in the report which call for immediate attention.  
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Responsibility for the activities of the Organization will rest largely with the Director-General and 
his expert staff; and since the nature of the work undertaken will be influenced and modified by 
changing conditions, the program of the Organization cannot be fully defined at this stage. . 
However, the suggestions that follow may be of value to the Director-General in the formidable 
task of launching the new international organization. Practical contributions made at an early 
date towards the alleviation of hunger and malnutrition will do much to establish world 
confidence in FAO. At the same time the Organization will itself benefit from the experience 
gained.  
 

 
A practical program for immediate action  

Hunger and malnutrition  

FAO must employ all the means at its disposal to relieve existing hunger and malnutrition.  
 
A rapid survey should be made of available food resources and the supplies and requirements of 
necessitous countries should be assessed. Every effort must then be made to have supplies of food 
directed where they are most needed, to stimulate the production of foods in short supply, and to 
ensure that the utmost value, in terms of nutrition, is obtained from available foods by all known 
means. The nutrition branch of FAO will be closely concerned in guiding the execution of this 
task.  

While the effects of the war on the food supplies of countries are prominent in the public mind, it 
must not be forgotten that a large part of the world's population is inadequately nourished at the 
best of times. The Interim Commission remarks that "more than half of the world's peoples still 
face the elemental problem of producing enough food to supply their ever-growing numbers at 
meager levels of living."  
 
The attack on this tremendous problem must be launched immediately. In many of the less 
developed countries methods for ensuring the satisfactory nutrition of the people, such as those 
successfully followed in the United Kingdom and other countries during the war period, are not 
fully applicable and a different approach may often be necessary.  
 
One method is to choose groups of people in typical areas and attempt to raise their standards of 
living and nutrition by all available means. First, comprehensive surveys of health conditions and 
of natural resources may be carried out by national agencies with the encouragement and support 
of FAO. These should be followed by planned efforts to develop to the utmost all resources. within 
the selected area in order to bring about an improvement in the standard of living. This means the 
intensive development of human and natural resources, including among the latter agriculture, 
fisheries, and irrigation. Such experimental areas are of great value as training grounds, and as 
working models for demonstration purposes and for similar projects in other areas on a wider 
scale.  

The Second World War has led to severe food shortages in certain countries. FAO should do all in 
its power to assist in the task of relief and make use, in furthering its own policies, of the 
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experience gained by UNRRA and other relief organizations. For example, there are teams of 
workers at present engaged in dealing with urgent problems of undernutrition and malnutrition, 
and the supply, production, and distribution of food in various countries. It is probable that the 
scientific and administrative experience of these teams will be of value to FAO.  

In the case of countries in which the immediate problem is less urgent but nevertheless serious, 
FAO should devote special attention to practical and administrative measures for increasing and 
distributing food supplies, such as "Grow More Food" campaigns, and procurement and rationing 
schemes. An important question for study is how long measures introduced during the emergency 
period to ensure the equitable distribution of available food supplies should, in the light of FAO 
objectives, be continued in the postwar period. In this connection, the planning of the home 
production of protective foods, with the object of improving the diet of rural communities, also 
warrants consideration.  

 
Vulnerable groups  

Improvement of the diet of the vulnerable groups should be an immediate preoccupation of 
FAO.  
 
Much could be rapidly accomplished in this field in many countries, whatever the prevailing 
conditions. The matter should also occupy a prominent position in the long-term program of FAO. 
Studies should be made of measures followed in different countries and reports made available to 
Member nations for their information. An investigation of school-feeding methods, with special 
reference to cost and organization, would be of particular value. While all agree that the provision 
of nutritious meals to school children is an effective means of improving the nutrition of this 
group, the practical methods to be followed, consonant with local dietary habits and food and 
financial resources, have not yet been worked out in many countries.  
 
 

National nutrition organizations  

National nutrition organizations can contribute much to the work of FAO. At present such bodies 
have not yet been formed in certain of the Member countries, while in others organizations 
created before the war are no longer functioning.  
 
One of the first tasks of FAO in the field of nutrition should be to encourage the formation or 
resuscitation of national nutrition organizations or equivalent agencies.  
 
The form of such bodies will inevitably vary with the circumstances and methods of different 
countries. Whatever their precise form, their objectives should include the formulation of food 
policies for the consideration of governments, the coordination of research, and the development 
of operational and educational programs for the improvement of nutrition. Through these bodies 
Member nations can carry out their obligation under the Constitution of FAO to report 
periodically to each other on progress achieved in the field of nutrition. Such reports should 
clarify the approach to the problems of nutrition and food management under widely varying 
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conditions and serve as a guide and a stimulus to Member nations. As soon as feasible, a meeting 
of the representatives of national nutrition organizations should be convened.  

 
Training in nutrition  

National nutrition organizations cannot function effectively unless their members have some 
knowledge of nutrition and their work is guided by nutrition experts. In many countries progress is 
retarded because of the lack of such knowledge among administrators, doctors, health workers, 
agricultural experts, social workers, etc.  
 
Another handicap is the insufficient number of specialized nutrition workers, including research 
workers, public-health-nutrition workers, dietitians, and home economists. FAO should 
encourage and develop appropriate teaching and training in nutrition in existing national 
institutions.  
 
Organizations for the training of personnel for work in tropical and Eastern countries are much 
needed. As a preliminary step, a directory of existing institutions and facilities for training of 
various kinds should be prepared and made available to Member nations. Governments may be 
invited to provide the widest facilities possible for the study of nutrition, food management, and 
allied subjects and to assist students from other countries to make use of these facilities.  

 
 
Collaboration with health organizations and other international organizations  

The association between food and health is one of the keynotes of the Hot Springs Report. There 
should be close collaboration between FAO and the United Nations health organization - which, it 
is hoped, will be created in the near future - to the mutual benefit of the work of both.  
 
This is particularly necessary with regard to the nutritional aspects of FAO work. Many of the 
activities in this sphere suggested in the Report to the Interim Commission by the Technical 
Committee on Nutrition and Food Management are the primary concern of health authorities, and 
in developing this part of its program FAO should associate itself intimately with national and 
international health organizations and experts. Close contact must also be established between 
FAO and all other United Nations organizations for mutual assistance and the benefit of Member 
nations.  

 
The collection of data  

In association with appropriate agencies, FAO should undertake the collection, on a world-wide 
scale, of data on food consumption and dietary habits, the state of nutrition of populations, and 
the prevalence of malnutrition and deficiency diseases, along with information on the measures 
taken to improve nutrition in various parts of the world.  
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Information services  

FAO must be prepared to supply accurate, useful, and up-to-date information on nutrition and 
food management.  
 
It must, therefore, collect the books and documents necessary for a comprehensive library. This 
will take time, and in the early stages particularly the organization should make use of the 
information services of other bodies, as well as of the services of nutrition workers of repute in 
Member countries. By degrees, as experience is gained, an efficient information service should be 
built up within the Organization itself. The activity referred to in the preceding paragraph will 
provide material for the information services and enhance their value to Member nations.  

 
Problems for study in collaboration with experts in member countries  

While FAO will need the help of experts in Member countries in the development of all aspects of 
its program, the study of certain questions particularly requires the collaboration of appropriate 
expert groups. Among these studies are the following:  

 
Dietary standards  

The problem of dietary standards was discussed in some detail in the Hot Springs Report. Since 
this problem is of basic importance to the work of FAO, it must be the object of frequent 
discussion and continuing research. It is suggested that FAO convene a group of experts which, in 
cooperation with the United Nations health organization, should attempt to define tentative dietary 
standards, thereby facilitating the comparison of levels of food consumption in different countries 
and the appraisal of food needs.  

 
 
Dietary surveys and their technique  

The subject of developing and standardizing methods of investigating food consumption so that 
accurate and comparable data may be obtained is one to which considerable attention has already 
been given by international organizations. Work in this field should be continued and expanded by 
FAO. Similarly, study by health experts of the problem of assessing states of nutrition should be 
encouraged.  
 
 

The composition of foods  

Much information is already available on this subject, and in many countries this information is in 
general sufficient for practical purposes. It is the responsibility of individual countries to 
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undertake the analysis of the foods consumed by their populations. FAO can assist in this field by 
encouraging the standardization of methods of analysis, by compiling and editing available data, 
and by establishing the principles to be observed in their presentation.  

 
 
 
The classification of foods  

One of the duties of FAO will be the collection of food consumption data and the results of diet 
surveys in different countries. Agreement on methods of grouping foods, with appropriate 
nomenclature, and on the number of groupings, would facilitate the international comparison of 
consumption data and nutritional and economic analyses.  
 
 

Popular education  

The need for educating the public in nutrition was strongly stressed in the Hot Springs Report. 
 
Since many educational methods are not effective, there is great room for improvement. Countries 
will benefit by the exchange of information about methods and of educational material, including 
posters, pamphlets, and films. The question should be studied in all its aspects by a group of 
workers experienced in nutritional and health education.  
 
 

Food conservation and technology  

An early activity of FAO might be the study of the problem of conserving the nutritional value of 
foods, particularly staple foods, with the object of reducing loss of nutrients to a minimum.  
 
This is a problem of wide dimensions which includes such important questions as the effect of 
milling and domestic methods of preparation on the nutritive value of cereals, e.g., rice, wheat, 
and corn.  
 
Closely associated matters are the addition to foods of special materials, such as vitamins and 
minerals, the use of these in various ways to improve nutrition, and the place to be assigned in 
public health nutrition policy to the distribution on a wide scale of vitamin pills and 
concentrates.  
 
All these questions could suitably be studied on an international scale, and the experience gained 
in any country made available to all. The bearing on nutrition of modern developments in food 
technology is too broad a subject for discussion in this report, but emphasis may be laid on its 
study by FAO.  
 
The situation is similar as regards the related question of improving the palatability of food. The 
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Report of the Hot Springs Conference points out that "it is essential, in considering plans for 
improving the diet of populations in any part of the world, that the factors of palatability and 
acceptability should receive attention."  
 
 

Other lines of work  

The questions referred to are worthy of special attention in the early stages of the work of FAO.  
 
Various other useful activities in the field of nutrition and food management which could be 
included in the long-term program of FAO are enumerated in the report to the Interim 
Commission by the Technical Committee on Nutrition and Food Management. Many 
recommendations in this report concern other branches of FAO besides that concerned with 
nutrition, or require the cooperation of health authorities for their prosecution. Among lines of 
work and questions for study the following may be mentioned:  

(1) The effect on food consumption of social and economic policies and measures, including 
among the latter minimum-wage and social-security legislation, family allowances, taxation of 
various kinds, food subsidies and special feeding programs, etc. This is a wide subject which 
might be studied by FAO in collaboration with other international organizations.  

(2) The social and psychological background of dietary habits.  

(3) The discovery and development of food plant strains and varieties which are of exceptionally 
high nutritive value and the use of production methods which enable full advantage to be taken of 
their nutritive qualities.  

(4) Assistance to nutrition workers in the identification of plants and animals which are sources of 
food. This might be provided with the cooperation of existing scientific institutions. 
 

Report of Commission A to the FAO conference 
1945 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5584e/x5584e06.htm#a%20practical%20program%20for%20immedi
ate%20action  
 

 

 

"This report indicates, in a very general way, the types and kinds of data required and draws 
attention to those for which an early and continuing need is likely. The contemplated activities of 
the organization are so numerous that FAO will probably be able to collect only a certain 
proportion of the statistical data ultimately desired. In any case limitations of resources and 
personnel will make it necessary to restrict these activities to items of maximum importance."  
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Report of the Conference of FAO  
1945 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5584e/x5584e0b.htm#organization%20of%20the%20statistical%20w
ork 
 
 
 
 
 
"The over-refinement of food during processing sometimes leads to the removal of important 
nutritive elements. FAO should consider ways by which this tendency may be avoided or the 
nutritive elements restored. In countries which have been called upon to expand production to 
meet war requirements, processing and storage facilities for some products have expanded beyond 
peacetime requirements. Some new developments such as dehydration have not been fully tested in 
terms of consumer preferences under peace conditions. It is important that FAO endeavor to 
provide information on processing or storage capacity which may be taken account of by 
countries considering the development of these facilities.  

 
Infestation  

Vast quantities of food and other agricultural products are lost annually through the depredations 
of rats, mice, insects, etc. During the war the United Kingdom reduced its demand on shipping 
space by an extended campaign to combat infestation. India lost annually during the war from its 
home-produced supplies of cereals a quantity in excess of its normal prewar imports of cereals. 
The ravages of infestation know no national boundaries. Action on national and international 
levels is necessary. FAO should collect information as to recent developments in combating 
infestation and circulate this information to other governments. It should also arrange for 
missions of experts to be sent from countries that have conducted campaigns against infestation to 
other countries that have not yet dealt with this problem.  

 
Pure-food and nutrient standards  

The physical standards required in respect of food vary from country to country, as also do the 
methods and effectiveness of enforcement.  

Some countries lay down very little in the way of requirements necessary to safeguard consumers. 
An analysis of the standards adopted in different countries should be prepared and issued to all 
countries. Those which are backward in this respect should be assisted to bring their standards 
up to those in the more developed countries. Advice could also be given on methods of 
enforcement to ensure that the prescribed standards are maintained. In particular the consumer 
should be protected against new foodstuffs which have not been thoroughly tried out and 
analyzed, and against substitutes having little nutritional value but which are sold as bona fide 
food.  
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Commercial grades and standards for staple commodities  

Great variety exists in practice regarding quality standards and grading of agricultural products. 
In respect of many staples, marketing would be facilitated and the position of both producer and 
consumer benefited if recognized standards and uniform contracts were widely adopted so that 
marketing could proceed on a basis of accepted description, grades, and standards. Substantial 
benefits would accrue from the standardization of containers. Information should be collected 
regarding inspection services and the enforcement of recognized grades and standards. The same 
applies to regulations governing plant and animal inspection and quarantine, and their 
enforcement."  
 
Report of the Conference of FAO  
1945 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5584e/x5584e0a.htm#pure%20food%20and%20nutrient%20standards 
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FAO is "dedicated to soil conservation" (1945).   

 

 

 
"FAO WAS FOUNDED ON 16 OCTOBER 1945, the first of a new generation of international 
organizations.  
 
Eight days later, on 24 October, the United Nations itself came into being.  
 
By these actions, and for the first time, the nations of the world joined together in a common 
cause: to raise levels of nutrition and to improve the production and distribution of food and 
agricultural products.  
 
Malnutrition and food surpluses, poverty and plenty, have often co-existed in the past but it was 
within the framework of FAO that the possibility was seen of finding solutions to these problems 
through international cooperation and a world food policy based on human needs and universal 
equity. 

FAO's role was laid down in its Constitution by its Member Governments, which determined the 
activities the Organization should promote and undertake.  
 
One of them was to promote and, where appropriate, to recommend national and international 
action with respect to the conservation of natural resources and the adoption of improved 
methods of agricultural production'. These activities were aimed specifically at raising the levels 
of nutrition and standards of living of rural populations. 

 
FAO has pursued this mandate through six main activities: 

- collecting the data, developing the analytical tools and identifying the policy measures required 
to formulate and implement sound land-use and resource conservation strategies; 

- catalysing the development and uptake of improved technologies; 

- fostering a participatory approach to development so that resource-poor farmers have the means 
and the incentives to adopt sustainable agricultural practices; 

- pressing for the better integration of environmental concerns in agricultural and economic 
policies; encouraging coherent policies that acknowledge that economic and ecological 
sustainability are dependent on farm-level responses to incentives, inputs, institutions and 
infrastructure; and 

- supporting agricultural research at the national and international level. 

 
These activities have been conducted since the early days of FAO's existence, implicitly 
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addressing the concepts of sustainable development and protection of the environment even 
though not describing them as explicitly as at present  
 
Perhaps the finest statement that has ever been made of the Organization's responsibilities in this 
field appears in the document The Work of FAO, submitted to its first Conference in October 
1945: 

 
"Over those parts of the earth not covered by water lies a thin crust of soil, perhaps equal 
by comparison to the thickness of a sheet of tissue paper wrapped around a globe  
Much of this soil is inaccessible for cultivation or is unusable for other reasons.  
 
From the rest, the world's growing population, now more than two thousand million, must 
draw all their sustenance except for what they get from the sea; and even the fishes, like all 
other living things, are fed in the final analysis out of the fertility of the land.  
 
Whether this thin layer of soil is to be a wasting asset, or one maintained in perpetuity 
and made more fruitful for mankind, will depend on how it is used and managed.  
 
Nothing more deeply concerns the well-being of men and nations.  
 
FAO is dedicated to furthering good use and good management, in all ways and by all 
peoples, of this most basic of man's resources." 

  
 
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/library/docs/612_39_F73.pdf   
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"[The FAO] first World Food Survey [1946] stated categorically that  
 
"it is well known that there is much starvation and malnutrition in the world [yet] vague 
knowledge that this situation exists is not enough; facts and figures are needed if the nations are to 
attempt to do away with famine and malnutrition"." 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/u8480e/U8480E03.htm   
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Leave no-one behind. 

 

All humans have rights to: 

 

adequate standard of living;  

 

information; social security; housing;  

 

security if disabled; and medical care.   

 

All children have the right to equal social protection;  

 

free and freeing education, and a social order conducive to these rights  

 

 

(Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948)   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  United Nations  

 
 

A/RES/3/217 A  

 

 

 
 

 

 
General Assembly  

 
Distr: 

General 
10 December 1948 

 

 

 

 
Third session  

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly  
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[Part A of General Assembly resolution 217 (III). International Bill of Human Rights] 

217 A (III). Universal Declaration of Human Rights  

  
 
 
 
 
Article 3  
 
 
Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person.  
 
 
 
... 
 
 
Article 19 
 
 
Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression;  
 
this right includes freedom to  
 
hold opinions without interference and to  
 
seek, receive and impart information and ideas  
 
through any media and regardless of frontiers. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Article 21 

 
(1) Everyone has the right to take part in the government of his country, directly or 
through freely chosen representatives.  

(2) Everyone has the right of equal access to public service in his country.  
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(3) The will of the people shall be the basis of the authority of government; this will 
shall be expressed in periodic and genuine elections which shall be by universal and equal 
suffrage and shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent free voting procedures. 

 
 

 
 
 
Article 22 
 
 
Everyone, as a member of society, has the  
 
right to social security and is  
 
entitled to realization, through national effort and international co-operation and in accordance 
with the organization and resources of each State, of the  
 
economic, social and cultural rights indispensable for his dignity and the free development of 
his personality.  
 
  
 
 
 
 
Article 23  
 
 
1.  Everyone has the right to work, to free choice of employment, to just and favourable 
conditions of work and to protection against unemployment. 
 
 
2. Everyone, without any discrimination, has the right to equal pay for equal work. 
 
 
3. Everyone who works has the right to just and favourable remuneration ensuring for himself 
and his family an existence worthy of human dignity, and supplemented, if necessary, by other 
means of social protection. 
 
 
4. Everyone has the right to form and to join trade unions for the protection of his interests. 
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Article 24  
 
 
Everyone has the right to rest and leisure, including reasonable limitation of working hours and 
periodic holidays with pay. 
  
 
 
 
 
Article 25  
 
 
1. Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and well-being of 
himself and of his family, including  
 
food,  
clothing,  
housing and  
medical care and  
necessary social services, and the right to  
 
security in the event of  
 
unemployment,  
sickness,  
disability,  
widowhood,  
old age or  
other lack of livelihood in circumstances beyond his control. 
 
 
 
2. Motherhood and childhood are entitled to special care and assistance.  
 
All children, whether born in or out of wedlock, shall enjoy the same social protection. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
Article 26  
 
 
1. Everyone has the right to education.  
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Education shall be free, at least in the elementary and fundamental stages.  
 
Elementary education shall be compulsory.  
 
Technical and professional education shall be made generally available and higher education 
shall be equally accessible to all on the basis of merit. 
 
 
 
2. Education shall be directed to  
 
the full development of the human personality and to  
 
the strengthening of respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms.  
 
It shall promote understanding, tolerance and friendship among all nations, racial or religious 
groups, and shall further the activities of the United Nations for the maintenance of peace. 
 
 
3 Parents have a prior right to choose the kind of education that shall be given to their children. 
  
 
 
 
 
Article 27   
 
 
1. Everyone has the right freely to  
 
participate in the cultural life of the community, to  
 
enjoy the arts and to  
 
share in scientific advancement and its benefits. 
 
 
2. Everyone has the right to the protection of the moral and material interests resulting from any 
scientific, literary or artistic production of which he is the author. 
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Article 28  
 
 
Everyone is entitled to  
 
a social and international order  
 
in which the rights and freedoms  
set forth in this Declaration  
 
can be fully realized. 
  
 
 
 
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
 
Adopted and proclaimed by General Assembly Resolution 217 A (III) 
 
10 December 1948  
http://ccnmtl.columbia.edu/projects/mmt/udhr/index.html  
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FAO technical advice should be "through the culture of the local people' and  
in accordance with their 'accustomed ways and institutions' " (1949) 
 
 
"The titles of the first FAO Agricultural Studies are indicative of the work carried out in these 
early days in the field of resource management. They included: 

- Breeding livestock adapted to unfavourable environments (1948) 
- Using salty land (1948) 
- Soil conservation (1948) 
- Efficient use of fertilizers (1949) 
- Weed control by growth-regulating substances (1951) 
- Improving the world's grasslands (1951) 
- Communal land tenure (1953) 
- Legumes in agriculture (1953) 
- Soil surveys for land development (1953) 
- Plant exploration and introduction (1958) 
- The grass cover of Africa (1960) 
- Forest influences (1962) 

These studies were part of FAO's core activities of gathering, analysing and disseminating 
information in order to assist governments in the effective management of their natural 
resources. 

Immediately upon its establishment, FAO took over the collection and publication of agricultural 
statistics which had been pioneered by the International Institute of Agriculture, founded in 1905.  
 
In 1948, the Organization took the lead in developing a system of internationally comparable 
index numbers for agriculture, and these have been continuously refined in later decades. FAO's 
international Food and Agricultural Commodity Data System has now become the world's premier 
source of statistics on agriculture, forestry and fisheries. 

From the early days, FAO has addressed the need to establish a balance between environmental 
requirements, the limited availability of resources, and the need for increased agricultural 
production.  
 
In his foreword to the Agricultural Study on Soil Conservation, Lord John Boyd Orr, the first 
Director-General of FAO, stated: 'If the soil on which all agriculture and human life depends is 
wasted away by erosion, then the battle to free mankind from want cannot be won'. 

FAO's advisory role, performed through the provision of technical information, was strengthened 
from 1950 onward by the Organization's participation in the Expanded Programme of Technical 
Assistance (EPTA).  
 
The fifth session of the FAO Conference, held towards the end of 1949, specified that the approach 
to EPTA projects should be "through the culture of the local people' and in accordance with their 
'accustomed ways and institutions"  
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By September 1951, more than 100 projects were in operation in 35 countries, and by 1959 over 1 
700 experts had served in the field, more than 1 600 fellowships had been awarded and about 100 
training centres had been organized.  
 
A great number of these projects were devoted to soil surveys, the assessment of water and forest 
resources, locust control, fisheries development and other aspects of resource management aimed 
at increasing agricultural production. 

It is worth noting that the statement above, quoted from the first FAO Conference, in 1945, refers 
to the world's growing population as "... now more than two thousand million". This figure 
highlights the extent to which the problems addressed by FAO today differ from those it faced at 
the time of its inception. Broadly speaking, the problems are much the same as they were in earlier 
years, but with a world population tending towards SIX thousand million by the end of this century 
the issues have drastically changed in magnitude, urgency and complexity.  
 
Sustainable agriculture has clearly evolved beyond the more technical and economic problems 
with which the Organization dealt in the early years: today it also encompasses social and 
political dimensions of international importance." 
 
 
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/library/docs/612_39_F73.pdf 
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Freedom from Hunger Campaign, 1960 onwards 

 
 
"The most urgent developmental concern at that time was reducing world hunger.  
 
The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) led international action to 
address the situation of these new UN members from Africa, parts of Asia, and the Pacific and the 
Caribbean, as well as that of other members in similar situations, by launching on 1 July 1960 the 
"Freedom from Hunger" Campaign, which drew world attention to the problem of hunger, 
seeking support from Governments and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) for national 
campaigns against hunger. 

Persuaded that a more concerted action was needed, the General Assembly, on 27 October 1960 
[resolution 1714 (XVI)], invited FAO to work out procedures for making available the largest 

practicable quantities of surplus food to help fight hunger in the least developed countries 
(LDCs).  
 
However, it did assert that the ultimate solution to hunger lay in an effective speeding-up of 
economic development. To deliver on the resolution's objectives, the Assembly, on 19 December 
1961 [resolution 1714 (XVI)], established the World Food Programme (WFP) on a three-year 
experimental basis, with a voluntary fund of $100 million. The Programme, to be administered 
jointly by the United Nations and FAO, would be supported by a pledging conference to take place 
each year at UN Headquarters in New York. On 15 December [resolution 1521 (XV)], the 
Assembly also decided to establish the United Nations Capital Development Fund as an additional 
mechanism for addressing the capital-development needs of the LDCs. 

Recognizing that the problem was much wider than just hunger, the Assembly on 19 December 
1961 [resolution 1710 (XVI)], on a proposal by the President of the United States, proclaimed the 
1960s as the "United Nations Development Decade".  
 
During the Decade, developing countries would set their own targets, of a minimum annual 
growth rate of 5 per cent of aggregate national income.  
 
The Assembly also called for accelerated measures to eliminate illiteracy, hunger and disease.  
 
To ensure that any international campaign that addressed development reflected their own 
concerns and perspectives, developing countries organized the Conference on the Problems of 
Economic Development, from 9 to 18 July 1962 in Cairo, Egypt (then known as United Arab 
Republic). After the Cairo Declaration of Developing Countries was adopted, on 18 December, 
the Assembly recommended that the United Nations system take into account the principles of the 
Declaration when dealing with economic and social development questions of developing 
countries. 

 
A Prehistory of the Millennium Development Goals: Four Decades of Struggle for Development 
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in the United Nations 
UN Chronicle 2007 
https://unchronicle.un.org/article/prehistory-millennium-development-goals-four-decades-
struggle-development-united-nations   
 
 
 
MB:  The UN Chronicle article misleads about the Millennium Declaration  
 
("When the United Nations General Assembly adopted the Millennium Declaration in 2000, the 
goals and targets it set in the section on development ultimately became known as the Millennium 
Development Goals") ,  
 
So I am not saying it is necessarily trustworthy about other matters.  As with other material, I 
present it as possibly true (apart from some material which is clearly not true or misleading)..   
 
It may be that political pressures and a culture of misinformation resulting from them produce 
fewer and less serious errors in accounts of events further back in the past – though given the fact 
that the UK education system, at least, seems as a whole to make the same mistake about the 
Millennium Declaration, it will be interesting to see how long it is before the history books, 
examination papers, think-tanks, charities and others get the basic facts right.   
 
The article also misleads in stating that the conference of March 2002 which adopted the 
Monterrey Consensus  
 
"called on developed countries that had not done so to redouble their efforts [towards the 0.7% 
aid target] if the MDGs were to be achieved".   
 
The 2002 agreement in fact said,  
 
"2. We note with concern current estimates of dramatic shortfalls in resources required to achieve 
the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration." 
 
At that time the General Assembly had not to my knowledge mentioned what is now known as the 
MDG structure at all. In fact its response to the Secretary-General's "MDG" proposals was to ask 
him to report on progress on the Declaration instead, and invite the UN staff to publicise it.   
 
The phrase in the quotation above and a variant appear several times in the 2002 document; the 
phrase "Millennium Declaration development goals" once and "Millennium Development Goals" 
not at all. 

The fact that "MDGs" could strictly speaking be taken to mean the non-time-bound goals does not 
alter the fact that a significant or large proportion of readers are likely to be misled.   
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Since the term "MDGs" is often used to refer to the targets for 2015, it would seem reasonably 
likely that readers might take the article as meaning that a) world leaders agreed the easier targets 
in 2000, and b) the 2002 Monterrey Consensus on financing these purportedly agreed targets 
mentioned the need to meet "MDGs".   

In reality, the 2002 conference's mention of the agreed goals could only mean the most ambitious 
goals among those.  The Millennium Declaration pledge, for one, was redundant in view of the 
World Food Summit pledge (which nations also reaffirmed later).   

The financing conference was also concerned with institutions, including transparency and 
corruption, which went beyond the scope of the "MDGs".    

If anyone thinks these details are not important now, I suggest looking at what leaders, 
individually and collectively, said during the 2015 Summit, where many – and the trumpeted 2030 
Agenda resolution - claimed or implied falsely that the "MDGs" were agreed at the Millennium 
Summit.   
 
This enables a false and damaging narrative in which politicians or political parties in government 
now can give the impression that they are taking a different approach from their predecessors. 
 
The truth is that some of the same political parties, and same politicians, themselves, in the not-so-
recent and also recent past, chose to ignore, and misrepresent, what was in the international 
agreements. 

The politicians were supposed to be working on those agreements not just until December 2015, 
but since they never rescinded the undated commitments, beyond as well. 

So if you think there is too much corruption, for example, you can either  
 
a) accept what you are told, that the bad old MDGs left it out, or  
 
b) bear in mind what political parties in government have actually been signed up to,  
 
bear in mind what today's politicians have said or not said about those commitments, and judge 
both their words and their deeds accordingly.     
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End hunger:  To fail while knowing how would disgrace "this generation".  No battle on 

earth or space is more important (John F. Kennedy, 1963) 

 
 
 
 
"The persistence of hunger during this decade is unacceptable either morally or socially.  
 
...dignity in the 20th century certainly requires the elimination of large-scale hunger and 
starvation.  
 
World opinion must be concentrated upon the international effort to eliminate hunger as a 
primary task of this generation. ... 
 
There is no battle on earth or in space which is more important...." 

 
 
John F. Kennedy: Remarks at the Opening Session of the World Food Congress 
June 4, 1963  
www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=9249  
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Fuller extracts: 

 
"Twenty years ago, in May 1943, the first World Food Congress was held.  
 
Today we have gathered to rededicate ourselves to the objectives of that Congress, the objective 
that  
 
all nations,  
 

all people, all inhabitants of this planet have  
 

all the food that they need,  
 
all the food that they deserve as human beings.  
 
 
We are here to renew a worldwide commitment to banish hunger and outlaw it." 

 
"We have the ability, as members of the human race, we have the means, we have the capacity to 
eliminate hunger from the face of the earth in our lifetime."  
 
 
[Mr Kennedy was born on May 29, 1917.] 

 
"We need only the will." 
 
"For the first time to know how to conquer the problem and not conquer it would be a disgrace for 

this generation." 

"I would hope that we would agree on at least five basic guidelines to be kept constantly in mind:  
 

First: The persistence of hunger during this decade is unacceptable either morally or socially. 
The late Pope John in his recent encyclical spoke of the conviction that all men are equal by 
reason of their natural dignity.  
 
That same dignity in the 20th century certainly requires the elimination of large-scale hunger 
and starvation.  

 
...Fifth, and finally: World opinion must be concentrated upon the international effort to eliminate 
hunger as a primary task of this generation.  ... 
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There is no battle on earth or in space which is more important than the battle which you have 
undertaken, nor is there any struggle, large as this may be, that offers such an immediate promise 
of success. No Congress that Washington has seen in recent years is, I believe, more important 
than this.  

I know that this conference....will represent in two weeks a solid determination to develop the 
means in this decade to make a dent in this problem which will give us promise in our lifetime of 
making sure that all people in the world have an opportunity to eat.  

Another problem will come in the next generation, and that is the problem of how to deal on a 
worldwide basis, as well as in this, with the problem of surpluses, but the first problem is to 
produce enough for all in a way that makes all available to people around the globe.  
 
To that task I can assure you the United States of America is committed." 
 

John F. Kennedy: Remarks at the Opening Session of the World Food Congress 
June 4, 1963  
www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=9249    
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End malnutrition, act on inequality:   

 

"We...pledge and resolve to take up the challenge of eliminating hunger and malnutrition as 

a primary task of this generation".   

 

Nations urge action on inequality.  

 

In spite of twenty years of effort since 1943, "hunger, malnutrition and poverty still afflict 

more than half of mankind". 

 

Ending hunger should be in development framework for the "most effective use of human 

and natural resources".  

 

Balanced economic and social development are necessary.  
 

(World Food Congress, 1963)  

 

 

  
 
 
 

 
WE, THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE WORLD FOOD CONGRESS 
 
 
ASSEMBLED at Washington under the Freedom from Hunger Campaign to take the measure of 

the problems of hunger and malnutrition, and to explore the means for their solution, 
 
HAVING IN MIND that freedom from hunger is man’s fundamental right and that all human 
beings — without distinction of any kind — are entitled to its realization through national effort 
and international cooperation; 
 
CONSCIOUS that today, in spite of twenty years of effort since the Hot Springs Conference 
which led to the foundation of FAO, the curse of hunger, malnutrition and poverty still afflicts 
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more than half of mankind; 
 
ALARMED by the extent to which the explosive growth of population, at a rate unmatched by 
adequate increases in productivity, is intensifying human needs and is giving still greater urgency 
to the attainment of freedom from hunger; 
 
PROFOUNDLY AWARE that the recent attainment of political independence by many hundred 
millions of the world’s population gives a new urgency and a new dimension to the aspiration for 
higher levels of living, of which freedom from hunger is the first prerequisite; 
 
CONVINCED THAT THE SCIENTIFIC and technological progress now make it possible to free 

the world from hunger, but that such freedom can only be accomplished if all the available 
human and natural resources of the world are mobilized to this end through balanced economic 

and social development; 
 
 
HEREBY DECLARE 
 
THAT the persistence of hunger and malnutrition is unacceptable and morally and socially, is 
incompatible with the dignity of human beings and the equality of opportunity to which they are 

entitled, and is a threat to social and international peace; 
 
 
THAT the elimination of hunger is a primary task of all men and women, who must recognize 
their duties as well as their rights as members of the human race, and must fight to achieve 
freedom from hunger in every corner of the earth;  
 
this obligation being also inherent in the pledge of the nations under the U.N. Charter to take 
joint and separate action, to achieve  
 
higher standards of living,  
 
full employment and  
 
conditions of economic and social progress and development  
 
as indispensable elements of peace; 
 
 
THAT the responsibility to free the world from the scourge of hunger lies jointly 
with the developing countries themselves who must take all measures within their power which 
are necessary to achieve this objective; 
 
With the developed nations who must cooperate with the developing countries in their efforts, 
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realizing that freedom from hunger cannot long be secure in any part of this interdependent world 
unless it is secure in all the world; 
 
With the United Nations and the Specialized Agencies who must intensify and coordinate their 
efforts to assist the nations in this task; 
 
With other international organizations and with nongovernmental organizations, e.g. religious, 
youth, women’s organizations and other voluntary groups, agricultural and labour organizations 
and associations of trade and industry, who must inform and stimulate the people so that they can 
play their part with understanding and vigor: 
 
 
 
THEREFORE URGE 
 
THAT the task of elimination of hunger from the face of the earth should be conceived in the 
framework of a world-wide development dedicated to the fullest and most effective use of all 

human and natural resources, to ensure a faster rate of economic and social growth, and 
 
THAT to this effect speedy and decisive action be taken: 

 
 
1.  By all governments of the developing countries 

 
(a)    For a planned and integrated use of resources which at present are largely underutilized; 
 
(b)   For the adaptation of their institutions to the requirements of economic and social progress; 
and, more specifically,  
 
to secure the most effective administrative machinery,  
 
to give incentives to increased production through ensuring just and stable prices, and  
 
to reform, where required,  
 
unjust and obsolete structures and systems of land tenure and land use 
 
so that the land might become, for the man who works it, the basis of his economic betterment, the 
foundation of his increasing welfare, and the guarantee of his freedom and dignity; 
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2. For the maximum utilization of the stock of scientific and technical knowledge and the 
promotion of short- and long-term adaptive research suited to the conditions and requirements of 
the developing countries; 
 

 
3. For the massive and purposive education of the rural populations, so that they will be capable of 
applying modern techniques and systems, and for universal education to expand opportunities for 
all. 
 
 

 
 
FURTHER URGE 
 
That to assist national efforts, and allow speedier implantation of development programs within a 
world-wide framework, international cooperation be strengthened, in particular so that 
 

1. Present adverse and disturbing tendencies in the trade of the developing countries be 
reversed and that for that purpose adequate and comprehensive commodity agreements 
be devised, development plans be coordinated and other appropriate measures taken, and 
 
 

2. The volume and effectiveness of financial, material and technical assistance be increased, 
and 
 
 

3. There be a more equitable and rational sharing of world abundance,  
 
including  
 
an expanded and improved utilization of food surpluses for the purpose of economic and 
social development. 

 
 
 
EXPRESS THE HOPE 
 
 
THAT the current efforts for bringing about universal disarmament will succeed and that  
 
the vast sums now being spent on instruments of destruction will become increasingly available 
for  
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the elimination of hunger and malnutrition and  
 
the promotion of human well-being. 
 
 
 
THEREFORE PLEDGE OURSELVES AND HIGHLY RESOLVE 
 
TO TAKE UP the challenge of eliminating hunger and malnutrition as a primary task of this 

generation, thus creating basic conditions for peace and progress for all mankind; 
 
 
TO MOBILIZE every resource at our command to awaken world opinion and stimulate all 
appropriate action, public and private, national and international, for this overriding task, and to 
this end 
 
GIVE our wholehearted support to the Freedom from Hunger Campaign until its final goal is 

achieved.  

 

 
18 June, 1963 

 

 
 
[Above is the entire text, according to http://freedomfromhungerproject.weebly.com/blog/march-
07th-2016 , and with numbering corrected using  
https://archive.org/stream/populationcrisis196602unit/populationcrisis196602unit_djvu.txt ; 
it does not seem very easy to find elsewhere, including through the UN search system. 
 
]  
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Goal: End hunger  

 

(FAO Conference 1963)  

 
 
 
"96. The Conference expressed its appreciation for the achievements of the Freedom from 

Hunger Campaign (FFHC) as reported in document c 63/14, and noted with interest the two 
resolutions adopted by the First FFHC Conference held at FAO Headquarters, 13-16 November 

1963 ... 
 
It was recognized unanimously that the Campaign had to date achieved its objectives of drawing 
world attention to the global problems of hunger and malnutrition vis-à-vis population growth. 
 

97. The Conference generally endorsed the view expressed by the Director-General in his 
introductory statement that the World Food Congress had been of major importance in the 
movement to free the world from hunger, not only as a demonstration of international solidarity 
on a people-to-people basis, but particularly through its unanimous adoption of the Declaration 
"to give whole-hearted support to the Freedom from Hunger Campaign until its final goal is 
achieved."  
 
 
It also expressed its appreciation for the initiative taken by the Director-General in organizing a 
number of special events and manifestations which had brought the message of the Campaign to 
the forefront of public attention, such as the Special Assembly and the World Freedom from 
Hunger Week in March 1963, synchronized with the World FFHC Stamp Plan. 
 
 
98. The Conference noted the intervention of the Director-General at the Third Committee of the 
United Nations General Assembly which had resulted in the adoption of a resolution to include 
man's right to freedom from hunger in the Draft Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

 
99. The Conference was also informed of a resolution submitted by the Government of the United 
Kingdom to the United Nations General Assembly and adopted by the Second Committee of the 
latter proposing for the second half of the United Nations Development Decade a world campaign 
against hunger, disease and ignorance.  
 
It was explained that one of the main objects of this resolution was to enable the Secretary-
General of the United Nations to consider, in consultation with the heads of the specialized 
agencies, how the resources of the United nations family might best be mobilized to stimulate and 
channel the efforts and goodwill of private individuals and organizations in such activity.  
 
The Conference noted that FFHC was FAO's major contribution to the Decade. Some delegates 
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thought that however strongly interrelated problems of hunger, disease and ignorance might be, to 
cover them all at the same time might weaken the impact which the Campaign in its current more 
limited form had already made on the public at large. If the Campaign was broadened in this 
way, it would create undue competition and confusion among the voluntary agencies and citizens' 
organizations participating in FFHC, and would finally result in lack of focus in the public appeal 
and possibly in general failure.  
 
Other delegates felt that a widening of the scope of the Campaign as proposed in the United 
Nations resolution could result in a maintenance and possibly in an intensification of activities.  
 
Most delegates, however, urged the Director-General to keep the original theme of the Campaign 
with increased agricultural production as the target, and education and health as related goals 
for achieving sustained economic growth and social progress.  

... 
 
103. The Conference considered that the application of modern science and technology could not 
solve the problems of hunger and malnutrition throughout the world, unless the people, 
individually, nationally and as a world community, become completely involved in the 
undertaking. 
 
It was felt that this aspect of people's involvement, which had already gained considerable 
prominence since the inception of the Campaign, had to be further developed as the main 
objective for future action. Some delegations stressed that it was precisely this element that would 
suffer first if the Campaign was not to be continued. 

 
104. With regard to the current activities of the Campaign, the Conference recognized that, in 
order to arouse the interest of the rural population, particularly in the developing countries with a 
high percentage of illiteracy, a shift in the information field from printed matter to more visual 
and audiovisual aids was highly desirable. 

 
... 
 
 
 
 
118. The Conference also adopted the following resolution: 
 
RESOLUTION No. 5/63 

Freedom from hunger and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

 
THE CONFERENCE 
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Noting that the Fifteenth Anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights falls on 10 
December 1963 and is being celebrated throughout the world to mark this epoch-making event in 
the history of the United Nations and to keep the need for the recognition of these rights 
continuously before the minds of men, and 

Endorsing the objectives of the Declaration which aim at promoting universal respect for and 
observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms, 

Associates the Food and Agriculture Organization with the celebration of this Anniversary; 

Draws particular attention to the Preamble which refers to freedom from want as one of those 
basic freedoms proclaimed as the highest aspirations of the common people; 

 
Agrees with the World Food Congress that the  
 
"persistence of hunger and malnutrition is  
 
unacceptable morally and socially, is  
 
incompatible with the  
dignity of human beings and the  
equality of opportunity to which they are entitled, and is  
a threat to social and international peace;" 

 
Places on record its conviction that a peaceful and democratic world cannot be ensured so long as 
hunger and malnutrition remain the scourge of millions; 

Invites therefore an the governments Members of the United Nations and the specialized agencies 
to pursue and intensify their efforts individually and through collective action to free the peoples 
of the world from hunger; and 

Requests the Director-General to forward this Resolution to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations and to give it the fullest possible publicity." 

 
Report of the Conference of FAO 
1963 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5571e/x5571e0c.htm#freedom%20from%20hunger%20and%20the%
20universal%20declaration%20of%20human%20rights 
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Members of FAO Council  

 
6 December 1963 - 31 December 1964 

Argentina 
Austria 
Belgium 
Brazil 
Canada 
Ceylon 
Chile 
Costa Rica 
Finland 
France 
India 
Indonesia 
Iran 
Ireland 
Italy 
Jordan 
Lebanon 
Madagascar 
Morocco 
New Zealand 
Nigeria 
Pakistan 
Philippines 
Senegal 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 
Venezuela 
 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5571e/x5571e03.htm#iii.%20members%20of%20fao%20council 
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"Education shall enable all to participate effectively in a free society":  

 

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (1966) 

 

Adopted and opened for signature, ratification and accession by General Assembly resolution 
2200A (XXI) of 16 December 1966 
Entry into force 3 January 1976, in accordance with article 27 

  
 
"Preamble 

The States Parties to the present Covenant,  

Considering that, in accordance with the principles proclaimed in the Charter of the United 
Nations, recognition of the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members 
of the human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world,  

Recognizing that these rights derive from the inherent dignity of the human person,  

Recognizing that, in accordance with the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the ideal of free 
human beings enjoying freedom from fear and want can only be achieved if conditions are created 
whereby everyone may enjoy his economic, social and cultural rights, as well as his civil and 
political rights,  

Considering the obligation of States under the Charter of the United Nations to promote 
universal respect for, and observance of, human rights and freedoms,  

Realizing that the individual, having duties to other individuals and to the community to which he 
belongs, is under a responsibility to strive for the promotion and observance of the rights 
recognized in the present Covenant,  

Agree upon the following articles:  

… 
 
 
Article 3  

The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to ensure the equal right of men and women 
to the enjoyment of all economic, social and cultural rights set forth in the present Covenant.  

 
… 
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Article 6  

1. The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the right to work, which includes the right 
of everyone to the opportunity to gain his living by work which he freely chooses or accepts, and 
will take appropriate steps to safeguard this right.  

2. The steps to be taken by a State Party to the present Covenant to achieve the full realization of 
this right shall include technical and vocational guidance and training programmes, policies and 
techniques to achieve steady economic, social and cultural development and full and productive 
employment under conditions safeguarding fundamental political and economic freedoms to the 
individual.  
 
 

Article 7  

The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the right of everyone to the enjoyment of just 
and favourable conditions of work… 

 
…  

 
Article 9  

The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the right of everyone to social security, 
including social insurance.  

… 

 
 
Article 13 

1. The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the right of everyone to education. They 
agree that education shall be directed to the full development of the human personality and the 
sense of its dignity, and shall strengthen the respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms.  
 
They further agree that education shall enable all persons to participate effectively in a free 
society, promote understanding, tolerance and friendship among all nations and all racial, ethnic 
or religious groups, and further the activities of the United Nations for the maintenance of peace. 
 
… 
 
Article 15  
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1. The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the right of everyone:  

(a) To take part in cultural life;  

(b) To enjoy the benefits of scientific progress and its applications;  

(c) To benefit from the protection of the moral and material interests resulting from any scientific, 
literary or artistic production of which he is the author.  

2. The steps to be taken by the States Parties to the present Covenant to achieve the full realization 
of this right shall include those necessary for the conservation, the development and the diffusion 
of science and culture.  

3. The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to respect the freedom indispensable for 
scientific research and creative activity.  

4. The States Parties to the present Covenant recognize the benefits to be derived from the 
encouragement and development of international contacts and co-operation in the scientific and 
cultural fields.  

 
 
Article 16  

1. The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to submit in conformity with this part of 
the Covenant reports on the measures which they have adopted and the progress made in 
achieving the observance of the rights recognized herein."  

 
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
16 December 1966 
Entry into force 3 January 1976 
http://www.ohchr.org/en/professionalinterest/pages/cescr.aspx  
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Right to life shall be protected by law. 
 
Right to opinions without interference. 
 
Freedom to receive information. 
 
Each State "undertakes" to "ensure" rights for all. 
 
Each State commits to "adopt such legislative or other measures as may be necessary" for 
the rights in the Covenant. 
 
Each State commits that any person whose rights or freedoms in the Covenant are violated 
"shall have an effective remedy". 
 
 
 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966) 
 
 
Adopted and opened for signature, ratification and accession by General Assembly resolution 
2200A (XXI) December 1966 
 
"Entry into force 23 March 1976, in accordance with Article 49"  

 
 
"Article 2.  
 
1. Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals 
within its territory and subject to its jurisdiction the rights recognized in the present Covenant,  
 
without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other 
opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status. 
 
 
2. Where not already provided for by existing legislative or other measures,  
 
each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to take the necessary steps,  
 
in accordance with its constitutional processes and with the provisions of the present Covenant,  
 
to adopt such legislative or other measures as may be necessary to give effect to the rights 
recognized in the present Covenant. 
 
 
3. Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes: 
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(a) To ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms as herein recognized are violated shall 
have an effective remedy, notwithstanding that the violation has been committed by persons acting 
in an official capacity; 
 
(b) To ensure that any person claiming such a remedy shall have his right thereto determined by 
competent judicial, administrative or legislative authorities, or by any other competent authority 
provided for by the legal system of the State, and to develop the possibilities of judicial remedy; 
 
(c) To ensure that the competent authorities shall enforce such remedies when granted. 
 
... 
 
 
Article 6 

1. Every human being has the inherent right to life.  
 
This right shall be protected by law.  
 
No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his life.  

… 
 
 
Article 18 

1. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion.  
 
This right shall include freedom to have or to adopt a religion or belief of his choice, and freedom, 
either individually or in community with others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or 
belief in worship, observance, practice and teaching.  

2. No one shall be subject to coercion which would impair his freedom to have or to adopt a 
religion or belief of his choice.  

… 
 
 
Article 19 

1. Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without interference.  

2. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; this right shall include freedom to seek, 
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in 
writing or in print, in the form of art, or through any other media of his choice.  
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3. The exercise of the rights provided for in paragraph 2 of this article carries with it special 
duties and responsibilities. It may therefore be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall only 
be such as are provided by law and are necessary:  

(a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others;  

(b) For the protection of national security or of public order (ordre public), or of public health or 
morals.  

 
 
Article 20  

1. Any propaganda for war shall be prohibited by law.  

2. Any advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to 
discrimination, hostility or violence shall be prohibited by law.  

 
… 

 
Article 25.  
 
Every citizen shall have the right and the opportunity, without any of the distinctions mentioned 
in article 2 and without unreasonable restrictions: 

(a) To take part in the conduct of public affairs" 
 
 
 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

Adopted and opened for signature, ratification and accession by General Assembly resolution 
2200A (XXI)  
December 1966 
Entry into force 23 March 1976, in accordance with Article 49  
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CCPR.aspx 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/publication/unts/volume%2520999/volume-999-i-14668-english.pdf      
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Leave no-one behind: "for all human beings a life consonant with freedom and dignity and 

conducive to physical, mental, social and spiritual welfare." 

 

International Conference on Human Rights  

 

(Tehran, 1968) 

 

 

 

 

"The first International Conference on Human Rights was held in Teheran from 22 April to 13 May 1968 to review 

the [progress] made in the 20 years since the adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and 

formulate an agenda for the future.  

 

Among other things,  

 

the International Conference urged all peoples and Governments to dedicate themselves to the principles 

enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights  

 

and to redouble their efforts to provide for all human beings a life consonant with freedom and dignity and 

conducive to physical, mental, social and spiritual welfare." 

 

 
http://www.un.org/en/development/devagenda/humanrights.shtml  
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Full employment. Social justice. Integrated development.  Environment. 

 

A primary task is to eliminate evils including inequality and exploitation. 

 

"Social progress and economic growth require recognition of the common interest of all 

nations in the...conservation... of areas of the environment... beyond ... national jurisdiction". 

 

"Social progress and development shall aim at the continuous raising of the material and 

spiritual standards of living of all members of society". 

 

"Main goals" include "The protection and improvement of the human environment."   

 

Declaration on Social Progress and Development (1969) 

 
 
Proclaimed by General Assembly resolution 2542 (XXIV) of 11 December 1969  

 
 
The General Assembly ,   

Mindful of the pledge  
of Members of the United Nations under the Charter  
to take joint and separate action in co-operation with the Organization  
to promote  
higher standards of living,  
full employment  
and conditions of economic and social progress and development,   

Reaffirming faith in human rights and fundamental freedoms and in  
the principles of  
peace, of  
the dignity and worth of the human person, and of  
social justice  
proclaimed in the Charter,   
 

Recalling the principles of  
 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,  
 
the International Covenants on Human Rights, 

 the Declaration of the Rights of the Child, 

 the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, 
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 the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, 

 the United Nations Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, 

 the Declaration on the Promotion among Youth of the Ideals of Peace, Mutual Respect and 
Understanding between Peoples, 

the Declaration on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women  
 
and of resolutions of the United Nations,   

 
Bearing in mind the standards already set for social progress in the constitutions, conventions, 
recommendations and resolutions of  
 
the International Labour Organisation, 

the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 

the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, 

the World Health Organization, 

the United Nations Children's Fund  
 
and of other organizations concerned,   

 
 
Convinced that man can achieve complete fulfilment of his aspirations only within a just social 

order and that it is consequently of cardinal importance to accelerate social and economic 
progress everywhere, thus contributing to international peace and solidarity,  
  

Convinced that  
international peace and security on the one hand,  
and social progress and economic development on the other,  
are closely interdependent and influence each other,   

 
Persuaded that social development can be promoted by peaceful coexistence, friendly relations 
and co-operation among States with different social, economic or political systems,   

 
Emphasizing the interdependence of economic and social development in the wider process of 
growth and change, as well as the importance of  
a strategy of integrated development which takes full account at all stages of its social aspects,   
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Regretting the inadequate progress achieved in the world social situation despite the efforts of 
States and the international community,   

 Recognizing that the primary responsibility for the development of the developing countries rests 
on those countries themselves and acknowledging the pressing need to narrow and eventually 
close the gap in the standards of living between economically more advanced and developing 
countries and, to that end, that  
 
Member States shall have the responsibility to pursue internal and external policies designed to 
promote social development throughout the world, and in particular to assist developing 
countries to accelerate their economic growth,   

 
Recognizing the urgency of devoting to works of peace and social progress resources being 
expended on armaments and wasted on conflict and destruction,   

 
Conscious of the contribution that science and technology can render towards meeting the needs 
common to all humanity,   

Believing that the primary task of all States and international organizations is to eliminate from 
the life of society all evils and obstacles to social progress, particularly such evils as inequality, 

exploitation, war, colonialism and racism, 
  

Desirous of promoting the progress of all mankind towards these goals and of overcoming all 
obstacles to their realization,   

 
Solemnly proclaims this Declaration on Social Progress and Development and calls for national 
and international action for its use as a common basis for social development policies:   

 
 

 
Part I  

PRINCIPLES  

 
Article 1   

All peoples and all human beings, without distinction as to race, colour, sex, language, religion, 
nationality, ethnic origin, family or social status, or political or other conviction, shall have the 
right to live in dignity and freedom and to enjoy the fruits of social progress and should, on their 
part, contribute to it.   
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Article 2   

Social progress and development shall be founded on respect for the dignity and value of the 
human person and shall ensure the promotion of human rights and social justice, which requires:   

 
( a ) The immediate and final elimination of all forms of inequality, [!] exploitation of peoples and 
individuals, colonialism and racism, including nazism and apartheid , and all other policies and 
ideologies opposed to the purposes and principles of the United Nations;   

 
( b ) The recognition and effective implementation of civil and political rights as well as of 
economic, social and cultural rights without any discrimination.   
 

… 

 
 
Article 9   

Social progress and development are the common concerns of the international community, which 
shall supplement, by concerted international action, national efforts to raise the living standards 
of peoples.   

Social progress and economic growth require recognition of the common interest of all nations 

in the exploration, conservation, use and exploitation, exclusively for peaceful purposes and in 
the interests of all mankind, of those areas of the environment such as outer space and the sea-
bed and ocean floor and the subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of national jurisdiction, in 
accordance with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations.   

 
… 

 
Part II  

OBJECTIVES  

Social progress and development shall aim at the continuous raising of the material and spiritual 
standards of living of all members of society, with respect for and in compliance with human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, through the attainment of the following main goals:   

 
… 
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Article 10   
 

( a ) The assurance at all levels of the right to work and the right of everyone to form trade unions 
and workers' associations and to bargain collectively;  
 
promotion of full productive employment and elimination of unemployment and under-
employment;  
 
establishment of equitable and favourable conditions of work for all,  
 
including the improvement of health and safety conditions;  
 
assurance of just remuneration for labour without any discrimination as well as a sufficiently high 
minimum wage to ensure a decent standard of living;  
 
the protection of the consumer;   

 

( b ) The elimination of hunger and malnutrition and the guarantee of the right to proper 

nutrition;   

 

( c ) The elimination of poverty; the assurance of a steady improvement in levels of living and of a 
just and equitable distribution of income;   

 

 ( d ) The achievement of the highest standards of health and the provision of health protection for 

the entire population, if possible free of charge;   

 

( e ) The eradication of illiteracy and the assurance of the right to universal access to culture, to 
free compulsory education at the elementary level and to free education at all levels; the raising 
of the general level of life-long education;   

 

( f ) The provision for all, particularly persons in low income groups and large families, of 

adequate housing and community services.   

 
 

Social progress and development shall aim equally at the progressive attainment of the following 
main goals:   
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Article 11   

( a ) The provision of comprehensive social security schemes and social welfare services; the 
establishment and improvement of social security and insurance schemes for all persons who, 
because of illness, disability or old age, are temporarily or permanently unable to earn a living, 
with a view to ensuring a proper standard of living for such persons and for their families and 
dependants;   

 

( b ) The protection of the rights of the mother and child; concern for the upbringing and health of 
children; the provision of measures to safeguard the health and welfare of women and 
particularly of working mothers during pregnancy and the infancy of their children, as well as of 
mothers whose earnings are the sole source of livelihood for the family; the granting to women 
of pregnancy and maternity leave and allowances without loss of employment or wages;   

 

( c ) The protection of the rights and the assuring of the welfare of children, the aged and the 

disabled; the provision of protection for the physically or mentally disadvantaged;   

 

( d ) The education of youth in, and promotion among them of, the ideals of justice and peace, 
mutual respect and understanding among peoples; the promotion of full participation of youth in 

the process of national development;   

 

 (e) The provision of social defence measures and the elimination of conditions leading to crime 
and delinquency, especially juvenile delinquency;   

 

( f ) The guarantee that all individuals, without discrimination of any kind, are made aware of 
their rights and obligations and receive the necessary aid in the exercise and safeguarding of 

their rights.   

 

 

 Social progress and development shall further aim at achieving the following main objectives:   

 

 
Article 12   
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( a ) The creation of conditions for rapid and sustained social and economic development, 
particularly in the developing countries; change in international economic relations; new and 
effective methods of international co-operation in which equality of opportunity should be as 
much a prerogative of nations as of individuals within a nation;   

 
( b ) The elimination of all forms of discrimination and exploitation and all other practices and 

ideologies contrary to the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations;   

 
( c ) The elimination of all forms of foreign economic exploitation, particularly that practised by 
international monopolies, in order to enable the people of every country to enjoy in full the 
benefits of their national resources.   

 

Social progress and development shall finally aim at the attainment of the following main goals:   

 
Article 13   

( a ) Equitable sharing of scientific and technological advances by developed and developing 
countries, and a steady increase in the use of science and technology for the benefit of the social 
development of society;   

( b ) The establishment of a harmonious balance between scientific, technological and material 
progress and the intellectual, spiritual, cultural and moral advancement of humanity;   

( c ) The protection and improvement of the human environment."   

 
 
Declaration on Social Progress and Development  
Proclaimed by General Assembly resolution 2542 (XXIV)  
of 11 December 1969  
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"All-out attack" on hunger and poverty.   

 

"Above all, agrarian reform".    

 

Situation "intolerable".  

 

Arms spending "insane".   

 

Fair trade.   

 

We urge action on threat of contamination and destruction of the environment. 

 

Economic growth geared to the basic needs of the people. 

 

Food and development are "too important for experts":  

 

 

Second World Food Congress (1970)   

 
 

 

Final Declaration of the Second World Food Congress 

June 1970 

 

 
 
"Food is the first need of every human being — a fundamental human right.  
 
But for hundreds of millions throughout the world that need is not met and that right is denied.  
 
This is intolerable. 

 

We come to the Second World Food Congress determined to unite in an all-out attack on the 
scourge of hunger and poverty.  
 
Recent technological advances have stirred our hopes but inadequate pace of economic and social 
development has deepened our frustration. 

 

Men and women of many countries, age groups and professions, with deep and often conflicting 
convictions, we have confronted each other in complete frankness.  
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The dominant theme was immediate action.  
 
We value the opportunity for this unique dialogue. 

 

Our overriding and unanimous conclusion is positive. The battle against hunger and 
underdevelopment can be won. A green revolution is underway in many developing countries. 
Everywhere groups begin to attack public apathy toward development. The Indicative World Plan 
shows the contribution that agriculture can and must make. 

 

But victory depends on a massive effort by the entire world community.  
 
It is not enough to think only of food.  

 
The development of every man, woman and child is at stake.  
 
It is thwarted by  
 
injustice,  

 

exploitation,  

 

discrimination  

 

and all manifestations of human selfishness.  
 
 
Many believe that this scandal can only be ended by a radical transformation of contemporary 
power structures, international economic relations and social values. 
 

We cannot wait for these problems to solve themselves. They are so vast and intricate that their 
solution requires active participation of every single person. We must act now. 
 

We will urge support for our governments in all authentic efforts to build a worldwide partnership 
for progress to which people aspire, but we can no longer tolerate empty pledges. 

All governments must drastically increase the supply of resources for development and channel an 
increasing proportion through an improved system of international cooperation.  
 
Is it not insane to spend such vast sums on armaments when resources for development are so 
deeply needed? 
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Governments must ensure that the knowledge of different population policies is available to all, 
and that people are free to follow the mandates of their own conscience in the matter of family 
size. 

We urge governments to transform inequitable trade arrangements which are a barrier to 
development.  
 
Increased export opportunities must be provided for developing countries. 

We urge governments to provide farmers and fishermen with the means, services and incentives 
required to meet growing food needs.  
 
Is it not absurd that the men and women provide our food are so often the object of contempt and 
neglect?  
 
Above all, governments must not shirk any agrarian reform needed to enhance the status and 
dignity of rural people, improve their incomes and release their energies for increased production.  
 
Since insufficient numbers can find productive employment in urban occupations, employment 
opportunities in rural areas must be increased by all possible means. 

FAO and other international agencies should reorient their policies and programmes in line with 
the findings of this congress. They must be provided with the necessary means and resources. 

 

We urge FAO and other international agencies to marshal their resources to alleviate the growing 

threat of contamination and destruction of the environment. 

 
In addition to the assistance they give to governments, FAO and other international agencies 
must do more to provide national and community groups with the information and other support 
the require for their development efforts.  
 
We urge private investors to give preference to undertakings which make the maximum 
contribution to an economic growth which is geared to the basic needs of the people. 

 

We urge voluntary organizations whose aim is community service to adapt their structures and 
free their resources for development according to the principals set for in the findings of this 
Congress. 
 

We urge producer groups, labour unions, trade organizations and other influential private groups 
to accept the imperatives of development as a major factor in determining their policies. 
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The dialogue initiated at this Congress must continue.  
 
Food and development are too important to be left only to the experts." 
 
 
Above text from:  
http://freedomfromhungerproject.weebly.com/blog#_ftnref1  
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"States should adopt an integrated and coordinated approach to their development planning so 
as to ensure that development is compatible with the need to protect and improve environment" 
 
Must preserve non-renewable resources and ensure they benefit all. 
 
Planning should aim at "maximum social, economic and environmental benefits for all". 
 
"Special attention on malnutrition";  "mass production of high-protein and multipurpose 
foods". 
 
 
Action Plan for the Human Environment;   
 
Declaration of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment 
 
(1972) 
 
 
 
 
"Declaration of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment 

The United Nations Conference on the Human Environment, having met at Stockholm from 5 to 16 
June 1972,having considered the need for a common outlook and for common principles to inspire 
and guide the peoples of the world in the preservation and enhancement of the human 
environment,  

Proclaims that:  

1. Man is both creature and moulder of his environment, which gives him physical 
sustenance and affords him the opportunity for intellectual, moral, social and 
spiritual growth. In the long and tortuous evolution of the human race on this 
planet a stage has been reached when, through the rapid acceleration of science 
and technology, man has acquired the power to transform his environment in 
countless ways and on an unprecedented scale. Both aspects of man's environment, 
the natural and the man-made, are essential to his well-being and to the enjoyment 
of basic human rights the right to life itself. 
 
... 
 
4. In the developing countries most of the environmental problems are caused by 
under-development. Millions continue to live far below the minimum levels 
required for a decent human existence, deprived of adequate food and clothing, 
shelter and education, health and sanitation. Therefore, the developing countries 
must direct their efforts to development, bearing in mind their priorities and the 
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need to safeguard and improve the environment. For the same purpose, the 
industrialized countries should make efforts to reduce the gap themselves and the 
developing countries. In the industrialized countries, environmental problems are 
generally related to industrialization and technological development. 
 
... 
 

Principle 1  

Man has the fundamental right to freedom, equality and adequate conditions of life, in an 
environment of a quality that permits a life of dignity and well-being, and he bears a solemn 
responsibility to protect and improve the environment for present and future generations. In this 
respect, policies promoting or perpetuating apartheid, racial segregation, discrimination, colonial 
and other forms of oppression and foreign domination stand condemned and must be eliminated.  

 
 
Principle 2  

The natural resources of the earth, including the air, water, land, flora and fauna and especially 
representative samples of natural ecosystems, must be safeguarded for the benefit of present and 
future generations through careful planning or management, as appropriate.  

 
 
Principle 3  

The capacity of the earth to produce vital renewable resources must be maintained and, wherever 
practicable, restored or improved.  

 
 
Principle 4  

Man has a special responsibility to safeguard and wisely manage the heritage of wildlife and its 
habitat, which are now gravely imperilled by a combination of adverse factors. Nature 
conservation, including wildlife, must therefore receive importance in planning for economic 
development.  

 
 
Principle 5  

The non-renewable resources of the earth must be employed in such a way as to guard against the 
danger of their future exhaustion and to ensure that benefits from such employment are shared 
by all mankind.  
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... 

 
Principle 13  

In order to achieve a more rational management of resources and thus to improve the 
environment, States should adopt an integrated and coordinated approach to their development 
planning so as to ensure that development is compatible with the need to protect and improve 
environment for the benefit of their population.  

 
 
Principle 14  

Rational planning constitutes an essential tool for reconciling any conflict between the needs of 
development and the need to protect and improve the environment.  

 
 
Principle 15  

Planning must be applied to human settlements and urbanization with a view to avoiding adverse 
effects on the environment and obtaining maximum social, economic and environmental benefits 
for all.  
 
In this respect projects which arc designed for colonialist and racist domination must be 
abandoned.  

 
... 
 
 
Principle 19  

Education in environmental matters, for the younger generation as well as adults, giving due 
consideration to the underprivileged, is essential in order to broaden the basis for an enlightened 
opinion and responsible conduct by individuals, enterprises and communities in protecting and 
improving the environment in its full human dimension. It is also essential that mass media of 
communications avoid contributing to the deterioration of the environment, but, on the contrary, 
disseminates information of an educational nature on the need to project and improve the 
environment in order to enable mal to develop in every respect."  

 

http://staging.unep.org/Documents.Multilingual/default.asp?DocumentID=97&ArticleID=1503&l
=en 
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"Adoption of the Action Plan for the Human Environment 

339. At its 1st plenary meeting, held on 5 June 1972, the Conference decided to adopt as the basis 
for its consideration of recommendations for action at the international level, the framework for 
environmental action suggested by the Secretary-General of the Conference and described in 
Conference document A/CONF.48/5.  

340. At its 20th plenary meeting, held on 16 June 1972, the President of the Conference proposed 
that the Conference, having accepted the framework for environmental action and having adopted 
recommendations for action at the international level, entrust the Secretary-General of the 
Conference with the task of fitting the recommendations which the Conference had adopted into 
the framework,' and that, on that understanding, the Action Plan for the Human Environment be 
approved for inclusion in the report of the Conference. The President's proposal was adopted by 
the Conference."   

 

http://web.archive.org/web/20081212233303/http://www.unep.org/Documents.Multilingual/defaul
t.asp?DocumentID=97&ArticleID=1500&l=en  
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"B - Recommendations for action at the international level 

The texts of the recommendations adopted by the United Nations Conference on the Human 
Environment (see chapter X) are given below.'  

PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT OF HUMAN SETTLEMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY  

Recommendation I  

The planning, improvement and management of rural and urban settlements demand an approach, 
at all levels, which embraces all aspects of the human environment, both natural and Man-Made.  
 
Accordingly, it is recommended:  

(a) That all development assistance agencies, whether international, such as the United Nations 
Development Programme and the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development, 
regional or national, should in their development assistance activities also give high priority 
within available resources to requests from Governments for assistance in the planning of human 
settlements, notably in housing, transportation, water, sewerage and public health, the 
mobilization of human and financial resources, the improvement of transitional urban settlements 
and the provision and maintenance of essential community services, in order to achieve as far as 
possible the social well-being of the receiving country as a whole;  

(b) That these agencies also be prepared to assist the less industrialized countries in solving the 
environmental problems of development projects; to this end they should actively support the 
training and encourage the recruitment of requisite personnel, as far as possible within these 
countries themselves.  

 
Recommendation 2  

1. It is recommended that Governments should designate to the Secretary-General areas in which 
they have committed themselves (or are prepared to commit themselves) to a long-term 
programme of improvement and global promotion of the environment.  

(a) In this connection, countries are invited to share internationally all relevant information on the 
problems they encounter and the solutions they devise in developing these areas.  

(b) Countries concerned will presumably appoint an appropriate body to plan such a programme, 
and to supervise its implementation, for areas which could vary in size from a city block to a 
national region; presumably, too, the programme will be designated to serve, among other 
purposes, as a vehicle for the preparation and launching of experimental and pilot projects. -  
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(c) Countries which are willing to launch an improvement programme should be prepared to 
welcome international cooperation, seeking the advice or assistance of competent international 
bodies.  

 
2. It is further recommended.  

(a) That in order to ensure the success of the programme, Governments should urge the Secretary 
General to undertake a process of planning and coordination whereby contact would be 
established with nations likely to participate in the programme; international teams of experts 
might be assembled for that purpose;  

(b) That a Conference/Demonstration on Experimental Human Settlements should be held under 
the auspices of the United Nations in order to provide for coordination and the exchange of 
information and to demonstrate to world public opinion the potential of this approach by means of 
a display of experimental projects;  

(c) That nations should take into consideration Canada's offer to organize such a 
Conference/Demonstration and to act as host to it.  

 
Recommendation 3  

Certain aspects of human settlements can have international implications, for example, the 
"export" of pollution from urban and industrial areas, and the effects of seaports on international 
hinterlands. Accordingly, it is recommended that the attention of Governments be drawn to the 
need to consult bilaterally or regionally whenever environmental conditions or development plans 
in one country could have repercussions in one or more neighboring countries.  

... 
 
 
Recommendation 13  

It is recommended that the United Nations agencies should focus special attention on the 
provision of assistance for combating the menace of human malnutrition rampant in many parts 
of the world.  
 
Such assistance will cover training, research and development endeavors on such matters as 
causes of malnutrition, mass production of high-protein and multipurpose foods, qualitative and 
quantitative characteristics of routine foods, and the launching of applied nutrition programmes.  

... 

Recommendation 42  

It is recommended that Governments, in cooperation with the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations and the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations where indicated, 
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initiate immediately, in cooperation with all interested parties, programmes of exploration and 
collection wherever endangered species have been identified which are not included in existing 
collections:  

(a) An emergency programme, with the cooperation of the Man and the Biosphere Programme, of 
plant exploration and collection should be launched on the basis of the FAO List of Emergency 
Situations for a five-year period;  
 
... 

Recommendation 45 
 
... five-year emergency programme on the conservation of endangered species" 

 

 
Report of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment  
Stockholm 1972  
http://staging.unep.org/Documents.Multilingual/default.asp?DocumentID=97 
http://staging.unep.org/Documents.Multilingual/Default.Print.asp?DocumentID=97&ArticleID=15
06&l=en  
http://staging.unep.org/Documents.Multilingual/default.asp?DocumentID=97&ArticleID=1506&l
=en 
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Environment:  UN General Assembly resolutions of 1972  

 
 
 
•  Institutional and Financial Arrangements for International Environmental Cooperation [1972] 
UNGA 85; A/RES/2997 (XXVII) (15 December 1972)  
 

•  United Nations Conference on the Human Environment [1972] UNGA 86; A/RES/2994 
(XXVII) (15 December 1972)  

 
•  Development and Environment [1972] UNGA 91; A/RES/3002 (XXVII) (15 December 1972)  

 
•  International Responsibility of States in Regard to the Environment [1972] UNGA 92; 
A/RES/2996 (XXVII) (15 December 1972)  

 
•  Cooperation Between States in the Field of the Environment [1972] UNGA 95; A/RES/2995 
(XXVII) (15 December 1972)  

 
•  Measures for Protecting and Enhancing the Environment [1972] UNGA 100; A/RES/3000 
(XXVII) (15 December 1972) 
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Equality.  UN member states "solemnly proclaim determination to work urgently" for a New 

International Economic Order based on equity "which shall correct inequalities"; "eliminate 

the widening gap between the developed and the developing countries"; "banish the prevailing 

disparities"; prosperity for all.   Fair trade.  Regulation of transnational corporations on the 

basis of full national sovereignty. 

 

Declaration on the Establishment of a New International Economic Order (1974) 

 

 

 
"The General Assembly  

Adopts the following Declaration:  

Declaration on the Establishment of a New International Economic Order 

We, the Members of the United Nations,  

Having convened a special session of the General Assembly to study for the first time the 
problems of raw materials and development, devoted to the consideration of the most important 
economic problems facing the world community,  

Bearing in mind the spirit, purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations to 
promote the economic advancement and social progress of all peoples,  

Solemnly proclaim our united determination to work urgently for the Establishment of a New 
International Economic Order  
 
based on equity, sovereign equality, interdependence, common interest and cooperation among 
all States, irrespective of their economic and social systems which shall correct inequalities and 
redress existing injustices, make it possible to eliminate the widening gap between the developed 
and the developing countries and ensure steadily accelerating economic and social development 
and peace and justice for present and future generations...  

 
The developing countries, which constitute 70 per cent of the world's population, account for only 
30 per cent of the world's income. ... 

 
The new international economic order should be founded on full respect for the following 
principles:  

 
a. Sovereign equality of States, self-determination of all peoples, inadmissibility of the acquisition 
of territories by force, territorial integrity and non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
States;  
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b. The broadest co-operation of all the States members of the international community, based on 
equity, whereby the prevailing disparities in the world may be banished and prosperity secured 
for all; ... 
 
 
f. The right of all States, territories and peoples under foreign occupation, alien and colonial 
domination or apartheid to restitution and full compensation for the exploitation arid depletion 
of, and damages to, the natural resources and all other resources of those States, territories and 
peoples;  

 
g. Regulation and supervision of the activities of transnational corporations by taking measures 
in the interest of the national economies of the countries where such transnational corporations 
operate on the basis of the full sovereignty of those countries; ... 

 
j. Just and equitable relationship between the prices of raw materials, primary commodities, 
manufactured and semi-manufactured goods exported by developing countries and the prices of 
raw materials, primary commodities, manufactures, capital goods and equipment imported by 
them with the aim of bringing about sustained improvement in their unsatisfactory terms of trade 
and the expansion of the world economy;... 
 
 
k. Extension of active assistance to developing countries by the whole international community, 
free of any political or military conditions;  
 
 

l. Ensuring that one of the main aims of the reformed international monetary system shall be the 
promotion of the development of the developing countries and the adequate flow of real resources 
to them; 
 
 
n. Preferential and non-reciprocal treatment for developing countries, wherever feasible, in all 
fields of international economic co-operation whenever possible;  

 
 
o. Securing favourable conditions for the transfer of financial resources to developing countries.  
 
 
p. Giving to the developing countries access to the achievements of modern science and 
technology, and promoting the transfer of technology and the creation of indigenous technology 
for the benefit of the developing countries in forms and in accordance with procedures which are 
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suited to their economies;  
 
q. The need for all States to put an end to the waste of natural resources, including food 
products... 
 
 
5. The unanimous adoption of the International Development Strategy for the Second United 

Nations Development Decade (Resolution 2626 (XXV)) was an important step in the promotion of 
international economic co-operation on a just and equitable basis.  
 
The accelerated implementation of obligations and commitments assumed by the international 
community within the framework of the Strategy, particularly those concerning imperative 
development needs of developing countries, would contribute significantly to the fulfilment of the 
aims and objectives of the present Declaration." 
 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly  
3201 (S-VI) 
1 May 1974 
http://www.un-documents.net/s6r3201.htm   
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Adequate nutrition for all is in world's power.   

 

More equitable distribution of food is "fundamental responsibility of governments". 

 

Fair trade.    

 

Fair economic order.   

 

"The eradication of hunger is a common objective...especially of the developed countries". 

 

"Every endeavour to prevent wastage of food". 

 

About 460 million people are chronically malnourished. 

 

"To assure...conservation of natural resources....which might be utilized...for food 

production, all countries must collaborate in order to facilitate the preservation of the 

environment" 
 

In decisions on farm support, "developed countries should take into account, as far as 

possible, the interest of the food-exporting developing countries". 
 

World Food Conference,  

Universal Declaration on the Eradication of Hunger and Malnutrition (1974)   

 

 

 

 

"World Food Conference Opens in Rome  

 

Government Ministers from more than 100 countries assembled in Rome on 5 November [1974] to 
decide whether anything effective could be done to save about 500 million people from chronic 
hunger and millions from threatened starvation.  
 
The most immediate concern of the more than 1,000 delegates and as many observers, when UN 
Secretary-General Kurt Waldheim called the UN World Food Conference to order in the Palazzo 
dei Congressi, was the actual or threatened famine in Asia, Africa and Latin America.  
 
But looming beyond this immediate threat is the much greater challenge of chronic malnutrition 
that currently limits and warps the lives of an estimated 460,000,000 people and of laying the 
foundations for increasing food production in the developing countries to meet the needs of twice 
as many people by the end of the century as are alive now.  
 
The Conference secretariat, in documentation prepared for the Conference, asserts that the 
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technical means to accomplish this exist.  
 
Their application, however, depends on the creation of the political will to mobilize the substantial 
resources needed from both traditional and new sources of world wealth." 

http://www.unmultimedia.org/photo/detail.jsp?auto=1&id=248/248019&key=47&query=coverage
:%22Italy%22&sf=date&so=0  
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From Henry Kissinger's statement to the Conference: 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

"The profound promise of our era is that for the first time we may have the technical capacity to 
free mankind from the scourge of hunger.   
 
Therefore, today we must proclaim a bold objective – that within a decade no child will go to bed 
hungry, that no family will fear for its nest day's bread, and that no human being's future and 
capacities will be stunted by malnutrition." 
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UNIVERSAL DECLARATION ON THE ERADICATION OF HUNGER AND 

MALNUTRITION  

 

1974 
 
 
 
 
Recognizing that :  

 
( a ) The grave food crisis...acutely jeopardizes  
the most fundamental principles and values associated with the  
right to life and human dignity  
as enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights;  

 
 
( b ) The elimination of hunger and malnutrition,  
included as one of the objectives in the United Nations Declaration on Social Progress and 
Development, and the  
elimination of the causes that determine this situation  
are the common objectives of all nations;  
 

 
 
( c ) The situation of the peoples afflicted by hunger and malnutrition  
arises from  
their historical circumstances,  
especially social inequalities,  

including in many cases alien and colonial domination, foreign occupation, racial discrimination, 
apartheid and neo-colonialism in all its forms, which continue to be among the greatest obstacles 
to the full emancipation and progress of the developing countries and all the peoples involved;  

 
 
( d ) This situation has been aggravated in recent years by a series of crises to which the world 
economy has been subjected, such as  
 
the deterioration in the international monetary system,  
the inflationary increase in import costs,  
the heavy burdens imposed by external debt on the balance of payments of many developing 
countries,  
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a rising food demand partly due to demographic pressure, speculation, and a shortage of, and 
increased costs for, essential agricultural inputs;  

 
 
( e ) These phenomena should be considered within the framework of the on-going negotiations 

on the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States,  
and the General Assembly of the United Nations should be urged unanimously to agree upon, and 
to adopt, a Charter that will be an effective instrument for the establishment of new international 
economic relations based on principles of equity and justice;  
 
 

( f ) All countries, big or small, rich or poor, are equal. All countries have the full right to 
participate in the decisions on the food problem; 
 
  

( g ) The well-being of the peoples of the world largely depends on the adequate production and 
distribution of food  
 
as well as the establishment of a world food security system which would ensure adequate 
availability of, and reasonable prices for, food at all times, irrespective of periodic fluctuations 
and vagaries of weather and free of political and economic pressures, and should thus facilitate, 
amongst other things, the development process of developing countries;  
 
 

( h ) Peace and justice encompass an economic dimension helping  
the solution of the world economic problems,  
the liquidation of under-development,  
offering  
a lasting and definitive solution of the food problem for all peoples  
and guaranteeing to all countries the right to implement freely and effectively their development 
programmes.  
 
To this effect, it is necessary to eliminate threats and resort to force  
and to promote peaceful co-operation between States to the fullest extent possible,  
to apply the principles of non-interference in the internal affairs of other States, full equality of 

rights and respect of national independence and sovereignty, as well as to encourage the 
peaceful co-operation between all States, irrespective of their political, social and economic 
systems.  
 
The further improvement of international relations will create better conditions for international 
co-operation in all fields which should make possible large financial and material resources to be 
used, inter alia, for developing agricultural production and substantially improving world food 
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security;  
 

 
( i ) For a lasting solution of the food problem all efforts should be made to eliminate the 
widening gaps which today separate developed and developing countries and to bring about a 
new international economic order.  
 
It should be possible for all countries to participate actively and effectively in the new 
international economic relations by the establishment of suitable international systems, where 
appropriate, capable of producing adequate action in order to establish just and equitable 

relations in international economic co-operation;  

 
 
( j ) Developing countries reaffirm their belief that the primary responsibility for ensuring their 
own rapid development rests with themselves.  
 
They declare, therefore, their readiness to continue to intensify their individual and collective 
efforts with a view to expanding their mutual co-operation in the field of agricultural development 
and food production, including the eradication of hunger and malnutrition; 
 
  

( k ) Since, for various reasons, many developing countries are not yet always able to meet their 
own food needs, urgent and effective international action should be taken to assist them, free of 
political pressures.  

Consistent with the aims and objectives of the Declaration on the Establishment of a New 

International Economic Order and the Programme of Action adopted by the General Assembly at 
its sixth special session,  
 

 
 
The Conference consequently solemnly proclaims :  

 
1. Every man, woman and child has the inalienable right to be free from hunger and malnutrition 
in order to develop fully and maintain their physical and mental faculties.  
 
Society today already possesses sufficient resources, organizational ability and technology and 
hence the competence to achieve this objective.  
 
Accordingly, the eradication of hunger is a common objective of all the countries of the 
international community, especially of the developed countries and others in a position to help.  
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2. It is a fundamental responsibility of Governments to work together for higher food production 
and a more equitable and efficient distribution of food between countries and within countries.  
 
Governments should initiate immediately a greater concerted attack on  
chronic malnutrition and deficiency diseases  
among the vulnerable and lower income groups.  
In order to ensure adequate nutrition for all,  
 
Governments should formulate appropriate food and nutrition policies integrated in overall socio-
economic and agricultural development plans based on adequate knowledge of available as well 
as potential food resources.  
 
The importance of human milk in this connection should be stressed on nutritional grounds.  

 
 
3. Food problems must be tackled during the preparation and implementation of national plans 
and programmes for economic and social development, with emphasis on their humanitarian 

aspects.  

 
 
4. It is a responsibility of each State concerned, in accordance with its sovereign judgement and 
internal legislation, to remove the obstacles to food production and to provide proper incentives 
to agricultural producers.  
 
Of prime importance for the attainment of these objectives are effective measures of socio-

economic transformation by  
agrarian, tax, credit and investment policy reform  
and the reorganization of rural structures, such as  
the reform of the conditions of ownership,  
the encouragement of producer and consumer co-operatives,  
the mobilization of the full potential of human resources, both male and female, in the developing 
countries for an integrated rural development and  
the involvement of small farmers, fishermen and landless workers in attaining the required food 
production and employment targets.  
 
Moreover, it is necessary to recognize the key role of women in agricultural production and rural 
economy in many countries, and to ensure that appropriate education, extension programmes and 
financial facilities are made available to women on equal terms with men.  
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5. Marine and inland water resources are today becoming more important than ever as a source 
of food and economic prosperity.  
 
Accordingly, action should be taken to promote a rational exploitation of these resources, 
preferably for direct consumption, in order to contribute to meeting the food requirements of all 

peoples.  
 
 

6. The efforts to increase food production should be complemented by every endeavour to prevent 

wastage of food in all its forms.  

 
 
7. To give impetus to food production in developing countries and in particular in the least 
developed and most seriously affected among them, urgent and effective international action 
should be taken, by the developed countries and other countries in a position to do so, to provide 
them with sustained additional technical and financial assistance on favourable terms and in a 
volume sufficient to their needs on the basis of bilateral and multilateral arrangements. 
 
 This assistance must be free of conditions inconsistent with the sovereignty of the receiving States.  

 
 
8. All countries, and primarily the highly industrialized countries, should promote the 
advancement of food production technology and should make all efforts to promote the transfer, 
adaptation and dissemination of appropriate food production technology for the benefit of the 
developing countries and, to that end, they should inter alia make all efforts to disseminate the 

results of their research work to Governments and scientific institutions of developing countries in 
order to enable them to promote a sustained agricultural development.  
 

 
9. To assure the proper conservation of natural resources being utilized, or which might be 
utilized, for food production, all countries must collaborate in order to facilitate the preservation 

of the environment, including the marine environment.  
 

 
10. All developed countries and others able to do so should collaborate technically and financially 
with the developing countries in their efforts to expand land and water resources for agricultural 
production and to assure a rapid increase in the availability, at fair costs, of agricultural inputs 
such as fertilizers and other chemicals, high-quality seeds, credit and technology. Co-operation 
among developing countries, in this connection, is also important.  
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11. All States should strive to the utmost to readjust, where appropriate, their agricultural policies 

to give priority to food production, recognizing in this connection the interrelationship between 
the world food problem and international trade.  
 
In the determination of attitudes towards farm support programmes for domestic food production, 
developed countries should take into account, as far as possible, the interest of the food-

exporting developing countries, in order to avoid detrimental effect on their exports.  
 
Moreover, all countries should co-operate to devise effective steps to deal with the problem of 
stabilizing world markets and promoting equitable and remunerative prices, where appropriate 
through international arrangements, to improve access to markets through reduction or 

elimination of tariff and non-tariff barriers on the products of interest to the developing 
countries, to substantially increase the export earnings of these countries, to contribute to the 
diversification of their exports, and apply to them, in the multilateral trade negotiations, the 
principles as agreed upon in the Tokyo Declaration, including the concept of non-reciprocity and 
more favourable treatment.  
 

 
12. As it is the common responsibility of the entire international community to ensure the 
availability at all times of adequate world supplies of basic food-stuffs by way of appropriate 
reserves, including emergency reserves, all countries should co-operate in the establishment of an 
effective system of world food security by:  

 
Participating in and supporting the operation of the Global Information and Early Warning 
System on Food and Agriculture;  

Adhering to the objectives, policies and guidelines of the proposed International Undertaking on 

World Food Security as endorsed by the World Food Conference;  

Earmarking, where possible, stocks or funds for meeting international emergency food 
requirements as envisaged in the proposed International Undertaking on World Food Security and 
developing international guidelines to provide for the co-ordination and the utilization of such 
stocks;  

Co-operating in the provision of food aid for meeting emergency and nutritional needs as well as 
for stimulating rural employment through development projects.  

All donor countries should accept and implement the concept of forward planning of food aid and 
make all efforts to provide commodities and/or financial assistance that will ensure adequate 
quantities of grains and other food commodities.  

Time is short. Urgent and sustained action is vital.  
 
The Conference, therefore, calls upon all peoples expressing their will as individuals, and through 
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their Governments, and non-governmental organizations, to work together to bring about the end 
of the age-old scourge of hunger.  
 

 
The Conference affirms :  

The determination of the participating States to make full use of the United Nations system in  
the implementation of this Declaration and the other decisions adopted by the Conference." 
 
 
 
 
Adopted on 16 November 1974 by the World Food Conference ... 
 
endorsed by General Assembly resolution 3348 (XXIX) of 17 December 1974  

 
Universal Declaration on the Eradication of Hunger and Malnutrition 
1974 
http://web.archive.org/web/20040923054149/http://www2.ohchr.org/english/law/malnutrition.htm 
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"At the 1974 World Food Conference a resolution was passed recommending the establishment of 
a global surveillance system by FAO, WHO and UNICEF  
 
"to monitor the food and nutrition conditions of the disadvantaged groups of the population at 
risk, and to provide a method of rapid and permanent assessment of all factors which influence 
food consumption patterns and nutritional status" .  
 
This approach was established in international terms after the 1974 World Food Congress and a 
joint FAO/WHO/UNICEF committee in 1975 agreed on the general methodological basis for 
promoting such surveillance activities." 

 
unstats.un.org/unsd/accsub/archive_1974_1999/1988/SA-1988-21-
FoodNutritionSurveillanceProg.pdf 
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Polluting other countries without consent is forbidden.   

 

"In the exploitation of natural resources shared by two or more countries, each State must co-

operate on the basis of a system of information and prior consultations in order to achieve 

optimum use of such resources without causing damage to the legitimate interest of others." 

 

"The environmental policies of all States should enhance and not adversely affect the present 

and future development potential of developing countries."  

 

"Transnational corporations shall not intervene in the internal affairs of a host State." 

 

Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States (1974) 

 

 

 

" Declaring that it is a fundamental purpose of the present Charter to promote the establishment 
of the new international economic order, based on equality, sovereign equality, interdependence, 
common interest and co-operation among all States, irrespective of their economic and social 
systems,  
 

Desirous of contributing to the criterion of conditions for:  

a. The attainment of wider prosperity among all countries and of higher standards of living 
for all peoples,  
 

b. The promotion by the entire international community of the economic and social progress 
of all countries, especially developing countries,  
 

c. The encouragement of co-operation, on the basis of mutual advantage and equitable 
benefits for all peace-loving States which are willing to carry out the provisions of the 
present Charter, in the economic, trade, scientific and technical fields, regardless of 
political, economic or social systems,  
 

d. The overcoming of main obstacles in the way of economic development of the developing 
countries,  
 

e. The acceleration of the economic growth of developing countries with a view to bridging 
the economic gap between developing and developed countries,  
 

f. The protection, preservation and enhancement of the environment, 
  

Mindful of the need to establish and maintain a just and equitable economic and social order 
through:  
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a. The achievement of more rational and equitable international economic relations and the 
encouragement of structural changes in the world economy,  
 

b. The creation of conditions which permit the further expansion of trade and intensification 
of economic co-operation among all nations,  
 

c. The strengthening of the economic independence of developing countries,  
 

d. The establishment and promotion of international economic relations, taking into account 
the agreed differences in development of the developing countries and their specific needs,  

.... 
 
Article 3 

In the exploitation of natural resources shared by two or more countries, each State must co-
operate on the basis of a system of information and prior consultations in order to achieve 
optimum use of such resources without causing damage to the legitimate interest of others." 
  
 
.... 
 
 
Chapter III  

Common Responsibilities Towards the International Community 

Article 29 

The sea-bed and ocean floor and the subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of national jurisdiction, as 
well as the resources of the area, are the common heritage of mankind.  
 
On the basis of the principles adopted by the General Assembly in resolution 2749 (XXV) of 17 
December 1970, all States shall ensure that the exploration of the are and exploitation of its 
resources are carried out exclusively for peaceful purposes and that the benefits derived therefore 
are shared equitably by all States, taking into account the particular interest and needs of 
developing countries;  
 
an international regime applying to the area and its resources and including appropriate 
international machinery to give effect to its provisions shall be established by an international 
treaty of a universal character, generally agreed upon.  
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Article 30 

The protection, preservation and enhancement of the environment for the present and future 
generations is the responsibility of all States.  
 
All States shall endeavour to establish their own environment and development policies in 
conformity with such responsibility.  
 
The environmental policies of all States should enhance and not adversely affect the present 

and future development potential of developing countries.  
 
All States have the responsibility to ensure that activities within their jurisdiction or control do not 
cause damage to the environment of other States or of areas beyond the limits of national 
jurisdiction.  
 
All States should co-operate in evolving international norms and regulations in the field of the 
environment. 
 
 

 
Final Provisions 

Article 31 

All States have the duty to contribute to the balanced expansion of the world economy, taking 
duly into account the close interrelationship between the well-being of the developed countries 
and the growth and development of the developing countries, and the fact that the prosperity of the 
international community as a whole depends upon the prosperity of its constituent parts.  

 
 
Article 32 

No State may use or encourage the use of economic, political or any other type of measures to 
coerce another State in order to obtain from it the subordination of the exercise of its sovereign 
rights.  

 
Article 33 

1. Nothing in the present Charter shall be construed as impairing or derogating from the 
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations or actions taken into pursuance thereof.  
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2. In their interpretation and application, the provisions of the present Charter are interrelated 
and each provision should be construed in the context of the other provisions.  

 
 
Article 34 

An item on the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of Sates shall be included in the agenda 
of the General Assembly at its thirtieth session, and thereafter on the agenda of every fifth 
session,  
 
In this way a systematic and comprehensive consideration of the implementation of the Charter, 
covering both progress achieved and any improvement and additions which might become 
necessary, would be carried out and appropriate measures recommended.  
 
Such consideration should take into account the evolution of all the economic, social, legal and 
other factors related to the principles upon which the present Charter is based and on its 
purpose."  

 
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States 
General Assembly Resolution A/RES/29/3281 
12 December 1974 
UN Documents: Gathering a body of global agreements 
http://www.un-documents.net/a29r3281.htm 
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All States shall take measures to protect people from misuse of new technology hampering 

their human rights.  

 

All States shall make laws to prevent the use of new science and technology to harm human 

rights, fundamental freedoms, or the dignity of the human person. 

 

Declaration on the Use of Scientific and Technological Progress in the Interests of Peace and 

for the Benefit of Mankind (1975) 

 

 

 

"The General Assembly.. 
 
Reaffirming the right of peoples to self-determination and the need to respect human rights and 
freedoms and the dignity of the human person in the conditions of scientific and technological 
progress,  

Desiring to promote the realization of the principles which form the basis of the Charter of the 
United Nations, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenants on 
Human Rights, the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and 
Peoples, the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and 
Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, the Declaration 
on Social Progress and Development, and the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States;  

Solemnly proclaims that:  

1. All States shall promote international co-operation to ensure that the results of scientific and 
technological developments are used in the interests of strengthening international peace and 
security, freedom and independence, and also for the purpose of the economic and social 
development of peoples and the realization of human rights and freedoms in accordance with the 
Charter of the United Nations.  
 

2. All States shall take appropriate measures to prevent the use of scientific and technological 
developments, particularly by the State organs, to limit or interfere with the enjoyment of the 
human rights and fundamental freedoms of the individual as enshrined in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenants on Human Rights and other relevant 
international instruments.  

 
3. All States shall take measures to ensure that scientific and technological achievements satisfy 
the material and spiritual needs for all sectors of the population.  

4. All States shall refrain from any acts involving the use of scientific and technological 
achievements for the purposes of violating the sovereignty and territorial integrity of other States, 
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interfering in their internal affairs, waging aggressive wars, suppressing national liberation 
movements or pursuing a policy of racial discrimination. Such acts are not only a flagrant 
violation of the Charter of the United Nations and principles of international law, but constitute 
an inadmissible distortion of the purposes that should guide scientific and technological 
developments for the benefit of mankind.  

 
5. All States shall co-operate in the establishment, strengthening and development of the scientific 
and technological capacity of developing countries with a view to accelerating the realization of 
the social and economic rights of the peoples of those countries.  

 
6. All States shall take measures to extend the benefits of science and technology to all strata of 
the population and to protect them, both socially and materially, from possible harmful effects of 

the misuse of scientific and technological developments, including their misuse to infringe upon 

the rights of the individual or of the group, particularly with regard to respect for privacy and 
the protection of the human personality and its physical and intellectual integrity.  
 

7. All States shall take the necessary measures, including legislative measures, to ensure that the 
utilization of scientific and technological achievements promotes the fullest realization of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms without any discrimination whatsoever on grounds of race, sex, 
language or religious beliefs.  
 

8. All States shall take effective measures, including legislative measures, to prevent and preclude 
the utilization of scientific and technological achievements to the detriment of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms and the dignity of the human person. 
  
 
9. All States shall, whenever necessary, take action to ensure compliance with legislation 
guaranteeing human rights and freedoms in the conditions of scientific and technological 
developments." 
 
 
Declaration on the Use of Scientific and Technological Progress in the Interests of Peace and for 
the Benefit of Mankind  
General Assembly resolution 3384 (XXX) 
10 November 1975 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/ScientificAndTechnologicalProgress.aspx 



280 
 

Goal: Health for all by 2000 should be a main target of governments. 

 

Existing inequality in health is unacceptable. 

 

Priority to those most in need. 

 

Conference reaffirmed the right to physical and mental health.   

 

(International Conference on Primary Health Care. Declaration of Alma-Ata, 1978)   
 
 
International Conference on Primary Health Care 
 
Alma-Ata, USSR 
 
 6-12 September 1978 
 
 

 
The International Conference on Primary Health Care, meeting in Alma-Ata this twelfth 
day of September in the year Nineteen hundred and seventy-eight,  
 
expressing the need for urgent action by all governments, all health and development workers, 
and the world community  
 
to protect and promote the health of all the people of the world,  
 
hereby makes the following Declaration: 

 

I 

 
The Conference strongly reaffirms that health, which is a state of complete physical, 
mental and social wellbeing, and not merely the absence of disease or infirmity, is a 
fundamental human right and that the attainment of the highest possible level of health is 
a most important world-wide social goal whose realization requires the action of many 
other social and economic sectors in addition to the health sector. 
 

 

II 

 
The existing gross inequality in the health status of the people particularly between 
developed and developing countries as well as within countries is politically, socially and 
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economically unacceptable and is, therefore, of common concern to all countries. 
 

 

 

III 

 

Economic and social development, based on a New International Economic Order, is of 
basic importance to the fullest attainment of health for all and to the reduction of the gap 
between the health status of the developing and developed countries.  
 
The promotion and protection of the health of the people is essential to sustained economic and 
social 
development and contributes to a better quality of life and to world peace.  
 
 
 

IV  

 

The people have the right and duty to participate individually and collectively in the planning and 
implementation of their health care. 
 
 
 

 

V 

 
Governments have a responsibility for the health of their people which can be fulfilled 
only by the provision of adequate health and social measures.  
 
A main social target of governments, international organizations and the whole world community 
in the coming decades should be the attainment by all peoples of the world by the year 2000 of a 
level 
of health that will permit them to lead a socially and economically productive life. 
 
Primary health care is the key to attaining this target as part of development in the spirit 
of social justice. 
 

 

 

VI 

 

Primary health care is essential health care based on practical, scientifically sound and 
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socially acceptable methods and technology made universally accessible to individuals 
and families in the community through their full participation and at a cost that the 
community and country can afford to maintain at every stage of their development in the 
spirit of selfreliance and self-determination. It forms an integral part both of the country's 
health system, of which it is the central function and main focus, and of the overall social 
and economic development of the community. It is the first level of contact of individuals, 
the family and community with the national health system bringing health care as close as 
possible to where people live and work, and constitutes the first element of a continuing 
health care process. 
 

 

 

VII 

 
Primary health care: 
 
1. reflects and evolves from the economic conditions and sociocultural and political 
characteristics of the country and its communities and is based on the application 
of the relevant results of social, biomedical and health services research and 
public health experience; 
 

2. addresses the main health problems in the community, providing promotive, 

preventive, curative and rehabilitative services accordingly; 
 
 
3. includes at least:  
 
education concerning prevailing health problems and the 
methods of preventing and controlling them;  
 
promotion of food supply and proper nutrition;  
 
an adequate supply of safe water and basic sanitation;  
 
maternal and child health care, including family planning;  
 
immunization against the major infectious diseases;  
 
prevention and control of locally endemic diseases; 
 
appropriate treatment of common diseases and injuries;  
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and provision of essential drugs; 
 
 

4. involves, in addition to the health sector, all related sectors and aspects of national 
and community development, in particular agriculture, animal husbandry, food, 
industry, education, housing, public works, communications and other sectors; 
and demands the coordinated efforts of all those sectors; 
 
 

5. requires and promotes maximum community and individual self-reliance and 
participation in the planning, organization, operation and control of primary 
health care, making fullest use of local, national and other available resources; 
and to this end develops through appropriate education the ability of communities 
to participate; 
 

 
6. should be sustained by integrated, functional and mutually supportive referral 
systems, leading to the progressive improvement of comprehensive health care for 
all, and giving priority to those most in need; 
 
 

7. relies, at local and referral levels, on health workers, including physicians, nurses, 
midwives, auxiliaries and community workers as applicable, as well as traditional 
practitioners as needed, suitably trained socially and technically to work as a 
health team and to respond to the expressed health needs of the community. 
 

 

 

VIII 

 

All governments should formulate national policies, strategies and plans of action to 
launch and sustain primary health care as part of a comprehensive national health system 
and in coordination with other sectors. To this end, it will be necessary to exercise 
political will, to mobilize the country's resources and to use available external resources 
rationally. 
 

 

IX 
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All countries should cooperate in a spirit of partnership and service to ensure primary 
health care for all people since the attainment of health by people in any one country 
directly concerns and benefits every other country. In this context the joint 
WHO/UNICEF report on primary health care constitutes a solid basis for the further 
development and operation of primary health care throughout the world. 
 

 

 

X 

 

An acceptable level of health for all the people of the world by the year 2000 can be 
attained through a fuller and better use of the world's resources, a considerable part of 
which is now spent on armaments and military conflicts.  
 
A genuine policy of independence, peace, détente and disarmament could and should release 
additional resources that could well be devoted to peaceful aims and in particular to the 
acceleration 
of social and economic development of which primary health care, as an essential part, should be 
allotted its proper share. 
 
The International Conference on Primary Health Care calls for urgent and effective 
national and international action to develop and implement primary health care 
throughout the world and particularly in developing countries in a spirit of technical 
cooperation and in keeping with a New International Economic Order.  
 
It urges governments, WHO and UNICEF, and other international organizations, as well as 
multilateral and bilateral agencies, nongovernmental organizations, funding agencies, all 
health workers and the whole world community to support national and international 
commitment to primary health care and to channel increased technical and financial 
support to it, particularly in developing countries.  
 
The Conference calls on all the aforementioned to collaborate in introducing, developing and 
maintaining primary health care in accordance with the spirit and content of this Declaration. 

 
International Conference on Primary Health Care 
Alma-Ata, USSR 
6-12 September 1978 
http://www.who.int/publications/almaata_declaration_en.pdf 
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Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women, 1979 
 
 

"The Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), 
adopted in 1979 by the UN General Assembly, is often described as an international bill of rights 
for women.  Consisting of a preamble and 30 articles, it defines what constitutes discrimination 
against women and sets up an agenda for national action to end such discrimination. 
 
The Convention defines discrimination against women as "...any distinction, exclusion or 
restriction made on the basis of sex which has the effect or purpose of impairing or nullifying the 
recognition, enjoyment or exercise by women, irrespective of their marital status, on a basis of 
equality of men and women, of human rights and fundamental freedoms in the political, economic, 
social, cultural, civil or any other field."  

By accepting the Convention, States commit themselves to undertake a series of measures to end 
discrimination against women in all forms, including: 

• to incorporate the principle of equality of men and women in their legal system, abolish all 
discriminatory laws and adopt appropriate ones prohibiting discrimination against 
women; 

• to establish tribunals and other public institutions to ensure the effective protection of 
women against discrimination; and 

• to ensure elimination of all acts of discrimination against women by persons, organizations 
or enterprises. 

 The Convention provides the basis for realizing equality between women and men through 
ensuring women's equal access to, and equal opportunities in, political and public life -- including 
the right to vote and to stand for election -- as well as education, health and employment.  States 
parties agree to take all appropriate measures, including legislation and temporary special 
measures, so that women can enjoy all their human rights and fundamental freedoms. 

The Convention is the only human rights treaty which affirms the reproductive rights of women 
and targets culture and tradition as influential forces shaping gender roles and family 
relations.  It affirms women's rights to acquire, change or retain their nationality and the 
nationality of their children.  States parties also agree to take appropriate measures against all 
forms of traffic in women and exploitation of women.  
 
Countries that have ratified or acceded to the Convention are legally bound to put its provisions 
into practice.  They are also committed to submit national reports, at least every four years, on 
measures they have taken to comply with their treaty obligations." 
 
 
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/cedaw/cedaw.htm 
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"This website provides information about the Convention, the Optional Protocol and the work of 
the Committee up until 31 December 2007. It will not be further updated."  
 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women 
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/cedaw/ 
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Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women, 1979; 

entered into force 3 September 1981. 

 

Full text of the Convention in English 

 
 

"...the full and complete development of a country, the welfare of the world and the cause of peace 
require the maximum participation of women on equal terms with men in all fields "  

CONTENTS  

INTRODUCTION 

Content and Significance of the Convention 
PREAMBLE 

PART I 

Discrimination (Article 1) 
Policy Measures (Article 2) 
Guarantee of Basic Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (Article 3) 
Special Measures (Article 4) 
Sex Role Stereotyping and Prejudice (Article 5) 
Prostitution (Article 6) 
 
PART II  
 
Political and Public Life (Article 7) 
Representation (Article 8) 
Nationality (Article 9) 
 
PART III 
 
Education (Article 10) 
Employment (Article 11 ) 
Health (Article 12) 
Economic and Social Benefits (Article 13) 
Rural Women (Article 14) 
 
PART IV 
 
Law (Article 15)  
Marriage and Family Life (Article 16)  
 
PART V  
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Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (Article 17) 
National Reports (Article 18) 
Rules of Procedure (Article 19) 
Committee Meetings (Article 20) 
Committee Reports (Article 21) 
Role of Specialized Agencies (Article 22) 
 
PART VI 
 
Effect on Other Treaties (Article 23) 
Commitment of States Parties (Article 24) 
Administration of the Convention (Articles 25-30) 

 
INTRODUCTION 

On 18 December 1979, the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against 
Women was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly. It entered into force as an 
international treaty on 3 September 1981 after the twentieth country had ratified it. By the tenth 
anniversary of the Convention in 1989, almost one hundred nations have agreed to be bound by its 
provisions. 

The Convention was the culmination of more than thirty years of work by the United Nations 
Commission on the Status of Women, a body established in 1946 to monitor the situation of 
women and to promote women's rights.  
 
The Commission's work has been instrumental in bringing to light all the areas in which women 
are denied equality with men. These efforts for the advancement of women have resulted in 
several declarations and conventions, of which the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination against Women is the central and most comprehensive document.  

Among the international human rights treaties, the Convention takes an important place in 
bringing the female half of humanity into the focus of human rights concerns. The spirit of the 
Convention is rooted in the goals of the United Nations: to reaffirm faith in fundamental human 
rights, in the dignity, v and worth of the human person, in the equal rights of men and women.  
 
The present document spells out the meaning of equality and how it can be achieved. In so doing, 
the Convention establishes not only an international bill of rights for women, but also an agenda 
for action by countries to guarantee the enjoyment of those rights.  

In its preamble, the Convention explicitly acknowledges that "extensive discrimination against 
women continues to exist", and emphasizes that such discrimination "violates the principles of 
equality of rights and respect for human dignity".  
 
As defined in article 1, discrimination is understood as "any distinction, exclusion or restriction 
made on the basis of sex...in the political, economic, social, cultural, civil or any other field".  
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The Convention gives positive affirmation to the principle of equality by requiring States parties to 
take "all appropriate measures, including legislation, to ensure the full development and 
advancement of women, for the purpose of guaranteeing them the exercise and enjoyment of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms on a basis of equality with men"(article 3). 

The agenda for equality is specified in fourteen subsequent articles. In its approach, the 
Convention covers three dimensions of the situation of women. Civil rights and the legal status of 
women are dealt with in great detail.  
 
In addition, and unlike other human rights treaties, the Convention is also concerned with the 
dimension of human reproduction as well as with the impact of cultural factors on gender 
relations. 

The legal status of women receives the broadest attention. Concern over the basic rights of 
political participation has not diminished since the adoption of the Convention on the Political 
Rights of Women in 1952. Its provisions, therefore, are restated in article 7 of the present 
document, whereby women are guaranteed the rights to vote, to hold public office and to exercise 
public functions. This includes equal rights for women to represent their countries at the 
international level (article 8). The Convention on the Nationality of Married Women - adopted in 
1957 - is integrated under article 9 providing for the statehood of women, irrespective of their 
marital status. The Convention, thereby, draws attention to the fact that often women's legal status 
has been linked to marriage, making them dependent on their husband's nationality rather than 
individuals in their own right.  
 
Articles 10, 11 and 13, respectively, affirm women's rights to non-discrimination in education, 
employment and economic and social activities. These demands are given special emphasis with 
regard to the situation of rural women, whose particular struggles and vital economic 
contributions, as noted in article 14, warrant more attention in policy planning. Article 15 asserts 
the full equality of women in civil and business matters, demanding that all instruments directed at 
restricting women's legal capacity ''shall be deemed null and void". Finally, in article 16, the 
Convention returns to the issue of marriage and family relations, asserting the equal rights and 
obligations of women and men with regard to choice of spouse, parenthood, personal rights and 
command over property. 

Aside from civil rights issues, the Convention also devotes major attention to a most vital concern 
of women, namely their reproductive rights. The preamble sets the tone by stating that "the role of 
women in procreation should not be a basis for discrimination". The link between discrimination 
and women's reproductive role is a matter of recurrent concern in the Convention. For example, it 
advocates, in article 5, ''a proper understanding of maternity as a social function", demanding fully 
shared responsibility for child-rearing by both sexes. Accordingly, provisions for maternity 
protection and child-care are proclaimed as essential rights and are incorporated into all areas of 
the Convention, whether dealing with employment, family law, health core or education. Society's 
obligation extends to offering social services, especially child-care facilities, that allow individuals 
to combine family responsibilities with work and participation in public life. Special measures for 
maternity protection are recommended and "shall not be considered discriminatory". (article 4). 
"The Convention also affirms women's right to reproductive choice. Notably, it is the only human 
rights treaty to mention family planning. States parties are obliged to include advice on family 
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planning in the education process (article l O.h) and to develop family codes that guarantee 
women's rights "to decide freely and responsibly on the number and spacing of their children and 
to hove access to the information, education and means to enable them to exercise these rights" 
(article 16.e). 

The third general thrust of the Convention aims at enlarging our understanding of the concept of 
human rights, as it gives formal recognition to the influence of culture and tradition on restricting 
women's enjoyment of their fundamental rights. These forces take shape in stereotypes, customs 
and norms which give rise to the multitude of legal, political and economic constraints on the 
advancement of women. Noting this interrelationship, the preamble of the Convention stresses 
"that a change in the traditional role of men as well as the role of women in society and in the 
family is needed to achieve full equality of men and women". States parties are therefore obliged 
to work towards the modification of social and cultural patterns of individual conduct in order to 
eliminate "prejudices and customary and all other practices which are based on the idea of the 
inferiority or the superiority of either of the sexes or on stereotyped roles for men and women" 
(article 5). And Article 1O.c. mandates the revision of textbooks, school programmes and teaching 
methods with a view to eliminating stereotyped concepts in the field of education. Finally, cultural 
patterns which define the public realm as a man's world and the domestic sphere as women's 
domain are strongly targeted in all of the Convention's provisions that affirm the equal 
responsibilities of both sexes in family life and their equal rights with regard to education and 
employment. Altogether, the Convention provides a comprehensive framework for challenging the 
various forces that have created and sustained discrimination based upon sex. 

The implementation of the Convention is monitored by the Committee on the Elimination of 
Discrimination against Women (CEDAW). The Committee's mandate and the administration of 
the treaty are defined in the Articles 17 to 30 of the Convention. The Committee is composed of 
23 experts nominated by their Governments and elected by the States parties as individuals "of 
high moral standing and competence in the field covered by the Convention". 

At least every four years, the States parties are expected to submit a national report to the 
Committee, indicating the measures they have adopted to give effect to the provisions of the 
Convention. During its annual session, the Committee members discuss these reports with the 
Government representatives and explore with them areas for further action by the specific country. 
The Committee also makes general recommendations to the States parties on matters concerning 
the elimination of discrimination against women.  

The full text of the Convention is set out herein  

CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AGAINST 
WOMEN 
 
The States Parties to the present Convention,  

Noting that the Charter of the United Nations reaffirms faith in fundamental human rights, in the 
dignity and worth of the human person and in the equal rights of men and women,  
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Noting that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights affirms the principle of the inadmissibility 
of discrimination and proclaims that all human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights 
and that everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth therein, without distinction of 
any kind, including distinction based on sex,  

Noting that the States Parties to the International Covenants on Human Rights have the obligation 
to ensure the equal rights of men and women to enjoy all economic, social, cultural, civil and 
political rights,  

Considering the international conventions concluded under the auspices of the United Nations and 
the specialized agencies promoting equality of rights of men and women,  

Noting also the resolutions, declarations and recommendations adopted by the United Nations and 
the specialized agencies promoting equality of rights of men and women,  

Concerned, however, that despite these various instruments extensive discrimination against 
women continues to exist,  

Recalling that discrimination against women violates the principles of equality of rights and 
respect for human dignity, is an obstacle to the participation of women, on equal terms with men, 
in the political, social, economic and cultural life of their countries, hampers the growth of the 
prosperity of society and the family and makes more difficult the full development of the 
potentialities of women in the service of their countries and of humanity,  

Concerned that in situations of poverty women have the least access to food, health, education, 
training and opportunities for employment and other needs,  

Convinced that the establishment of the new international economic order based on equity and 
justice will contribute significantly towards the promotion of equality between men and women,  

Emphasizing that the eradication of apartheid, all forms of racism, racial discrimination, 
colonialism, neo-colonialism, aggression, foreign occupation and domination and interference in 
the internal affairs of States is essential to the full enjoyment of the rights of men and women,  

Affirming that the strengthening of international peace and security, the relaxation of international 
tension, mutual co-operation among all States irrespective of their social and economic systems, 
general and complete disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmament under strict and effective 
international control, the affirmation of the principles of justice, equality and mutual benefit in 
relations among countries and the realization of the right of peoples under alien and colonial 
domination and foreign occupation to self-determination and independence, as well as respect for 
national sovereignty and territorial integrity, will promote social progress and development and as 
a consequence will contribute to the attainment of full equality between men and women,  

Convinced that the full and complete development of a country, the welfare of the world and the 
cause of peace require the maximum participation of women on equal terms with men in all fields,  
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Bearing in mind the great contribution of women to the welfare of the family and to the 
development of society, so far not fully recognized, the social significance of maternity and the 
role of both parents in the family and in the upbringing of children, and aware that the role of 
women in procreation should not be a basis for discrimination but that the upbringing of children 
requires a sharing of responsibility between men and women and society as a whole,  

Aware that a change in the traditional role of men as well as the role of women in society and in 
the family is needed to achieve full equality between men and women,  

Determined to implement the principles set forth in the Declaration on the Elimination of 
Discrimination against Women and, for that purpose, to adopt the measures required for the 
elimination of such discrimination in all its forms and manifestations,  

Have agreed on the following:  

 
PART I  

 
Article I  

For the purposes of the present Convention, the term "discrimination against women" shall mean 
any distinction, exclusion or restriction made on the basis of sex which has the effect or purpose of 
impairing or nullifying the recognition, enjoyment or exercise by women, irrespective of their 
marital status, on a basis of equality of men and women, of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms in the political, economic, social, cultural, civil or any other field. 

 
 
Article 2  

States Parties condemn discrimination against women in all its forms, agree to pursue by all 
appropriate means and without delay a policy of eliminating discrimination against women and, to 
this end, undertake:  

(a) To embody the principle of the equality of men and women in their national constitutions or 
other appropriate legislation if not yet incorporated therein and to ensure, through law and other 
appropriate means, the practical realization of this principle;  

(b) To adopt appropriate legislative and other measures, including sanctions where appropriate, 
prohibiting all discrimination against women;  

(c) To establish legal protection of the rights of women on an equal basis with men and to ensure 
through competent national tribunals and other public institutions the effective protection of 
women against any act of discrimination;  
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(d) To refrain from engaging in any act or practice of discrimination against women and to ensure 
that public authorities and institutions shall act in conformity with this obligation;  

(e) To take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women by any person, 
organization or enterprise;  

(f) To take all appropriate measures, including legislation, to modify or abolish existing laws, 
regulations, customs and practices which constitute discrimination against women;  

(g) To repeal all national penal provisions which constitute discrimination against women.  

 
Article 3  

States Parties shall take in all fields, in particular in the political, social, economic and cultural 
fields, all appropriate measures, including legislation, to ensure the full development and 
advancement of women, for the purpose of guaranteeing them the exercise and enjoyment of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms on a basis of equality with men. 

 
Article 4  

1. Adoption by States Parties of temporary special measures aimed at accelerating de facto 
equality between men and women shall not be considered discrimination as defined in the present 
Convention, but shall in no way entail as a consequence the maintenance of unequal or separate 
standards; these measures shall be discontinued when the objectives of equality of opportunity and 
treatment have been achieved.  

2. Adoption by States Parties of special measures, including those measures contained in the 
present Convention, aimed at protecting maternity shall not be considered discriminatory.  

 
 
Article 5  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures:  

(a) To modify the social and cultural patterns of conduct of men and women, with a view to 
achieving the elimination of prejudices and customary and all other practices which are based on 
the idea of the inferiority or the superiority of either of the sexes or on stereotyped roles for men 
and women;  

(b) To ensure that family education includes a proper understanding of maternity as a social 
function and the recognition of the common responsibility of men and women in the upbringing 
and development of their children, it being understood that the interest of the children is the 
primordial consideration in all cases.  
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Article 6  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures, including legislation, to suppress all forms of 
traffic in women and exploitation of prostitution of women. 

 
 
 
PART II  

Article 7  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in the 
political and public life of the country and, in particular, shall ensure to women, on equal terms 
with men, the right:  

(a) To vote in all elections and public referenda and to be eligible for election to all publicly 
elected bodies;  

(b) To participate in the formulation of government policy and the implementation thereof and to 
hold public office and perform all public functions at all levels of government;  

(c) To participate in non-governmental organizations and associations concerned with the public 
and political life of the country.  

Article 8  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to ensure to women, on equal terms with men and 
without any discrimination, the opportunity to represent their Governments at the international 
level and to participate in the work of international organizations. 

 
 
Article 9  

1. States Parties shall grant women equal rights with men to acquire, change or retain their 
nationality. They shall ensure in particular that neither marriage to an alien nor change of 
nationality by the husband during marriage shall automatically change the nationality of the wife, 
render her stateless or force upon her the nationality of the husband.  

2. States Parties shall grant women equal rights with men with respect to the nationality of their 
children.  
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PART III  

Article 10  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
order to ensure to them equal rights with men in the field of education and in particular to ensure, 
on a basis of equality of men and women:  

(a) The same conditions for career and vocational guidance, for access to studies and for the 
achievement of diplomas in educational establishments of all categories in rural as well as in urban 
areas; this equality shall be ensured in pre-school, general, technical, professional and higher 
technical education, as well as in all types of vocational training;  

(b) Access to the same curricula, the same examinations, teaching staff with qualifications of the 
same standard and school premises and equipment of the same quality;  

(c) The elimination of any stereotyped concept of the roles of men and women at all levels and in 
all forms of education by encouraging coeducation and other types of education which will help to 
achieve this aim and, in particular, by the revision of textbooks and school programmes and the 
adaptation of teaching methods;  

(d ) The same opportunities to benefit from scholarships and other study grants;  

(e) The same opportunities for access to programmes of continuing education, including adult and 
functional literacy programmes, [particularly] those aimed at reducing, at the earliest possible 
time, any gap in education existing between men and women;  

(f) The reduction of female student drop-out rates and the organization of programmes for girls 
and women who have left school prematurely;  

(g) The same Opportunities to participate actively in sports and physical education;  

(h) Access to specific educational information to help to ensure the health and well-being of 
families, including information and advice on family planning.  

 
 
Article 11  

1. States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
the field of employment in order to ensure, on a basis of equality of men and women, the same 
rights, in particular:  

(a) The right to work as an inalienable right of all human beings;  
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(b) The right to the same employment opportunities, including the application of the same criteria 
for selection in matters of employment;  

(c) The right to free choice of profession and employment, the right to promotion, job security and 
all benefits and conditions of service and the right to receive vocational training and retraining, 
including apprenticeships, advanced vocational training and recurrent training;  

(d) The right to equal remuneration, including benefits, and to equal treatment in respect of work 
of equal value, as well as equality of treatment in the evaluation of the quality of work;  

(e) The right to social security, particularly in cases of retirement, unemployment, sickness, 
invalidity and old age and other incapacity to work, as well as the right to paid leave;  

(f) The right to protection of health and to safety in working conditions, including the safeguarding 
of the function of reproduction.  

 
2. In order to prevent discrimination against women on the grounds of marriage or maternity and 
to ensure their effective right to work, States Parties shall take appropriate measures:  

(a) To prohibit, subject to the imposition of sanctions, dismissal on the grounds of pregnancy or of 
maternity leave and discrimination in dismissals on the basis of marital status;  

(b) To introduce maternity leave with pay or with comparable social benefits without loss of 
former employment, seniority or social allowances;  

(c) To encourage the provision of the necessary supporting social services to enable parents to 
combine family obligations with work responsibilities and participation in public life, in particular 
through promoting the establishment and development of a network of child-care facilities;  

(d) To provide special protection to women during pregnancy in types of work proved to be 
harmful to them.  

3. Protective legislation relating to matters covered in this article shall be reviewed periodically in 
the light of scientific and technological knowledge and shall be revised, repealed or extended as 
necessary. 

 
 
Article 12  

1. States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
the field of health care in order to ensure, on a basis of equality of men and women, access to 
health care services, including those related to family planning.  

2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph I of this article, States Parties shall ensure to 
women appropriate services in connection with pregnancy, confinement and the post-natal period, 
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granting free services where necessary, as well as adequate nutrition during pregnancy and 
lactation.  

 
Article 13  

States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
other areas of economic and social life in order to ensure, on a basis of equality of men and 
women, the same rights, in particular:  

(a) The right to family benefits;  

(b) The right to bank loans, mortgages and other forms of financial credit;  

(c) The right to participate in recreational activities, sports and all aspects of cultural life.  

 
 
Article 14  

1. States Parties shall take into account the particular problems faced by rural women and the 
significant roles which rural women play in the economic survival of their families, including their 
work in the non-monetized sectors of the economy, and shall take all appropriate measures to 
ensure the application of the provisions of the present Convention to women in rural areas.  

 
2. States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
rural areas in order to ensure, on a basis of equality of men and women, that they participate in and 
benefit from rural development and, in particular, shall ensure to such women the right:  

(a) To participate in the elaboration and implementation of development planning at all levels;  

(b) To have access to adequate health care facilities, including information, counselling and 
services in family planning;  

(c) To benefit directly from social security programmes;  

(d) To obtain all types of training and education, formal and non-formal, including that relating to 
functional literacy, as well as, inter alia, the benefit of all community and extension services, in 
order to increase their technical proficiency;  

(e) To organize self-help groups and co-operatives in order to obtain equal access to economic 
opportunities through employment or self employment;  

(f) To participate in all community activities;  
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(g) To have access to agricultural credit and loans, marketing facilities, appropriate technology and 
equal treatment in land and agrarian reform as well as in land resettlement schemes;  

(h) To enjoy adequate living conditions, particularly in relation to housing, sanitation, electricity 
and water supply, transport and communications.  

 
 
 
PART IV  

Article 15  

1. States Parties shall accord to women equality with men before the law.  

2. States Parties shall accord to women, in civil matters, a legal capacity identical to that of men 
and the same opportunities to exercise that capacity. In particular, they shall give women equal 
rights to conclude contracts and to administer property and shall treat them equally in all stages of 
procedure in courts and tribunals.  

3. States Parties agree that all contracts and all other private instruments of any kind with a legal 
effect which is directed at restricting the legal capacity of women shall be deemed null and void.  

4. States Parties shall accord to men and women the same rights with regard to the law relating to 
the movement of persons and the freedom to choose their residence and domicile.  

 
Article 16  

1. States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to eliminate discrimination against women in 
all matters relating to marriage and family relations and in particular shall ensure, on a basis of 
equality of men and women:  

(a) The same right to enter into marriage;  

(b) The same right freely to choose a spouse and to enter into marriage only with their free and full 
consent;  

(c) The same rights and responsibilities during marriage and at its dissolution;  

(d) The same rights and responsibilities as parents, irrespective of their marital status, in matters 
relating to their children; in all cases the interests of the children shall be paramount;  

(e) The same rights to decide freely and responsibly on the number and spacing of their children 
and to have access to the information, education and means to enable them to exercise these rights;  
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(f) The same rights and responsibilities with regard to guardianship, wardship, trusteeship and 
adoption of children, or similar institutions where these concepts exist in national legislation; in all 
cases the interests of the children shall be paramount;  

(g) The same personal rights as husband and wife, including the right to choose a family name, a 
profession and an occupation;  

(h) The same rights for both spouses in respect of the ownership, acquisition, management, 
administration, enjoyment and disposition of property, whether free of charge or for a valuable 
consideration.  

 
2. The betrothal and the marriage of a child shall have no legal effect, and all necessary action, 
including legislation, shall be taken to specify a minimum age for marriage and to make the 
registration of marriages in an official registry compulsory. 

 
 
 
PART V  

 
Article 17  

1. For the purpose of considering the progress made in the implementation of the present 
Convention, there shall be established a Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against 
Women (hereinafter referred to as the Committee) consisting, at the time of entry into force of the 
Convention, of eighteen and, after ratification of or accession to the Convention by the thirty-fifth 
State Party, of twenty-three experts of high moral standing and competence in the field covered by 
the Convention. The experts shall be elected by States Parties from among their nationals and shall 
serve in their personal capacity, consideration being given to equitable geographical distribution 
and to the representation of the different forms of civilization as well as the principal legal 
systems.  

2. The members of the Committee shall be elected by secret ballot from a list of persons 
nominated by States Parties. Each State Party may nominate one person from among its own 
nationals.  

3. The initial election shall be held six months after the date of the entry into force of the present 
Convention. At least three months before the date of each election the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations shall address a letter to the States Parties inviting them to submit their nominations 
within two months. The Secretary-General shall prepare a list in alphabetical order of all persons 
thus nominated, indicating the States Parties which have nominated them, and shall submit it to the 
States Parties.  
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4. Elections of the members of the Committee shall be held at a meeting of States Parties 
convened by the Secretary-General at United Nations Headquarters. At that meeting, for which 
two thirds of the States Parties shall constitute a quorum, the persons elected to the Committee 
shall be those nominees who obtain the largest number of votes and an absolute majority of the 
votes of the representatives of States Parties present and voting.  

5. The members of the Committee shall be elected for a term of four years. However, the terms of 
nine of the members elected at the first election shall expire at the end of two years; immediately 
after the first election the names of these nine members shall be chosen by lot by the Chairman of 
the Committee.  

6. The election of the five additional members of the Committee shall be held in accordance with 
the provisions of paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of this article, following the thirty-fifth ratification or 
accession. The terms of two of the additional members elected on this occasion shall expire at the 
end of two years, the names of these two members having been chosen by lot by the Chairman of 
the Committee.  

7. For the filling of casual vacancies, the State Party whose expert has ceased to function as a 
member of the Committee shall appoint another expert from among its nationals, subject to the 
approval of the Committee.  

8. The members of the Committee shall, with the approval of the General Assembly, receive 
emoluments from United Nations resources on such terms and conditions as the Assembly may 
decide, having regard to the importance of the Committee's responsibilities.  

9. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall provide the necessary staff and facilities for 
the effective performance of the functions of the Committee under the present Convention.  

 
Article 18  

1. States Parties undertake to submit to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, for 
consideration by the Committee, a report on the legislative, judicial, administrative or other 
measures which they have adopted to give effect to the provisions of the present Convention and 
on the progress made in this respect:  

(a) Within one year after the entry into force for the State concerned;  

(b) Thereafter at least every four years and further whenever the Committee so requests.  

2. Reports may indicate factors and difficulties affecting the degree of fulfilment of obligations 
under the present Convention. 

 
Article 19  

1. The Committee shall adopt its own rules of procedure.  
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2. The Committee shall elect its officers for a term of two years.  

 
Article 20  

1. The Committee shall normally meet for a period of not more than two weeks annually in order 
to consider the reports submitted in accordance with article 18 of the present Convention.  

2. The meetings of the Committee shall normally be held at United Nations Headquarters or at any 
other convenient place as determined by the Committee. (amendment, status of ratification)  

 
Article 21  

1. The Committee shall, through the Economic and Social Council, report annually to the General 
Assembly of the United Nations on its activities and may make suggestions and general 
recommendations based on the examination of reports and information received from the States 
Parties. Such suggestions and general recommendations shall be included in the report of the 
Committee together with comments, if any, from States Parties.  

2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall transmit the reports of the Committee to the 
Commission on the Status of Women for its information.  

 
Article 22  

The specialized agencies shall be entitled to be represented at the consideration of the 
implementation of such provisions of the present Convention as fall within the scope of their 
activities. The Committee may invite the specialized agencies to submit reports on the 
implementation of the Convention in areas falling within the scope of their activities. 

 
 
PART VI  

 
Article 23  

Nothing in the present Convention shall affect any provisions that are more conducive to the 
achievement of equality between men and women which may be contained:  

(a) In the legislation of a State Party; or  

(b) In any other international convention, treaty or agreement in force for that State.  

 
Article 24  
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States Parties undertake to adopt all necessary measures at the national level aimed at achieving 
the full realization of the rights recognized in the present Convention. 

 
Article 25  

1. The present Convention shall be open for signature by all States.  

2. The Secretary-General of the United Nations is designated as the depositary of the present 
Convention.  

3. The present Convention is subject to ratification. Instruments of ratification shall be deposited 
with the Secretary-General of the United Nations.  

4. The present Convention shall be open to accession by all States. Accession shall be effected by 
the deposit of an instrument of accession with the Secretary-General of the United Nations.  

 
Article 26  

1. A request for the revision of the present Convention may be made at any time by any State 
Party by means of a notification in writing addressed to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations.  

2. The General Assembly of the United Nations shall decide upon the steps, if any, to be taken in 
respect of such a request.  

 
Article 27  

1. The present Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day after the date of deposit with 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations of the twentieth instrument of ratification or 
accession.  

2. For each State ratifying the present Convention or acceding to it after the deposit of the 
twentieth instrument of ratification or accession, the Convention shall enter into force on the 
thirtieth day after the date of the deposit of its own instrument of ratification or accession.  

 
Article 28  

1. The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall receive and circulate to all States the text of 
reservations made by States at the time of ratification or accession.  

2. A reservation incompatible with the object and purpose of the present Convention shall not be 
permitted.  
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3. Reservations may be withdrawn at any time by notification to this effect addressed to the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall then inform all States thereof. Such 
notification shall take effect on the date on which it is received.  

 
Article 29  

1. Any dispute between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of 
the present Convention which is not settled by negotiation shall, at the request of one of them, be 
submitted to arbitration. If within six months from the date of the request for arbitration the parties 
are unable to agree on the organization of the arbitration, any one of those parties may refer the 
dispute to the International Court of Justice by request in conformity with the Statute of the Court.  

2. Each State Party may at the time of signature or ratification of the present Convention or 
accession thereto declare that it does not consider itself bound by paragraph I of this article. The 
other States Parties shall not be bound by that paragraph with respect to any State Party which has 
made such a reservation.  

3. Any State Party which has made a reservation in accordance with paragraph 2 of this article 
may at any time withdraw that reservation by notification to the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations.  

 
Article 30  

The present Convention, the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts of which 
are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations.  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, duly authorized, have signed the present Convention 

 

http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/cedaw/text/econvention.htm  
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International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade , 

1980 

 
 
"Since developed countries had not, by and large, implemented the policy measures of the 
International Development Strategy, the General Assembly on 5 December 1980 [resolution 
35/36] adopted the New Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade 
(1981-1990), setting out goals and objectives for the 1980s and policy measures for their 
implementation, supplementing and extending those of the Second Development Decade.  
 
It laid out a number of important targets to be reached by 1990:  
 
growth rates for developing countries of 7.5 per cent of GDP and 8 per cent for exports;  
 
gross investment at 28 per cent and gross domestic savings at 24 per cent of GDP;  
 
concessional financing to reach and surpass 0.7 per cent of GDP of developing countries;  
 
the reduction and elimination of poverty;  
 
[?]  
 
a significant reduction of mortality rates;  
 
international structural change, including the early establishment of the new international 
economic order" 

 

A Prehistory of the Millennium Development Goals: Four Decades of Struggle for Development 
in the United Nations | UN Chronicle 
https://unchronicle.un.org/article/prehistory-millennium-development-goals-four-decades-
struggle-development-united-nations 
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Ultimate aim is "improvement of the conditions of all".  

 
By 1990: "The reduction and elimination of poverty and a fair distribution of the benefits of 

development are primary objectives for the international community during the Decade."  

  

By 1990: Immunisation for all children.   

"All countries...will ensure immunization against major infectious diseases for all children as 

early as possible during the Decade." 

 

By 1990: Safe water and adequate sanitation for all. 

  

By 2000: Adequate nutrition for all.  

"Hunger and malnutrition must be eliminated as soon as possible and certainly by the end of 

this century".  

 

By 2000: Jobs for all.   

 

By 2000: Health for all.   

 

By 2000: Primary school for all or nearly all.   

"...the provision of universal education on the broadest possible scale,  

the eradication or considerable reduction of illiteracy, and  

the closest possible realization of universal primary enrolment by the year 2000  

remain major goals of all countries during the Decade." 

 

(International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade , 

1980) 

 

 

 

"II. Goals and Objectives 

17. The International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade, as 
an integral part of the efforts of the international community to establish a new international 
economic order, aims at the accelerated development of the developing countries.  
 
In contributing to the solution of international economic problems, it will greatly help sustained 
global economic development and promote the achievement of the ultimate aim of development - 
the improvement of the conditions of all.  
 
It will involve and require changes in the world economy and in the economies of the developed 
and developing countries themselves: and it calls for institutional and structural changes in 
international economic relations.  
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In an interdependent world economy, it is the responsibility or [of] all Governments to contribute 
to the achievement of the goals and objectives of the Strategy, the experience of the 1970s clearly 
indicates that the goals and objectives of the world community can only be attained through a 
substantially greater effort in the 1980s than was made in the Second United Nations Development 
Decade.  
 

18. Particular attention should be given to the need for accelerated development of the least 
developed countries and other developing countries, particularly those in the special categories, 
where the development needs and problems are greatest.  
 
Special and effective measures should be taken to alleviate their pressing problems and lessen the 
basic economic constraints facing them.  

 
19. Accelerated development calls for a more equitable distribution of economic opportunities 
among nations.  
 
In an interdependent world this will be a source of economic strength.  
 
It entails changes in the patterns of global production, consumption and trade arising in 
particular from the industrialization of developing countries:  
 
it requires effective control by those countries over the use of their own resources:  
 
and it calls for changes in the framework of international economic relations so as to ensure the 
equitable, full and effective participation of those countries in the formulation and application of 
all decisions in the field of international economic co-operation for development. 

... 

 
28. Hunger and malnutrition must be eliminated as soon as possible and certainly by the end of 
this century.  
 
Substantial progress should be made during the Decade towards food self-sufficiency and food 
security in developing countries so as to ensure an adequate level of nutrition for everybody.  
 
Agricultural production in developing countries as a whole should expand at an average annual 
rate of at least 4 per cent so that it will be possible to meet the nutritional needs of the 
populations, to enlarge the base for industrialization and the diversification of economic 
structures, and to redress current imbalances in world production.  
 
The share of developing countries in world exports of food and agricultural products should 
increase substantially.  
 
To those ends, developing countries should continue to strengthen the formulation and 
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implementation of food and agricultural development plans within the framework of their national 
development priorities and programmes.  
 
These objectives should be supported by additional external resource transfers in the context of 
over-all greater flows of financial resources to developing countries.  
 
An improved international framework for the agricultural development of developing countries is 
also necessary, including increased market stability, greater security of agricultural supplies and, 
in order to enlarge the export potential of developing countries, improved access for their 
agricultural products to world markets. 

 
29. Developing countries as a whole should expand manufacturing output at an average annual 
rate of 9 per cent, thereby making a significant contribution during the Decade towards raising 
the share of developing countries in world manufacturing production and laying the basis for 
achieving the target of a 25 per cent share of world production by the year 2000 as set out in the 
Lima Declaration and Plan of Action on Industrial Development and Co-operation. /21  
 
Industrialization should be aimed at meeting in an integrated way the over-all requirements of the 
development of the national economies of developing countries.  
 
Manufacturing activities should be geared towards not only satisfying growing domestic demand 
and employment requirements but also, as a component of independent national economies, 
increasing the share of developing countries in world exports of manufactured goods.  
 
A fundamental objective of the world community is to achieve a system of trade based on a 
dynamic pattern of comparative advantage reflecting a more effective international division of 
labour.  
 
Far-reaching changes should, therefore, be brought about in the structure of world production, in 
the spirit of mutual benefit, so as to increase and diversify the production of the developing 
countries and create new sources of employment there.  
 
In this context, improved access to markets for products of export interest to developing countries 
and continued attention to the formulation and implementation of positive adjustment policies in 
the industrialized countries are important objectives of international co-operation.  

... 

 
43. The reduction and elimination of poverty and a fair distribution of the benefits of 
development are primary objectives for the international community during the Decade.  
 
Great numbers of workers remain underemployed or unemployed. Many millions are illiterate. 
High infant mortality rates, poor housing and environmental degradation in urban slums and 
depressed rural areas continue to afflict the people of the developing countries.  
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More resources for production, higher productivity and accelerated development are essential for 
progress towards higher and more equitable standards of living. These are continuing challenges 
to the international community, and Governments accordingly reaffirm their commitment to the 
broad aim of development.  

 
44. The achievement of full employment by the year 2000 remains a primary objective.  
 
Intensive efforts will have to be made to increase the opportunities for productive employment, 
especially for the new entrants to the labour force, as this is expected to increase by 2.5 per cent 
per annum, and to reduce and eliminate the present massive unemployment and underemployment.  

 
45. The international community recognizes the need for countries to continue to strengthen their 
implementation of the recommendations of the World Population Plan of Action. /25  
 
Consistent with the World Population Plan of Action, all countries should respect and ensure the 
right of parents to determine the number and spacing of their children and should, as a matter of 
urgency, make universally available advice on and means of achieving the desired family size.  

 
 
46. The development of human resources provides a broad basis for development; it enhances the 
capacity of people to participate constructively in the development process.  
 
In this context, education is an important element, and the provision of universal education on the 
broadest possible scale, the eradication or considerable reduction of illiteracy, and the closest 
possible realization of universal primary enrolment by the year 2000 remain major goals of all 
countries during the Decade.  
 
A parallel and harmonious expansion of all levels and types of education is equally necessary, 
keeping in view the decisive role of education and training for national development and 
individual fulfilment.  

47. The absence or shortage of trained and qualified national personnel often limits the capacity 
of developing countries to take full advantage of existing or potential development opportunities. 
The provision of the required trained and qualified personnel on a scale assuring national self-
sufficiency in this respect would constitute an important contribution to the achievement of the 
development goals of the developing countries. The international community should provide 
adequate financial and technical resources to support the training of national personnel in all 
sectors of social and economic activities in the developing countries  

 
48. The attainment by the year 2000 of a level of health that will permit all peoples of the world to 
lead a socially and economically productive life is an important objective of the international 
community.  
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Primary health care is a key measure for the attainment of this objective.  
 
All countries will broaden the access of the poorest groups in their populations to health 
facilities and, with the assistance of the international community, will ensure immunization 
against major infectious diseases for all children as early as possible during the Decade.  
 
Safe water and adequate sanitary facilities should also be made available to all in rural and 
urban areas by 1990.  
 
 
The reduction of mortality rates will be a major objective. In the poorest countries, infant 
mortality should be reduced to less than 120 per 1,000 live births.  
 
 
Life expectancy in all countries should reach 60 years as a minimum, and infant mortality rates 
should reach 50 per 1,000 live births, as a maximum, by the year 2000.  
 
 
Particular efforts should be made to integrate the disabled in the development process. Effective 
measures of prevention and rehabilitation are therefore essential.  

 
 
49. The provision of basic shelter and infrastructure for all people, in rural as well as urban 
areas, is a long-term goal.  
 
A balanced network of cities, towns and villages is needed for harmonious development, for the 
emergence of mutually supportive linkages between industrial and agricultural activities, and for 
the adequate provision of infrastructure and services.  
 
Well-balanced programmes for the development of human settlements are necessary so as to 
provide greater benefits to low-income groups.  

50. In pursuit of the objectives highlighted during the International Year of the Child, /26 the 
welfare of children will be fostered.  
 
The essential role of the family in the balanced development of the child should be stressed.  
 
Efforts should be made to improve the living conditions of children and to eliminate child labour 
in conformity with the relevant international labour conventions: special attention should be paid 
to the large number of children under 15 years of age living in poor rural and urban areas.  

 
51. Full and effective participation by the entire population at all stages of the development 
process should be ensured. In line with the Programme of Action adopted by the World 
Conference of the United Nations Decade for Women,/27 women should play an active role in that 
process.  
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Appropriate measures should be taken for profound social and economic changes and for the 
elimination of the structural imbalances which compound and perpetuate women's disadvantages.  
 
To this end, all countries will pursue the objective of securing women's equal participation both as 
agents and as beneficiaries in all sectors and at all levels of the development process.  
 
This should include women's greater access to nutrition, health services, education and training, 
employment, and financial resources and their greater participation in the analysis, planning, 
decision-making, implementation and evaluation of development.  
 
Changes that will lead to the sharing of responsibilities by men and women in the family and in 
the management of the household should be encouraged.  
 
Institutional and administrative mechanisms to accomplish these objectives should be 
strengthened.  
 
All countries should give high priority to the objectives of mobilizing and integrating youth in 
development.  

 

... 
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K. Least developed countries, most seriously affected countries, developing island countries and 

land-locked developing countries 

1. Least developed countries  

136. As an essential priority within the International Development Strategy for the Third United 
Nations Development Decade, the least developed countries-the economically weakest and 
poorest countries with the most formidable structural problems-require a special programme of 
sufficient size and intensity consistent with their national plans and priorities to make a decisive 
break from their past and present situation and their bleak prospects.  
 
Efforts must therefore be immediately and substantially expanded in order to transform their 
economies, to promote a self-sustained process of development, to accelerate agricultural and 
industrial progress and to ensure development of human resources and broadly based 
participation in the development process concurrent and consistent with equitable distribution of 
the gains of socio-economic development.  
 
Therefore, the international community will take urgently the necessary steps to finalize and 
implement the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s for the least developed 
countries, which was launched by the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development at 
its fifth session in its resolution 122 (V) of 3 June 1979. 34/  
 
The Programme is to be finalized, adopted and supported by the United Nations Conference on 
the Least Developed Countries, to be convened in 1981.  

 
 
137. To meet the objectives of the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s, national 
plans will identify and cost major priority projects and programmes.  
 
The details for each country in terms of structural change in agriculture and industry, improved 
physical, social and institutional infrastructure, and improved performance in connexion with, 
inter alia, nutrition, literacy, health, employment and the development of human resources will be 
clearly specified.  
 
The goals to be achieved will require greater efforts by the least developed countries themselves, 
together with a substantial expansion of support from the international community  

 
 
138. Every possible effort will be made to develop programmes that will enable each least 
developed country to increase its national income substantially-even doubling it in appropriate 
cases-by 1990.  
 

 
139. To help the least developed land-locked countries to alleviate their geographical handicap, 
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specific assistance will be provided for the development and improvement of a transit transport 
infrastructure, both administrative and physical.  
 
Similar specific assistance will be provided to least developed island countries for the 
development of their transport infrastructure.  

 
 
140. The expanded planning efforts at the national, subregional and regional levels will be 
strongly backed by firm international commitments to expand resource flows to the least 
developed countries by substantial amounts.  
 
Commitments already undertaken /39 will be implemented effectively, within the framework of an 
equitable sharing of effort, taking into account the relative performance of donor countries.  
 
The United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries will take note of those measures 
which have already been taken, and consider necessary further measures to ensure an adequate 
minimum flow of external assistance to each least developed country.  

 
 
141. To meet the pressing problems of the least developed countries, the modalities by which 
concessional aid is provided to them will become much more flexible and responsive to their 
special needs.  

 
 
142. In national development efforts, high priority will be given to increasing production and 
export earnings as rapidly as is feasible.  
 
The aim should be to make progress towards self-reliance and self-sustained growth by reducing 
significantly the degree of dependence on foreign assistance flows during the 1990s.  
 
The international community will strongly support such efforts through financial and technical 
assistance and through commercial policy measures.  

 
 
143. To meet the special needs of the least developed countries, the international community will 
support efforts towards strengthening the technological and productive capacity of those 
countries, increasing their absorptive capacity by building up their infrastructure, particularly in 
transportation, communication and electrification and assistance in the establishment of 
comprehensive inventories of their resources and preparation of industrial surveys, supporting 
their full industrialization and full participation in the processes of redeployment and in the 
international consultations on industrial growth, including the system of consultations, 
strengthening their import-substitution processes and their manufactures-export performance, 
setting up joint enterprises under regional co-operation and preferential treatment of the least 
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developed countries within international agreements for industrial products and processed 
commodities.  
 
Financial flows to the least developed countries will be substantially increased on highly 
concessional terms, inter alia, with a view to implementing these measures.  

 
 
144. To bring about an increase in agricultural production and the structural transformation of 
agriculture in the least developed countries, the level of annual investments in land development, 
including flood control, soil and water conservation measures and the establishment of permanent 
crops, in irrigation, machinery and equipment, livestock development, storage and marketing, 
transport and first-stage processing of primary agricultural production will be substantially 
increased. Commitments of external resources to agriculture in the least developed countries will 
be raised substantially and in real terms. The agreed recommendations of the United Nations 
Conference on the Least Developed Countries in this regard will be fully implemented.  
 
 

145. It will also be especially important, in elaborating the Substantial New Programme of Action 
for the 1980s for the least developed countries, to make maximum use of co-operation 
arrangements among developing countries, particularly at the regional and subregional levels. In 
elaborating their programme for greater collective self-reliance and economic and technical co-
operation among themselves, the developing countries will pay particular attention to the special 
difficulties of the least developed countries and to expanding substantially support for the least 
developed countries as a further important contribution to the above-mentioned programmes.  

 
146. Serious consideration will be given by developed countries to increasing substantially and in 
real terms official development assistance to the least developed countries during the Decade. The 
proposals made by the Group of High-Level Experts on the least developed countries for the 
allocation by developed countries to the least developed countries of a minimum of 0.15 per cent 
of their gross national product as official development assistance by the first half of the 1980s, 
rising to 0.20 per cent during the second half of the 1980s, will be appropriately considered by the 
United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries in 1981 within the context of an 
overall increase in official development assistance with a view to achieving the internationally 
accepted targets.  
 

 

 
2. Most seriously affected countries  

147. The current world economic situation has given rise to deep concern at the deterioration of 
the economic and financial situation of those developing countries whose relatively weak 
economies make them particularly vulnerable to economic crises caused by sharp increases in the 
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prices of their essential imports.  
 
The international community will consider extending relief and assistance to those countries 
which may be most seriously affected by the current economic crisis, bearing in mind immediate 
balance-of-payments and development needs:  
 
To this end, urgent consideration should be given to immediate relief measures in favour of those 
countries.  
 
Concrete measures will need to be urgently considered by the international community with a view 
to the implementation of recommendations agreed by the General Assembly on the basis of the 
Secretary-General's report.  
 
In the meantime, urgent consideration should be given to the implementation of the measures set 
out in General Assembly resolution 34/217 of 19 December 1979.  

... 

 

Environment 

156. Because health. nutrition and general well-being depend upon the integrity and 
productivity of the environment and resources, measures should continue to be developed and 
carried out to promote the environmental and ecological soundness of developmental activities.  
 
Methods will be devised to assist interested developing countries in environmental management 
and in the evaluation of the costs and benefits. quantitative and qualitative. of environment 
protection measures with a view to dealing more adequately with the environmental aspects of 
development activities.  
 
This method will be developed taking fully into account the existing knowledge of 
interrelationships between development, environment. population and resources.  
 
To that end. research on these interrelationships will be intensified.  
 
The capacity of the developing countries will be strengthened to facilitate their making 
appropriate scientific and technical choices relating to environment in their development process.  
 
 

157. Bilateral and multilateral donors will consider. within the over-all financing of projects in 
developing countries, at their request, meeting the costs of taking environmental aspects into 
account in the design and completion of such projects.  
 
They will furthermore provide assistance, including in the field of training. to develop the 
endogenous capacity of developing countries to follow the methods enumerated in paragraph 156 
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above. thereby also facilitating technical cooperation among developing countries.  
 

158. The international community. in particular the developed countries. will substantially 
increase its financial and technical support to drought-stricken countries suffering from 
desertification. In this context, support to the Plan of Action to Combat Desertification /40 will be 
augmented.  

... 

 
165. To attain an acceptable level of health for all by the year 2000, countries will establish an 
adequate and comprehensive system of primary health care as an integral part of a more general 
health system and as part of a general improvement in nutrition and Jiving standards and basic 
infrastructure for supplying such needs as safe water and basic sanitation.  
 
 
The development of appropriate health technologies, the provision of essential drugs, the 
prevention of the introduction of dangerous and hazardous drugs, the promotion of health-related 
research and the training of qualified health personnel at all levels, including highly qualified 
physicians, will complement the results expected from a multiplication of primary health care 
centres.  
 
Measures to reduce infant and general levels of mortality will include proper nutrition, education 
of parents, immunization of children and better environmental health.  
 
Countries will establish the requisite infrastructure and also introduce, expand and improve 
access to health care services and will strive to achieve the goal of providing health protection to 
the entire population, if possible free of charge."  
 
 
 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly  
35/56. International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development Decade  
5 December 1980 
http://www.un-documents.net/a35r56.htm  

 
"Continuous concern with the distributional aspect  
of food supplies within countries  
 
has further led to  
increased emphasis being placed on  
 

collecting and tabulating disaggregated  
data by  
small sub-national areas and  
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agro-ecological zones, as well as  
socio-economic groups " 

 
 
FAO 
1981 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/009/p4228e/P4228E12.htm 
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"Habitats shall be safeguarded" to preserve survival of all life forms.   

 

"Optimal sustainable productivity" in use of natural resources.   

 

"Conservation of nature is an integral part of social and economic development".  World 

Charter for Nature (1982) 

 
 
 
"Every form of life is unique, warranting respect regardless of its worth to man, and, to accord 
other organisms such recognition, man must be guided by a moral code of action"  
 

"The degradation of natural systems owing to excessive consumption and misuse of natural 
resources, as well as to failure to establish an appropriate economic order among peoples and 
among States, leads to the breakdown of the economic, social and political framework of 
civilization" 
 

"Reaffirming that man must acquire the knowledge to maintain and enhance his ability to use 
natural resources in a manner which ensures the preservation of the species and ecosystems for 
the benefit of present and future generations"  
 
"I. General Principles 

1. Nature shall be respected and its essential processes shall not be impaired.  

2. The genetic viability on the earth shall not be compromised; the population levels of all life 
forms, wild and domesticated, must be at least sufficient for their survival, and to this end 
necessary habitats shall be safeguarded.  

3. All areas of the earth, both land and sea, shall be subject to these principles of 
conservation; special protection shall be given to unique areas, to representative samples of all 
the different types of ecosystems and to the habitats of rare or endangered species.  

4. Ecosystems and organisms, as well as the land, marine and atmospheric resources that are 
utilized by man, shall be managed to achieve and maintain optimum sustainable productivity, but 
not in such a way as to endanger the integrity of those other ecosystems or species with which they 
coexist.  

5. Nature shall be secured against degradation caused by warfare or other hostile activities. 

II.  FUNCTIONS 

  

     6.   In the decision-making process it shall be recognized that man's needs can be met only by 
ensuring the proper functioning of natural systems and by respecting the principles set forth in the 
present Charter. 
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     7.   In the planning and implementation of social and economic development activities, due 
account shall be taken of the fact that the conservation of nature is an integral part of those 

activities." 

  

 
World Charter for Nature 
UN General Assembly Resolution A/RES/37/7 
1982 
http://un-documents.net/a37r7.htm 
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Goal of ending malnutrition by 2000 is our commitment:  

US representative at 1983 FAO Conference 
 
 
 
 
"J.R.BLOCK (United States of America): Mr Director-General, my fellow delegates, and friends. 

At the conclusion of the Hot Springs Conference in 1943, the delegates set a challenge for us all. 
They stated: "This conference ... declares its belief that the goal of freedom from want of food, 
suitable and adequate for the strength of all peoples, can be achieved." 

That was four decades ago. ...nearly 500 million of the world's people are underfed and hungry 
today, and the sad fact that the hungry are most often children, women, and the very old. 

We have not reached our goal of overcoming hunger and malnutrition.  
 
All of us here must renew our commitment to reach that goal by the end of this century." 

 

http://www.fao.org/3/a-ak668e/ak668e10.htm   
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By 2000, all humans to be able to read and write.  By 2000, life expectancy for all women of 65 
good-quality years.  By 2000, effective laws on gender equality. 
 
Report of the World Conference to review and appraise the achievements of the United Nations 
Decade for Women: Equality, Development and Peace  
 
Nairobi Forward-looking Strategies 
 
26 July 1985 
 
 

"Paragraph 4 
 
...in 1980, the General Assembly, in its resolution 35/56, adopted the 
International Development Strategy for the Third United Nations Development 
Decade and reaffirmed the recommendations of the Copenhagen World Conference (General 
Assembly resolution 35/56, annex, para. 51). In the Strategy, the importance of the participation of 
women in the development process, as both agents and beneficiaries, was stressed.  Also, the 
Strategy called for appropriate measures to be taken in order to bring about profound social and 
economic changes and to eliminate the structural imbalances that compounded and perpetuated 
women's disadvantages in society. 
 
 
 
Paragraph 5 
 
The strategies contained in the World Plan of Action and in the Programme of Action were 
important contributions towards enlarging the perspective for the future of women. In most areas, 
however, further action is required. In this connection the General Assembly confirmed the goals 
and objectives of the Decade - equality, development and peace - stressed their validity for the 
future and indicated the need for concrete measures to overcome the obstacles to their 
achievement during the period 1986-2000. 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph 35    8a/ 
 
The World Plan of Action for the Implementation of the objectives of the 
International Women's Year, 1/  
 
the Declaration of Mexico on the Equality of Women and their Contribution to Development and 
Peace, 1975,    9/  
 
regional plans of action,  
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the Programme of Action for the Second half of the United Nations Decade for Women:  Equality, 
Development and Peace, 2/  
 
and the sub-theme - employment, health and education -  
 
the Declaration on the Participation of Women in Promoting International Peace and Co-
operation 7/ and  
 
the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women 6/  
 
remain valid and therefore constitute the basis for the strategies and concrete measures to be 
pursued up to the year 2000.  
 
 
 
The continuing relevance of the goals of the United Nations Decade for Women:  Equality, 
Development and Peace - and of its sub-theme - health, education and employment - should be 
stressed, as should the implementation of the relevant recommendations of the 1975 Plan of Action 
and the 1980 Programme of Action, so as to ensure the complete integration of women in the 
development process and the effective realization of the objectives of the Decade.  
 
 
The challenge now is for the international community to ensure that the achievements of the 
Decade become strong building blocks for development and to promote equality and peace, 
especially for the sake of future generations of women.  
 
 
The obstacles of the next 15 years must be met through concerted global, regional and national 
efforts.  
 
 
By the year 2000  
 
illiteracy should have been eliminated,  
 
life expectancy for all women increased to at least 65 years of good quality life and  
 
opportunities for self-supporting employment made available.  
 
Above all, laws guaranteeing equality for women in all spheres of life must by then be fully and 
comprehensively implemented  
 
to ensure a truly equitable socio-economic framework within which real development can take 
place.  
 
Forward-looking Strategies for the advancement of women at the regional level should be based 
on a clear assessment of demographic trends and development forecasts that provide a realistic 
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context for their implementation.  
 
Forward-looking Strategies for the advancement of women at the regional level should be based 
on a clear assessment of demographic trends and development forecasts that provide a realistic 
context for their implementation. 
 
 
... 
 
 
 
2.  Equality in social participation 
Paragraph 77 
 
A comprehensive and sustained public campaign should be launched by all 
Governments, in close collaboration with non-governmental organizations, 
women's pressure groups, where they exist, and research institutions, as well as the media, 
educational institutions and traditional institutions of 
communication, to challenge and abolish all discriminatory perceptions, 
attitudes and practices by the year 2000.  
 
 
Target groups should include policy-makers and decision makers, legal technical advisers, 
bureaucrats, labour and business leaders, business persons, professionals and the general public. 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph 78 
 
By the year 2000, all Governments should have adequate comprehensive and 
coherent national women's policies to abolish all obstacles to the full and 
equal participation of women in all spheres of society. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph 149 
 
The participation of women in higher professional and managerial positions in health institutions 
should be increased through appropriate legislations 
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training and supportive action should be taken to increase women's enrolment at higher levels of 
medical training and training in health-related fields. 
 
 
For effective community involvement to ensure the attainment of the World 
Health Organization's goal of Health for All by the Year 2000 and 
responsiveness to women's health needs, women should be represented in 
national and local health councils and committees.  
 
 
 
The employment and working conditions of women health personnel and health workers should be 
expanded and improved at all levels. Female traditional healers and birth attendants should be 
more fully and constructively integrated in national health planning. 
 

.... 

 

Paragraph 164 
 
Special measures should be taken by Governments and the international 
organizations, especially UNESCO, to eliminate the high rate of illiteracy by the year 2000, with 
the support of the international community. Governments should establish targets and adopt 
appropriate measures for this purpose. 
 
 
While the elimination of illiteracy is important to all, priority programmes are still required to 
overcome the special obstacles that have generally led to higher illiteracy rates among women 
than among men.  
 
 
 
Efforts should be made to promote functional literacy, with special emphasis on health, nutrition 
and viable economic skills and opportunities, in order to eradicate illiteracy among women and to 
produce additional material for the eradication of illiteracy.  
 
 
 
Programmes for legal literacy in low-income urban and rural areas should be initiated and 
intensified.  
 
Raising the level of education among women is important for the general welfare of society and 
because of its close link to child survival and child spacing. 
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... 
 

Paragraph 358 
 
In order to ensure that programmes and activities of concern to women are 
given the necessary attention and priority, it is essential that women should participate actively in 
the planning and formulation of policies and 
programmes and in decision-making and appraisal Processes in the United 
Nations.  
 
To this end, international, regional and national organizations have been called upon during the 
Decade to advance the status of their female staff and to increase the number of women recruited. 
In the absence of overall targets and effective mechanisms for their achievement, however, greater 
efforts are needed to ensure the recruitment, promotion and career development of women.  
 
All bodies and organizations of the United Nations system should therefore take all possible 
measures to achieve the participation of women on equal terms with men at all levels by the year 
2000.  
 
To achieve this goal, the secretariats of the United Nations and all the organizations and bodies 
within the system should take special measures, such as the preparation of a comprehensive 
affirmative action plan including provisions for setting intermediate targets and for establishing 
and supporting special mechanisms - for example, co-ordinators - to improve the status of women 
staff. Progress made to implement those measures should be reported to the General Assembly, 
the economic and Social Council and the Commission on the Status of Women on a regular basis." 
 
  
 
Report of the World Conference to review and appraise the achievements of the United Nations 
Decade for Women: Equality, Development and Peace  
Nairobi, 15-26 July 1985 
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/confer/nfls/Nairobi1985report.txt 
 

 

"Development... aims at the constant improvement of the well-being of the entire population 

and of all individuals"  

 

"States... shall ensure...equality of opportunity for all... and the fair distribution of income"  

 

Declaration on the Right to Development (1986) 

 

 

Adopted by General Assembly resolution 41/128 of 4 December 1986  
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The General Assembly,  

Bearing in mind the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations relating to the 
achievement of international co-operation in solving international problems of an economic, 
social, cultural or humanitarian nature, and in promoting and encouraging respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language or religion,  

Recognizing that development is a comprehensive economic, social, cultural and political process, 
which aims at the constant improvement of the well-being of the entire population and of all 
individuals on the basis of their active, free and meaningful participation in development and in 
the fair distribution of benefits resulting therefrom,  

Considering that under the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights everyone is 
entitled to a social and international order in which the rights and freedoms set forth in that 
Declaration can be fully realized,  

Recalling the provisions of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
and of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,  

Recalling further the relevant agreements, conventions, resolutions, recommendations and other 
instruments of the United Nations and its specialized agencies concerning the integral 
development of the human being, economic and social progress and development of all peoples, 
including those instruments concerning decolonization, the prevention of discrimination, respect 
for and observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms, the maintenance of international 
peace and security and the further promotion of friendly relations and co-operation among States 
in accordance with the Charter,  

Recalling the right of peoples to self-determination, by virtue of which they have the right freely to 
determine their political status and to pursue their economic, social and cultural development,  

Recalling also the right of peoples to exercise, subject to the relevant provisions of both 
International Covenants on Human Rights, full and complete sovereignty over all their natural 
wealth and resources,  

Mindful of the obligation of States under the Charter to promote universal respect for and 
observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction of any kind such 
as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, 
property, birth or other status,  

Considering that the elimination of the massive and flagrant violations of the human rights of the 
peoples and individuals affected by situations such as those resulting from colonialism, neo-
colonialism, apartheid , all forms of racism and racial discrimination, foreign domination and 
occupation, aggression and threats against national sovereignty, national unity and territorial 
integrity and threats of war would contribute to the establishment of circumstances propitious to 
the development of a great part of mankind,  
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Concerned at the existence of serious obstacles to development, as well as to the complete 
fulfilment of human beings and of peoples, constituted, inter alia , by the denial of civil, political, 
economic, social and cultural rights, and considering that all human rights and fundamental 
freedoms are indivisible and interdependent and that, in order to promote development, equal 
attention and urgent consideration should be given to the implementation, promotion and 
protection of civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights and that, accordingly, the 
promotion of, respect for and enjoyment of certain human rights and fundamental freedoms 
cannot justify the denial of other human rights and fundamental freedoms,  

Considering that international peace and security are essential elements for the realization of the 
right to development,  

Reaffirming that there is a close relationship between disarmament and development and that 
progress in the field of disarmament would considerably promote progress in the field of 
development and that resources released through disarmament measures should be devoted to the 
economic and social development and well-being of all peoples and, in particular, those of the 
developing countries,  

Recognizing that the human person is the central subject of the development process and that 
development policy should therefore make the human being the main participant and beneficiary 
of development,  

Recognizing that the creation of conditions favourable to the development of peoples and 
individuals is the primary responsibility of their States,  

Aware that efforts at the international level to promote and protect human rights should be 
accompanied by efforts to establish a new international economic order,  

Confirming that the right to development is an inalienable human right and that equality of 
opportunity for development is a prerogative both of nations and of individuals who make up 
nations,  

Proclaims the following Declaration on the Right to Development:  

 
 
Article 1 

1. The right to development is an inalienable human right by virtue of which every human person 
and all peoples are entitled to participate in, contribute to, and enjoy economic, social, cultural 
and political development, in which all human rights and fundamental freedoms can be fully 
realized.  

2. The human right to development also implies the full realization of the right of peoples to self-
determination, which includes, subject to the relevant provisions of both International Covenants 
on Human Rights, the exercise of their inalienable right to full sovereignty over all their natural 
wealth and resources.  
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Article 2 

1. The human person is the central subject of development and should be the active participant 
and beneficiary of the right to development.  
 

2. All human beings have a responsibility for development, individually and collectively, taking 
into account the need for full respect for their human rights and fundamental freedoms as well as 
their duties to the community, which alone can ensure the free and complete fulfilment of the 
human being, and they should therefore promote and protect an appropriate political, social and 
economic order for development.  

 
3. States have the right and the duty to formulate appropriate national development policies that 
aim at the constant improvement of the well-being of the entire population and of all individuals, 
on the basis of their active, free and meaningful participation in development and in the fair 
distribution of the benefits resulting therefrom.  
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Article 3 

1. States have the primary responsibility for the creation of national and international conditions 
favourable to the realization of the right to development.  

 
2. The realization of the right to development requires full respect for the principles of 
international law concerning friendly relations and co-operation among States in accordance with 
the Charter of the United Nations.  

 
3. States have the duty to co-operate with each other in ensuring development and eliminating 
obstacles to development. States should realize their rights and fulfil their duties in such a manner 
as to promote a new international economic order based on sovereign equality, interdependence, 
mutual interest and co-operation among all States, as well as to encourage the observance and 
realization of human rights.  

 
 
 
Article 4 

1. States have the duty to take steps, individually and collectively, to formulate international 
development policies with a view to facilitating the full realization of the right to development.  

 
2. Sustained action is required to promote more rapid development of developing countries. As a 
complement to the efforts of developing countries, effective international co-operation is essential 
in providing these countries with appropriate means and facilities to foster their comprehensive  
development.  

 
 
Article 5 

States shall take resolute steps to eliminate the massive and flagrant violations of the human rights 
of peoples and human beings affected by situations such as those resulting from apartheid , all 
forms of racism and racial discrimination, colonialism, foreign domination and occupation, 
aggression, foreign interference and threats against national sovereignty, national unity and 
territorial integrity, threats of war and refusal to recognize the fundamental right of peoples to 
self-determination.  
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Article 6 

1. All States should co-operate with a view to promoting, encouraging and strengthening universal 
respect for and observance of all human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without any 
distinction as to race, sex, language or religion.  

2. All human rights and fundamental freedoms are indivisible and interdependent; equal attention 
and urgent consideration should be given to the implementation, promotion and protection of civil, 
political, economic, social and cultural rights.  

3. States should take steps to eliminate obstacles to development resulting from failure to observe 
civil and political rights, as well as economic social and cultural rights.  

 
 
Article 7 

All States should promote the establishment, maintenance and strengthening of international 
peace and security and, to that end, should do their utmost to achieve general and complete 
disarmament under effective international control, as well as to ensure that the resources released 
by effective disarmament measures are used for comprehensive development, in particular that of 
the developing countries.  

 
 
Article 8 

1. States should undertake, at the national level, all necessary measures for the realization of the 
right to development and shall ensure, inter alia , equality of opportunity for all in their access to 
basic resources, education, health services, food, housing, employment and the fair distribution of 
income.  
 
Effective measures should be undertaken to ensure that women have an active role in the 
development process.  
 
Appropriate economic and social reforms should be carried out with a view to eradicating all 
social injustices.  

2. States should encourage popular participation in all spheres as an important factor in 
development and in the full realization of all human rights.  

 
 
Article 9 
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1. All the aspects of the right to development set forth in the present Declaration are indivisible 
and interdependent and each of them should be considered in the context of the whole.  

2. Nothing in the present Declaration shall be construed as being contrary to the purposes and 
principles of the United Nations, or as implying that any State, group or person has a right to 
engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the violation of the rights set forth in the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and in the International Covenants on Human Rights.  

 
 
Article 10 

Steps should be taken to ensure the full exercise and progressive enhancement of the right to 
development, including the formulation, adoption and implementation of policy, legislative and 
other measures at the national and international levels.  

 
 
Declaration on the Right to Development 
Adopted by General Assembly resolution 41/128 of 4 December 1986  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/RightToDevelopment.aspx  
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Our Common Future: Report of the World Commission on Environment and Development 

(1987) 

 

 
"11. Until recently, the planet was a large world in which human activities and their effects were 
neatly compartmentalized within nations, within sectors (energy, agriculture, trade), and within 
broad areas of concern (environment, economics, social). 

 

These compartments have begun to dissolve.  
 
This applies in particular to the various global 'crises' that have seized public concern, 
particularly over the past decade.  
 
These are not separate crises:  
 
an environmental crisis,  
a development crisis,  
an energy crisis.  
 
They are all one. "  
 
 
Our Common Future: From One Earth to One World 
A/42/427 Annex, Overview  
1987 
http://www.un-documents.net/ocf-ov.htm 
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Our Common Future, Chairman's Foreword  

From Our Common Future: Report of the World Commission on Environment and Development  
 
 
 
"A global agenda for change" - this was what the World Commission on Environment and 
Development was asked to formulate. It was an urgent call by the General Assembly of the United 
Nations:  

• to propose long-term environmental strategies for achieving  
sustainable development by the year 2000 and beyond; 
 

• to recommend ways concern for the environment may be translated into greater co-operation 
among developing countries and between countries at different stages of economical and social 
development and lead to the achievement of common and mutually supportive objectives that 
take account of the interrelationships between people, resources, environment, and 
development;  
 

• to consider ways and means by which the international community can deal more effectively with 
environment concerns; and  
 

• to help define shared perceptions of long-term environmental issues and the appropriate efforts 
needed to deal successfully with the problems of protecting and enhancing the environment, a 
long term agenda for action during the coming decades, and aspirational goals for the world 
community."   

Chairman's Foreword 
Our Common Future: Report of the World Commission on Environment and Development 
1987   
http://www.un-documents.net/ocf-cf.htm 
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By 2000: "Adequate shelter for all".  

 

Main focus should be on improving the situation of the disadvantaged and the poor.   

 

Sustainable development: "shelter and urban development must be reconcilable with a 

sustainable management of the environment". 

 

Global Strategy for Shelter to the Year 2000 (1988) 

 

 

 

 
"The General Assembly... 

      1.   Adopts the Global Strategy for Shelter to the Year 2000; 

      2.   Decides that the main objective of the Strategy is to facilitate adequate shelter for all by 

the year 2000, that the main focus should therefore be on improving the situation of the 
disadvantaged and the poor..."  
 
"The concept of sustainable development implies that the provision of shelter and urban 
development must be reconcilable with a sustainable management of the environment" 
 

"The objectives of the shelter sector need to be linked to the goals of overall economic policy, 
social policy, settlement policy and environmental policy." 

 
 

UN General Assembly resolution 43/181 
Global Strategy for Shelter to the Year 2000 
20 December 1988 
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/43/a43r181.htm 
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"The General Assembly... 
 
Taking note also of Economic and Social Council resolution [...] on the convening of a United 
Nations conference on environment and development... 
 
...the major cause of the continuing deterioration of the global environment is the unsustainable 
pattern of production and consumption... 

...poverty and environmental degradation are closely interrelated... environmental protection in 
developing countries must...be viewed as an integral part of the development process... 
 
Decides that the Conference, in addressing environmental issues in the developmental context, 
should have the following objectives:.. 
 
...action to deal with major environmental issues in the socio-economic development processes of 
all countries.... 
 
...sustainable and environmentally sound development with special emphasis on incorporating 
environmental concerns in the economic and social development process" 
             
    

General Assembly Resolution 44/228 
22 December 1989 
http://www.un-documents.net/a44r226.htm  
 
[the web address on the UN site seems to be misnumbered] 
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"Countries may wish" to set education goals for 2000: 

 

Care and activities for disadvantaged children. 

 

By 2000, completion of primary education for all. 

 

By 2000, adult illiteracy half its 1990 level. 

 

Significantly reduce literacy gender gap. 

 

Other life skills. 

 

World Declaration on Education For All: Meeting Basic Learning Needs; World Conference 

on Education for All (Jomtien, 1990) 

 

 

"Countries may wish to set their own targets for the 1990s in terms of the following proposed 
dimensions:  
 

1. Expansion of early childhood care and developmental activities, including family and 
community interventions, especially for poor, disadvantaged and disabled children;  
 
 

2. Universal access to, and completion of, primary education (or whatever higher level of 
education is considered as "basic") by the year 2000;  
 
 

3. Improvement in learning achievement such that an agreed percentage of an appropriate 
age cohort (e. g. 80% of 14 year-olds) attains or surpasses a defined level of necessary 
learning achievement;  
 
 

4. Reduction of the adult illiteracy rate (the appropriate age group to be determined in each 
country) to, say, one-half its 1990 level by the year 2000, with sufficient emphasis on 
female literacy to significantly reduce the current disparity between male and female 
illiteracy rates;  
 
 

5. Expansion of provisions of basic education and training in other essential skills required 
by youth and adults, with programme effectiveness assessed in terms of behavioural 
changes and impacts on health, employment and productivity; 
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6. Increased acquisition by individuals and families of the knowledge, skills and values 
required for better living and sound and sustainable development,  
 
made available through all education channels including the mass media, other forms of 
modern and traditional communication, and social action, with effectiveness assessed in 
terms of behavioural change.  

 
 
Levels of performance in the above should be established, when possible.  
 
These should be consistent with the focus of basic education both on universalization of access 
and on learning acquisition, as joint and inseparable concerns.  
 
In all cases, the performance targets should include equity by gender.  
 
However, setting levels of performance and of the proportions of participants who are expected to 
reach these levels in specific basic education programmes must be an autonomous task of 
individual countries." 
 
 
Framework For Action: Meeting Basic Learning Needs 
Agreed in the World Declaration on Education For All: Meeting Basic Learning Needs 
Jomtien, Thailand 
March 1990 
http://www.un-documents.net/jomteinf.htm  
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"Economic and social progress requires that growth be broadly based, offering equal 

opportunities to all people, both women and men, to participate fully in economic, social and 

political activities." 

 

"Developed countries have the main responsibility" on pollution.   

 

Declaration on International Economic Co-operation, in particular the Revitalization of 

Economic Growth and Development of the Developing Countries (1990) 
 

 
 
 
"CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE 1990s 

 
... 12. The most important challenge for the 1990s is the revitalization of economic growth and 
social development in the developing countries, which calls for sustained growth of the world 
economy and favourable external conditions. 

 This major challenge has to be addressed in the context of the increasing interdependence and 
integration in the world economy. ... 

 
18... Economic and social progress requires that growth be broadly based, offering equal 

opportunities to all people, both women and men, to participate fully in economic, social and 
political activities. ... 

 
25. A primary objective must be to respond to the needs of and maximize the potential of all 

members of society.  
 
Health, nutrition, housing, population policies and other social services are a key to both 
improving individual welfare and successful development.   
 
Education and training, which must be available to all, are essential for improving the quality of 
human resources and for sustaining economic growth.   

 
29. The current threat to the environment is the common concern of all.  
 
All countries should take effective actions for the protection and enhancement of the environment 
in accordance with their respective capacities and responsibilities, and taking into account the 
specific needs of developing countries.  
 
As the major sources of pollution, the developed countries have the main responsibility for taking 
appropriate measures urgently.  
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The economic growth and development of developing countries are essential in order to address 
problems of the degradation and protection of the environment."  
 
Declaration on International Economic Co-operation,  
in particular the Revitalization of Economic Growth and Development of the Developing 
Countries 
United Nations General Assembly resolution A/RES/S-18/3  
1 May 1990 
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/spec/aress18-3.htm 
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"States shall ensure to the maximum extent possible the survival and development of the 

child."  

 

Children have the "guaranteed" right to life and the right to information. 

 

Convention on Rights of the Child (1989, entered into force 1990) 

 
 
 
Adopted by General Assembly resolution 44/25 
20 November 1989 
Entry into force  
2 September 1990 

 
 
 
"Article 6 

1. States Parties recognize that every child has the inherent right to life.  

2. States Parties shall ensure to the maximum extent possible the survival and development of 
the child.  

 
 
Article 13 

 
1. The child shall have the right to freedom of expression; this right shall include freedom to seek, 
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either orally, in 
writing or in print, in the form of art, or through any other media of the child's choice. 

2. The exercise of this right may be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall only be such as 
are provided by law and are necessary: 

(a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others; or 

(b) For the protection of national security or of public order (ordre public), or of public    health 
or morals. 
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Article 17 
 

States Parties recognize the important function performed by the mass media and shall ensure that 
the child has access to information and material from a diversity of national and international 
sources, especially those aimed at the promotion of his or her social, spiritual and moral well-

being and physical and mental health.  
 
 
To this end, States Parties shall:  

a. Encourage the mass media to disseminate information and material of social and 
cultural benefit to the child and in accordance with the spirit of article 29; 
  

b. Encourage international co-operation in the production, exchange and 
dissemination of such information and material from a diversity of cultural, 
national and international sources;  
 

c. Encourage the production and dissemination of children's books;  
 

d. Encourage the mass media to have particular regard to the linguistic needs of the 
child who belongs to a minority group or who is indigenous;  
 

e. Encourage the development of appropriate guidelines for the protection of the 
child from information and material injurious to his or her well-being, bearing in 
mind the provisions of articles 13 and 18.  

 

 

Article 18 

1. States Parties shall use their best efforts to ensure recognition of the principle that both 
parents have common responsibilities for the upbringing and development of the child. 
Parents or, as the case may be, legal guardians, have the primary responsibility for the 
upbringing and development of the child. The best interests of the child will be their basic 
concern.  
 

2. For the purpose of guaranteeing and promoting the rights set forth in the present 
Convention, States Parties shall render appropriate assistance to parents and legal 
guardians in the performance of their child-rearing responsibilities and shall ensure the 
development of institutions, facilities and services for the care of children.  
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3. States Parties shall take all appropriate measures to ensure that children of working 
parents have the right to benefit from child-care services and facilities for which they are 
eligible.  

 

 

Article 19 

1. States Parties shall take all appropriate legislative, administrative, social and educational 
measures to protect the child from all forms of physical or mental violence, injury or 
abuse, neglect or negligent treatment, maltreatment or exploitation, including sexual 
abuse, while in the care of parent(s), legal guardian(s) or any other person who has the 
care of the child.  
 

2. Such protective measures should, as appropriate, include effective procedures for the 
establishment of social programmes to provide necessary support for the child and for 
those who have the care of the child, as well as for other forms of prevention and for 
identification, reporting, referral, investigation, treatment and follow-up of instances of 
child maltreatment described heretofore, and, as appropriate, for judicial involvement.  

 
 
Convention on the Rights of the Child 
1990 
http://www.ohchr.org/en/professionalinterest/pages/crc.aspx 
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Seven "major goals" suggested for 1990-2000 after "extensive consultation" with NGOs and 

others include:   

 

By 2000: Promoting safe water, sanitation and access to basic education for all humans. 

 

By 2000: Halve child malnutrition (not just hunger).   

 

By 2000: 80% of children to complete primary education. 

 

By 2000: Halve adult illiteracy, especially among women. 

 

"We are prepared to make available the resources to meet these commitments"  

 

"Legal" standards in the Convention on Rights of the Child "guarantee" rights. 

 

"We will work to promote earliest possible implementation of the Convention on the Rights 

of the Child" 

 

"Programmes to encourage information about children's rights should be launched world-

wide"  

 

(World Summit for Children, 1990)   

 

 
 
"We have gathered at the World Summit for Children to undertake a joint commitment.... 
 
 
8.  ...The Convention on the Rights of the Child provides a new opportunity to make respect for 

children's rights and welfare truly universal. ... 

 
9. Recent improvements in the international political climate can facilitate this task. ... 

 
14. Half a million mothers die each year from causes related to childbirth. ... 
 
 
19. We ourselves hereby make a solemn commitment to give high priority to the rights of 

children ... 
 
 
20. We have agreed that we will act together, in international co-operation, as well as in our 
respective countries.  
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We now commit ourselves to the following 10-point programme to protect the rights of children 
and to improve their lives: ... 
 
(1) We will work to promote earliest possible ratification and implementation of the Convention 

on the Rights of the Child.  
 
Programmes to encourage information about children's rights should be launched world-

wide… 
 
We will promote the provision of  
 
clean water in all communities for all their children, as well as  
 
universal access to sanitation. 
 
 

We will work for optimal growth and development in childhood, through measures to eradicate 
hunger, malnutrition and famine... 

 
 
24. We have decided to adopt and implement a Plan of Action, as a framework for more specific 
national and international undertakings.  
 
We appeal to all our colleagues to endorse that Plan.  
 
We are prepared to make available the resources to meet these commitments, as part of the 
priorities of our national plans.  
 
 
25. We do this not only for the present generation, but for all generations to come. There can be 
no task nobler than giving every child a better future." 
 

World Summit for Children 
30 September 1990 
https://www.unicef.org/wsc/declare.htm   

 
 
World Summit for Children Plan of Action for Implementing the World Declaration on the 

Survival, Protection and Development of Children in the 1990s: 

 

 

 



344 
 

"1. This Plan of Action is intended as a guide for national Governments, international 
organizations, bilateral aid agencies, non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and all other 
sectors of society in formulating their own programmes of action for ensuring the implementation 
of the Declaration of the World Summit for Children. 
 
 
2. The needs and problems of children vary from country to country, and indeed from community 
to community. Individual countries and groups of countries, as well as international, regional, 
national and local organizations, may use this Plan of Action to develop their own specific 
programmes in line with their needs, capacity and mandates.  
 
However, parents, elders and leaders at all levels throughout the world have certain common 
aspirations for the well-being of their children.  
 
This Plan of Action deals with these common aspirations, suggesting a set of goals and targets for 
children in the 1990s, strategies for reaching those goals and commitments for action and follow-
up measures at various levels. ... 
 
 
4. The aspirations of the international community for the well-being of children are best reflected 
in the Convention on the Rights of the Child unanimously adopted by the General Assembly of the 
United Nations in 1989.  
 
This Convention sets universal legal standards for the protection of children  
 
against neglect, abuse and exploitation, as well as  
 
guaranteeing to them their basic human rights,  

 

including survival, development and full participation in social, cultural, educational and other 
endeavours necessary for their individual growth and well-being.  
 
The Declaration of the World Summit calls on all Governments to promote earliest possible 
ratification and implementation of the Convention.  
 
 
 
5. In the past two years, a set of goals for children and development in the 1990s have been 
formulated in several international forums attended by virtually all Governments, relevant United 
Nations agencies and major NGOs.  
 
In support of these goals and in line with the growing international consensus in favour of greater 
attention to the human dimension of development in the 1990s,  
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this Plan of Action calls for  
concerted national action  
and international co-operation  
to strive for the achievement, in all countries,  
of the following major goals  
for the survival, protection and development of children  
by the year 2000.  
 
 
...(a) Reduction of 1990 under-5 child mortality rates  
by one third  
or to a level of 70 per 1,000 live births,  
whichever is the greater reduction; 
 
 
(b) Reduction of maternal mortality rates by half of 1990 levels; 
 
 
(c) Reduction of severe and moderate  
malnutrition among under-5 children  
by one half of 1990 levels; 
 
 
 
(d) Universal access to safe drinking water  
and to sanitary means of excreta disposal; 
 
 
(e) Universal access to basic education and completion of primary education by at least 80 per 

cent of primary school age children; 
 
 
(f) Reduction of the adult illiteracy rate to at least half its 1990 level (the appropriate age group 
to be determined in each country), with emphasis on female literacy;" 

 
... 
 
 
8. The Convention on the Rights of the Child, unanimously adopted by the United Nations 
General Assembly, contains a comprehensive set of international legal norms for the protection 
and well-being of children.  
 
All Governments are urged to promote earliest possible ratification of the Convention, where it 
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has not already been ratified.  
 
Every possible effort should be made in all countries to disseminate the Convention and, 
wherever it has already been ratified, to promote its implementation and monitoring.   
 
... 
 
12. Based on the experience of the past decade, including the many innovations in simple, low-
cost techniques and technologies to provide clean water and safe sanitary facilities in rural areas 
and urban shanty towns, it is now desirable as well as feasible, through concerted national action 
and international co-operation, to aim at providing all the world's children with universal access 

to safe drinking water and sanitary means of excreta disposal by the year 2000. 
 

 

13. ... With the right policies, appropriate institutional arrangements and political priority, the 
world is now in a position to feed all the world's children and to overcome the worst forms of 
malnutrition, i.e. drastically to reduce diseases that contribute to malnutrition, to halve protein-
energy malnutrition, virtually to eliminate vitamin A deficiency and iodine deficiency disorders 
and to reduce nutritional anaemia significantly." 

 

World Summit for Children 
Plan of Action for Implementing the World Declaration on the Survival, Protection and 
Development of Children in the 1990s 
1990 
https://www.unicef.org/wsc/plan.htm  

 
 
 
 
 

"Goals for Children and Development in the 1990s 

The following goals have been formulated through extensive consultation in various international 
forums attended by virtually all Governments, the relevant United Nations agencies including the 
World Health Organization (WHO), UNICEF, the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), the 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), the United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP) and the International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development (IBRD) and a large number of NGOs.  
 
These goals are recommended for implementation by all countries where they are applicable, with 
appropriate adaptation to the specific situation of each country in terms of phasing, standards, 
priorities and availability of resources, with respect for cultural, religious and social traditions. 
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Additional goals that are particularly relevant to a country's specific situation should be added in 
its national plan of action.  

... 
 
D. Water and sanitation  

(i) Universal access to safe drinking water;  

(ii) Universal access to sanitary means of excreta disposal;  

https://www.unicef.org/wsc/goals.htm 
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Participation in the World Summit for Children  

 
The Head of State or Government of the 
following countries participated in the World 
Summit for Children:  
 
 

Albania Argentina  

Bangladesh  Barbados  

Belgium Brazil 

Bulgaria 
Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic 

Canada 
Central African 
Republic 

Chile Colombia  

Costa Rica Czechoslovakia  

Denmark Djibouti 

Dominica El Salvador 

Finland France 

Gambia 
Germany, Federal 
Republic of 

Guinea-Bissau Holy See 

Honduras Iceland 

Ireland Italy 

Japan Kuwait 

Lebanon  Liechtenstein 

Luxembourg  Maldives 
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Mali Mexico 

Monaco Mozambique 

Namibia Nicaragua  

Nigeria Norway 

Panama Papua New Guinea 

Peru Poland 

Romania  Rwanda 

Saint Kitts and Nevis Saint Lucia 

Samoa  Senegal 

Sierra Leone  Spain 

Sudan Suriname 

Swaziland Sweden 

Tunisia Turkey 

Uganda 
Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic 

United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland 

United Republic of 
Tanzania 

United States of 
America  

Uruguay 

Vanuatu Venezuela 

Yugoslavia Zaire 

Zimbabwe  
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https://www.unicef.org/wsc/country.htm 
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Six goals for 1991-2000 "must be met". 

 

"We pledge ourselves individually and collectively to undertake the measures necessary to 

implement the Strategy. 

 

"environmentally sustainable development" and to "respond to social needs".   

 

"Rights, justice and equity are essential" 

 

"Environment is a priority". 

 

Declaration on International Economic Cooperation (1990), 

Strategy for the Fourth United Nations Development Decade 

 

 
 
"the Assembly, at its special session in 1990, adopted the Declaration on International Economic 
Cooperation, in particular the revitalization of economic growth and development of developing 
countries, which, it stated, was the most important challenge of the 1990s for those countries.  
 
It also proclaimed the Fourth United Nations Development Decade (1991-2000)"  

 
A Prehistory of the Millennium Development Goals:  
Four Decades of Struggle for Development in the United Nations 
UN Chronicle  
https://unchronicle.un.org/article/prehistory-millennium-development-goals-four-decades-
struggle-development-united-nations 
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General Assembly 

Distr. GENERAL   

21 December 1990  

ORIGINAL: 
ENGLISH 

United Nations  A/RES/45/199  

 

 
                                                   A/RES/45/199 
                                                   71st plenary meeting 
                                                   21 December 1990 
  
 
             45/199.  International Development Strategy for the Fourth 
                      United Nations Development Decade 
  
 
     The General Assembly 
  
     1.   Proclaims the Fourth United Nations Development Decade, starting on 1 January 1991; 
  
     2.   Adopts the International Development Strategy for the Fourth United Nations Development 
Decade, as set forth in the annex to the present resolution. 
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                            ANNEX 
 
                  International Development Strategy for the 
                  Fourth United Nations Development Decade 
  
 
 
                                I.  PREAMBLE 
 
  
1.   We, the States Members of the United Nations, adopt the following International Development 
Strategy and designate 1 January 1991 to  31 December 2000 as the Fourth United Nations 
Development Decade.   
 
The global consensus reached  
in the Declaration on International Economic Co-operation,  
in particular the Revitalization of Economic Growth and Development of the Developing 
Countries,  
contained in the annex to General Assembly resolution S-18/3,  
provides the basis for this Strategy.   
 
We pledge ourselves individually and collectively  
to undertake the measures necessary to implement the Strategy. 
 
  
2.   The goals and objectives of the International Development Strategy for the Third United 
Nations Development Decade were for the most part unattained.   
 
 
...six interrelated goals must be met.  
 
They are:  
 
(a) A surge in the pace of economic growth in the developing countries;  
 
(b) A development process that is responsive to social needs, seeks a significant reduction in 
extreme poverty, promotes the development and utilization of human resources and skills and is 
environmentally sound and sustainable;  
 
(c) An improvement of the international systems of money, finance and trade so as to support the 
development process;  
 
(d) A setting of strength and stability in the world economy and sound macro-economic 
management, nationally and internationally;  
 
(e) A decisive strengthening of international development co-operation;  
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(f) A special effort to deal with the problems of the least developed countries, the weakest among 
the developing countries.  
 
 
... 
 
 
15. These goals and objectives pose a big challenge.  
 
They call for serious and committed efforts by all countries.  
 
The developing countries themselves have the responsibility for the great effort needed to mobilize 
the potential of their people, to modernize and diversify their economies and to set themselves 
ambitious targets to build the foundation on which development rests: technical and managerial 
skills,  
industrial and agricultural capability and effective government services.  
 
Human resources development, entrepreneurship and innovation, and the energetic application of 
science and technology, in a context of political freedom, respect for human rights, justice and 

equity, are all essential and relevant to growth and development.  
 
The Strategy has singled out a number of areas of special priority:  
 
the eradication of poverty and hunger,  
 
human resources and institutional development,  
 
population,  
 
the environment and  
 
food and agriculture.  
 
The pursuit of goals in these areas calls for resolute and vigorous action and for styles of 
development that establish a mutually reinforcing relationship between rapid economic growth 
and social objectives. 

 

United Nations General Assembly  
Resolution 45/199.  
International Development Strategy for the Fourth United Nations Development Decade 
21 December 1990 
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/45/a45r199.htm  
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Humans are "entitled" to a healthy and productive life in harmony with nature. 

 

"The right to development must be fulfilled...to equitably meet developmental and 

environmental needs of present and future generations." 

 

"Environmental protection shall constitute an integral part of the development process"  

 

"At the national level, each individual shall have appropriate access to information concerning 

the environment that is held by public authorities, including information on hazardous 

materials and activities in their communities, and the opportunity to participate in decision-

making processes."   

 

"States shall enact effective environmental legislation"  

 

End poverty: All States will co-operate on ending poverty, to reduce inequality in living 

standards. 

 

Environment: Precautionary approach will be widely used.   

 

"The special situation and needs of developing countries, particularly the least developed and 

those most environmentally vulnerable, shall be given special priority."   

 

States will develop "polluter pays" law.   

 

"Indigenous and local communities have a vital role in environmental management and 

development because of their knowledge and traditional practices." 

 

"Peace, development and environmental protection are interdependent and indivisible." 

 

(Rio Declaration, United Nations Conference on Environment and Development or Earth 

Summit, 1992, at same time as the Conference adopted Agenda 21) 

 

 
 
Note:  The Millennium Declaration states in paragraph 22, mentioning the outcome of the 1992 
environment conference: 
 
"We reaffirm our support for the principles of sustainable development, including those set out in 
Agenda 21, agreed upon at the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development." 
  
Agenda 21 is 350 pages.  
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United Nations  A/CONF.151/26 (Vol. I)

 
General Assembly 

Distr. GENERAL
12 August 1992 

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH

  

  

            REPORT OF THE UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE ON  

                    ENVIRONMENT AND DEVELOPMENT* 

 

                  (Rio de Janeiro, 3-14 June 1992) 

 

 

                               Annex I 

 

           RIO DECLARATION ON ENVIRONMENT AND DEVELOPMENT 

 

 

    The United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, 

 

    Having met at Rio de Janeiro from 3 to 14 June 1992, 

 

    Reaffirming the Declaration of the United Nations Conference on the Human 

Environment, adopted at Stockholm on 16 June 1972, a/ and seeking to build 

upon it, 

 

    With the goal of establishing a new and equitable global partnership 

through the creation of new levels of cooperation among States, key sectors 

of societies and people, 

 

    Working towards international agreements which respect the interests of 

all and protect the integrity of the global environmental and developmental 

system, 

 

    Recognizing the integral and interdependent nature of the Earth, our 

home, 
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    Proclaims that: 

 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 1 

 

    Human beings are at the centre of concerns for sustainable development.  

 

They are entitled to a healthy and productive life in harmony with nature. 

 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 2 

 

    States have, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the 

principles of international law,  

 

the sovereign right to exploit their own resources pursuant to their own 

environmental and developmental policies, and  

 

the responsibility to ensure that activities within their jurisdiction or 

control do not cause damage to the environment of other States or of areas 

beyond the limits of national jurisdiction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 3 

 

    The right to development must be fulfilled so as to equitably meet 

developmental and environmental needs of present and future generations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 4 

 

    In order to achieve sustainable development, environmental protection 

shall constitute an integral part of the development process and cannot be 

considered in isolation from it. 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 5 

 

    All States and all people shall cooperate in the essential task of 

eradicating poverty as an indispensable requirement for sustainable 

development,  
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in order to decrease the disparities in standards of living and better meet 

the needs of the majority of the people of the world. 

 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 6 

 

    The special situation and needs of developing countries, particularly the 

least developed and those most environmentally vulnerable, shall be given 

special priority.   

 

International actions in the field of environment and development should also 

address the interests and needs of all countries. 

 

 

 

  

                            Principle 7 

 

    States shall cooperate in a spirit of global partnership to conserve, 

protect and restore the health and integrity of the Earth's ecosystem.   

 

In view of the different contributions to global environmental degradation, 

States have common but differentiated responsibilities.   

 

The developed countries acknowledge the responsibility that they bear in the 

international pursuit of sustainable development in view of the pressures 

their societies place on the global environment and of the technologies and 

financial resources they command. 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 8 

 

    To achieve sustainable development and a higher quality of life for all 

people,  

 

States should reduce and eliminate unsustainable patterns of production and 

consumption and promote appropriate demographic policies. 

 

 

 

 

                             Principle 9 

 

    States should cooperate to strengthen endogenous capacity-building for 

sustainable development  

 

by improving scientific understanding through exchanges of scientific and 

technological knowledge, and by enhancing the development, adaptation, 

diffusion and transfer of technologies, including new and innovative 

technologies. 
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                            Principle 10 

 

    Environmental issues are best handled with the participation of all 

concerned citizens, at the relevant level.   

 

At the national level, each individual shall have appropriate access to 

information concerning the environment that is held by public authorities, 

including information on hazardous materials and activities in their 

communities, and the opportunity to participate in decision-making processes.  

 

States shall facilitate and encourage public awareness and participation by 

making information widely available.   

 

Effective access to judicial and administrative proceedings, including 

redress and remedy, shall be provided. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 11 

 

    States shall enact effective environmental legislation.   

 

Environmental standards, management objectives and priorities should reflect 

the environmental and developmental context to which they apply.   

 

Standards applied by some countries may be inappropriate and of unwarranted 

economic and social cost to other countries, in particular developing 

countries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 12 

 

    States should cooperate to promote a supportive and open international 

economic system that would lead to economic growth and sustainable 

development in all countries, to better address the problems of environmental 

degradation.  

 

Trade policy measures for environmental purposes should not constitute a 

means of arbitrary or unjustifiable discrimination or a disguised restriction 

on international trade.   

 

Unilateral actions to deal with environmental challenges outside the 

jurisdiction of the importing country should be avoided. 

  

Environmental measures addressing transboundary or global environmental 

problems should, as far as possible, be based on an international consensus. 
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                            Principle 13 

 

    States shall develop national law regarding liability and compensation 

for the victims of pollution and other environmental damage. 

 

  States shall also cooperate in an expeditious and more determined manner to 

develop further international law regarding liability and compensation for 

adverse effects of environmental damage caused by activities within their 

jurisdiction or control to areas beyond their jurisdiction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 14 

 

    States should effectively cooperate to discourage or prevent the 

relocation and transfer to other States of any activities and substances that 

cause severe environmental degradation or are found to be harmful to human 

health. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 15 

 

    In order to protect the environment, the precautionary approach shall be 

widely applied by States according to their capabilities.   

 

Where there are threats of serious or irreversible damage, lack of full 

scientific certainty shall not be used as a reason for postponing cost-

effective measures to prevent environmental degradation. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 16 

 

    National authorities should endeavour to promote the internalization of 

environmental costs and the use of economic instruments, taking into account 

the approach that the polluter should, in principle, bear the cost of 

pollution, with due regard to the public interest and without distorting 

international trade and investment. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 17 

 

    Environmental impact assessment, as a national instrument, shall be 
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undertaken  

 

for proposed activities that are likely to have a significant adverse impact 

on the environment  

 

and are subject to a decision of a competent national authority. 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 18 

 

    States shall immediately notify other States of any natural disasters or 

other emergencies that are likely to produce sudden harmful effects on the 

environment of those States.   

 

Every effort shall be made by the international community to help States so 

afflicted. 

 

                     

 

 

 

                           Principle 19 

 

    States shall provide prior and timely notification and relevant 

information to potentially affected States on activities that may have a 

significant adverse transboundary environmental effect and shall consult with 

those States at an early stage and in good faith. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 20 

 

    Women have a vital role in environmental management and development.  

 

Their full participation is therefore essential to achieve sustainable 

development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 21 

 

    The creativity, ideals and courage of the youth of the world should be 

mobilized to forge a global partnership in order to achieve sustainable 

development and ensure a better future for all. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 22 
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    Indigenous people and their communities and other local communities have 

a vital role in environmental management and development because of their 

knowledge and traditional practices.   

 

States should recognize and duly support their identity, culture and 

interests  

and enable their effective participation in the achievement of sustainable 

development. 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 23 

 

    The environment and natural resources of people under oppression, 

domination and occupation shall be protected. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 24 

 

    Warfare is inherently destructive of sustainable development.   

 

States shall therefore respect international law providing protection for the 

environment in times of armed conflict and cooperate in its further 

development, as necessary. 

 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 25 

 

    Peace, development and environmental protection are interdependent and 

indivisible. 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 26 

 

    States shall resolve all their environmental disputes peacefully and by 

appropriate means in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. 

 

 

 

 

                            Principle 27 

 

    States and people shall cooperate in good faith and in a spirit of 

partnership in the fulfilment of the principles embodied in this Declaration 

and in the further development of international law in the field of 

sustainable development. 
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........... 

 

 

 

 

    a/    Report of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment, 

Stockholm, 5-16 June 1972 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.73.II.A.14 

and corrigendum), chap. I. 

 

Rio Declaration  
United Nations Conference on Environment and Development 
(Earth Summit) 
1992 
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/conf151/aconf15126-1annex1.htm 

 

 

The three Rio Conventions - on Biodiversity, Climate Change and Desertification  

 

 

 
"The three Rio Conventions—on Biodiversity, Climate Change and Desertification—derive 
directly from the 1992 Earth Summit.  
 
Each instrument represents a way of contributing to the sustainable development goals of Agenda 
21.  
 
The three conventions are intrinsically linked, operating in the same ecosystems and addressing 
interdependent issues.  
 
 

 

Convention on Biological Diversity  

The objectives of the CBD are the conservation of biological diversity, the 
sustainable use of its components, and the fair and equitable sharing of the 
benefits arising from commercial and other utilization of genetic resources. The 
agreement covers all ecosystems, species, and genetic resources.   
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United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification  

The UNCCD aims to combat desertification and mitigate the effects of drought in 
countries experiencing serious drought and/or desertification, particularly in 
Africa, through effective actions at all levels, supported by international co-
operation and partnership arrangements, in the framework of an integrated 
approach which is consistent with Agenda 21, with a view to contributing to the 
achievements of sustainable development in affected areas.   

 

 
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change  

The UNFCCC sets an overall framework for intergovernmental efforts to tackle 
the challenge posed by climate change. Its objectives are to stabilize greenhouse-
gas concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous 
anthropogenic interference with the climate system, within a time-frame sufficient 
to allow ecosystems to adapt naturally to climate change; to ensure that food 
production is not threatened; to enable economic development to proceed in a 
sustainable manner.  

The Conferences of the Parties (COP) to each Rio Convention have underlined through numerous 
articles and decisions the need for enhanced collaboration among the conventions, in order to 
enhance synergy and reduce duplication of activities.  
 
In August 2001, the Conventions established a Joint Liaison Group as an informal forum for 
exchanging information, exploring opportunities for synergistic activities and increasing 
coordination.  
 
Options for collaboration have been explored in several meetings and documents, and a number of 
collaborative activities are already underway." 
 

https://www.cbd.int/rio/ 

  



365 
 

Leave no-one behind?  Goals for industrialised countries.  Agenda 21: 

 

"All countries should take immediate measures to provide shelter to their homeless poor". 

 

"Holistic view of development": integration of environment and development; prosperity; 

empowerment. 

 

By 2000, health for all.  This is an overall strategy. 

By 2000, shelter for all. 

By 2000, "Each country should ensure that more than 50 per cent of its youth, gender 

balanced, have access to appropriate secondary education or equivalent educational or 

vocational training programmes by increasing participation and access rates on an annual 

basis."   

By 2000, many suggested or agreed health and environment goals. 

 

By 2025, "adequate environmental infrastructure in all settlements". 

By 2025, "full coverage in water-supply". 

By 2025, "dispose of all ...wastes" within environmental guidelines. 

By 2025, "all urban populations" to have "adequate waste services". 

By 2025, "sanitation in all rural areas." 

 

Freshwater targets for 2025. 

 

"Political commitment at the highest level". 

 

"The broadest public participation ....should...be encouraged".  [! - Governments have 

betrayed the public, through false official information on pledges and progress.] 

 

Special attention to unsustainable consumption. 

 

Special attention to vulnerable groups. 

 

Priority: health service coverage for groups in greatest need. 

 

 

Rio Conference on Environment and Development (Earth Summit), 1992 
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The 350-page Agenda 21 agreed at the 1992 Rio conference begins:  
 
 
 

"PREAMBLE  
 

1.1. Humanity stands at a defining moment in history.  
 
We are confronted with a perpetuation of disparities between and within nations, a worsening of 
poverty, hunger, ill health and illiteracy, and the continuing deterioration of the ecosystems on 
which we depend for our well-being.  
 
However, integration of environment and development concerns and greater attention to them 
will lead to the fulfilment of basic needs, improved living standards for all, better protected and 
managed ecosystems and a safer, more prosperous future.  
 
No nation can achieve this on its own; but together we can - in a global partnership for 
sustainable development.  

 

 1.2. This global partnership must build on the premises of General Assembly resolution 44/228 of 
22 December 1989, which was adopted when the nations of the world called for the United 
Nations Conference on Environment and Development, and on the acceptance of the need to take 
a balanced and integrated approach to environment and development questions.  

 
 
1.3. Agenda 21 addresses the pressing problems of today and also aims at preparing the world for 
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the challenges of the next century.  
 
It reflects a global consensus and political commitment at the highest level on development and 
environment cooperation. Its successful implementation is first and foremost the responsibility of 
Governments. National strategies, plans, policies and processes are crucial in achieving this.  
 
International cooperation should support and supplement such national efforts.  
 
In this context, the United Nations system has a key role to play. Other international, regional and 
subregional organizations are also called upon to contribute to this effort.  
 
The broadest public participation and the active involvement of the non -governmental 
organizations and other groups should also be encouraged.  

 

1.4. The developmental and environmental objectives of Agenda 21 will require a substantial flow 
of new and additional financial resources to developing countries, in order to cover the 
incremental costs for the actions they have to undertake to deal with global environmental 
problems and to accelerate sustainable development.  
 
Financial resources are also required for strengthening the capacity of international institutions 
for the implementation of Agenda 21.  
 
An indicative order-of-magnitude assessment of costs is included in each of the programme areas.  
 
This assessment will need to be examined and refined by the relevant implementing agencies and 
organizations.  

 

1.5. In the implementation of the relevant programme areas identified in Agenda 21, special 
attention should be given to the particular circumstances facing the economies in transition. It 
must also be recognized that these countries are facing unprecedented challenges in transforming 
their economies, in some cases in the midst of considerable social and political tension.  

 

1.6. The programme areas that constitute Agenda 21 are described in terms of the basis for action, 
objectives, activities and means of implementation. Agenda 21 is a dynamic programme. It will be 
carried out by the various actors according to the different situations, capacities and priorities of 
countries and regions in full respect of all the principles contained in the Rio Declaration on 
Environment and Development.  
 
It could evolve over time in the light of changing needs and circumstances.  
 
This process marks the beginning of a new global partnership for sustainable development."  
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https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/Agenda21.pdf  
 

 

 

UN Documents:  
Gathering a Body of Global Agreements  

 

Home | Human Rights | Sustainable Development | Education | Water | Culture of Peace | 
Keywords | Search  

 

 

Agenda 21  

Rio Declaration  

 

  

 
 

Preamble  

1 Preamble  
  

I Social and Economic Dimensions   

2 International Cooperation to Accelerate Sustainable Development in 
Developing Countries and Related Domestic Policies  

3 Combating Poverty  

4 Changing Consumption Patterns  

5 Demographic Dynamics and Sustainability  

6 Protecting and Promoting Human Health  

7 Promoting Sustainable Human Settlement Development  

8 Integrating Environment and Development in Decision-Making 
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II Conservation and Management of Resources for Development   

9 Protection of the Atmosphere  

10 Integrated Approach to the Planning and Management of Land Resources  

11 Combating Deforestation  

12 Managing Fragile Ecosystems: Combating Desertification and Drought  

13 Managing Fragile Ecosystems: Sustainable Mountain Development  

14 Promoting Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development  

15 Conservation of Biological Diversity  

16 Environmentally Sound Management of Biotechnology  

17 Protection of the Oceans, All Kinds of Seas, including Enclosed and Semi-
enclosed Seas, and Coastal Areas and the Protection, Rational Use and 
Development of their Living Resources  

18 Protection of the Quality and Supply of Freshwater Resources: Application 
of Integrated Approaches to the Development, Management and Use of 
Water Resources  

19 Environmentally Sound Management of Toxic Chemicals, Including 
Prevention of Illegal International Traffic in Toxic and Dangerous Products 

20 Environmentally Sound Management of Hazardous Wastes, Including 
Prevention of Illegal International Traffic in Hazardous Wastes  

21 Environmentally Sound Management of Solid Wastes and Sewage-related 
Issues  

22 Safe and Environmentally Sound Management of Radioactive Wastes  
 
  

III Strengthening the Role of Major Groups   

23 Preamble  

24 Global Action for Women Towards Sustainable and Equitable 
Development  

25 Children and Youth in Sustainable Development  
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26 Recognizing and Strengthening the Role of Indigenous People and their 
Communities  

27 Strengthening the Role of Non-governmental Organizations: Partners for 
Sustainable Development  

28 Local Authorities' Initiatives in Support of Agenda 21  

29 Strengthening the Role of Workers and their Trade Unions  

30 Strengthening the Role of Business and Industry  

31 Scientific and Technological Community  

32 Strengthening the Role of Farmers  
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I

V 
Means of Implementation   

 

33 Financial Resources and Mechanisms  

34 Transfer of Environmentally Sound Technology, Cooperation and Capacity-building  

35 Science for Sustainable Development  

36 Promoting Education, Public Awareness and Training  

37 National Mechanisms and International Cooperation for Capacity-building in Developing 
Countries  

38 International Institutional Arrangements  

39 International Legal Instruments and Mechanisms  

40 Information for Decision-making   

Home | Human Rights | Sustainable Development | Education | Water | Culture of Peace | 
Keywords | Search  

 

UN Documents: Gathering a Body of Global Agreements  
has been compiled by the NGO Committee on Education of the  

Conference of NGOs from United Nations web sites  
with the invaluable help of information & communications technology.  

 
 
 
http://www.un-documents.net/agenda21.htm  
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Extracts from Agenda 21: 

 
 
 

"Agenda 21 - Chapter 2  

INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION TO ACCELERATE SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 

IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES AND RELATED DOMESTIC POLICIES  

... 

 
D. Encouraging economic policies conducive to sustainable development   
 
... 

2.32. Good management that fosters the association of effective, efficient, honest, equitable and 
accountable public administration with individual rights and opportunities is an essential element 
for sustainable, broadly based development and sound economic performance at all development 
levels.  
 
All countries should increase their efforts to eradicate mismanagement of public and private 
affairs, including corruption, taking into account the factors responsible for, and agents involved 
in, this phenomenon.   

... 
 
2.37. ...all countries should develop policies that improve efficiency in the allocation of resources 
and take full advantage of the opportunities offered by the changing global economic environment.  
 
In particular, wherever appropriate, and taking into account national strategies and objectives, 
countries should:   

a. Remove the barriers to progress caused by bureaucratic inefficiencies, administrative strains, 
unnecessary controls and the neglect of market conditions;   

b. Promote transparency in administration and decision-making" 
 
..... 
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"Agenda 21 - Chapter 3  

COMBATING POVERTY  

 
PROGRAMME AREA   

Enabling the poor to achieve sustainable livelihoods   
 
...3.5. Activities that will contribute to the integrated promotion of sustainable livelihoods and 
environmental protection cover a variety of sectoral interventions involving a range of actors, 
from local to global, and are essential at every level, especially the community and local levels.  
 
Enabling actions will be necessary at the national and international levels, taking full account of 
regional and subregional conditions to support a locally driven and country-specific approach.  
 
In general design, the programmes should:   

a. Focus on the empowerment of local and community groups through the principle of delegating 
authority, accountability and resources to the most appropriate level to ensure that the 
programme will be geographically and ecologically specific;   

b. Contain immediate measures to enable those groups to alleviate poverty and to develop 
sustainability"   

 
.... 
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"Agenda 21 - Chapter 4  

CHANGING CONSUMPTION PATTERNS  

 
4.1. This chapter contains the following programme areas:  

a. Focusing on unsustainable patterns of production and consumption;  

b. Developing national policies and strategies to encourage changes in unsustainable 
consumption patterns.   

4.2. Since the issue of changing consumption patterns is very broad, it is addressed in several 
parts of Agenda 21, notably those dealing with energy, transportation and wastes, and in the 
chapters on economic instruments and the transfer of technology. The present chapter should also 
be read in conjunction with chapter 5 (Demographic dynamics and sustainability).  

  

PROGRAMME AREAS  

A. Focusing on unsustainable patterns of production and consumption   

 

Basis for action  

4.3. Poverty and environmental degradation are closely interrelated.  
 
While poverty results in certain kinds of environmental stress, the major cause of the continued 
deterioration of the global environment is the unsustainable pattern of consumption and 
production, particularly in industrialized countries, which is a matter of grave concern, 
aggravating poverty and imbalances.    

4.4. Measures to be undertaken at the international level for the protection and enhancement of 
the environment must take fully into account the current imbalances in the global patterns of 
consumption and production.   
 
4.5. Special attention should be paid to the demand for natural resources generated by 
unsustainable consumption and to the efficient use of those resources consistent with the goal of 
minimizing depletion and reducing pollution.  
 
Although consumption patterns are very high in certain parts of the world, the basic consumer 
needs of a large section of humanity are not being met.  
 
This results in excessive demands and unsustainable lifestyles among the richer segments, which 
place immense stress on the environment.  

The poorer segments, meanwhile, are unable to meet food, health care, shelter and educational 
needs.  
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Changing consumption patterns will require a multipronged strategy focusing on demand, meeting 
the basic needs of the poor, and reducing wastage and the use of finite resources in the production 
process."   
 
.... 

 
 
"Adopting an international approach to achieving sustainable consumption patterns   

 
4.8.  In principle, countries should be guided by the following basic objectives in their efforts to 
address consumption and lifestyles in the context of environment and development:  

a. All countries should strive to promote sustainable consumption patterns;  

b. Developed countries should take the lead in achieving sustainable consumption patterns;  

c. Developing countries should seek to achieve sustainable consumption patterns in their 
development process, guaranteeing the provision of basic needs for the poor, while avoiding those 
unsustainable patterns, particularly in industrialized countries, generally recognized as unduly 
hazardous to the environment, inefficient and wasteful, in their development processes. This 
requires enhanced technological and other assistance from industrialized countries."   
 
 

  



376 
 

"Agenda 21 - Chapter 5  

DEMOGRAPHIC DYNAMICS AND SUSTAINABILITY  

 
B. Formulating integrated national policies for environment and development, taking into account 
demographic trends and factors   

Basis for action  
 
5.16...Policies should be designed to address the consequences of population growth built into 
population momentum, while at the same time incorporating measures to bring about 
demographic transition. They should combine environmental concerns and population issues 

within a  

holistic view of development whose primary goals include the alleviation of poverty; secure 

livelihoods; good health; quality of life; improvement of the status and income of women and 
their access to schooling and professional training, as well as fulfilment of their personal 
aspirations;  
and empowerment of individuals and communities."  

 
 .... 
  
"C. Implementing integrated environment and development programmes at the local level, 

taking into account demographic trends and factors   

 
... 
 
 
5.46. Nationally determined policies for integrated and multifaceted programmes, with special 

attention to women, to the poorest people living in critical areas and to other vulnerable groups 
should be implemented, ensuring the involvement of groups with a special potential to act as 
agents for change and sustainable development.  
 
Special emphasis should be placed on those programmes that achieve multiple objectives, 
encouraging sustainable economic development, and mitigating adverse impacts of demographic 
trends and factors, and avoiding long-term environmental damage.  
 
Food security, access to secure tenure, basic shelter, and essential infrastructure, education, 
family welfare, women's reproductive health, family credit schemes, reforestation programmes, 
primary environmental care, women's employment should, as appropriate, be included among 
other factors."   

 

 

"Agenda 21 – Chapter 6  
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PROTECTING AND PROMOTING HUMAN HEALTH  

 

... 
 
 
6.4. Within the overall strategy to achieve health for all by the year 2000,  
 
the objectives are  
 
to meet the basic health needs of rural peri-urban and urban populations;  
 
to provide the necessary specialized environmental health services; and  
 
to coordinate the involvement of citizens, the health sector, the health-related sectors and relevant 
non-health sectors (business, social, educational and religious institutions) in solutions to health 
problems.  
 
As a matter of priority, health service coverage should be achieved for population groups in 

greatest need, particularly those living in rural areas."   

 

 
Objectives   

6.12. A number of goals have been formulated through extensive consultations in various 
international forums attended by virtually all Governments, relevant United Nations organizations 
(including WHO, UNICEF, UNFPA, UNESCO, UNDP and the World Bank) and a number of non-
governmental organizations.  
 
Goals (including but not limited to those listed below) are recommended for implementation by all 
countries where they are applicable, with appropriate adaptation to the specific situation of each 
country in terms of phasing, standards, priorities and availability of resources, with respect for 
cultural, religious and social aspects, in keeping with freedom, dignity and personally held values 
and taking into account ethical considerations.  
 
Additional goals that are particularly relevant to a country's specific situation should be added in 
the country's national plan of action (Plan of Action for Implementing the World Declaration on 
the Survival, Protection and Development of Children in the 1990s). 1/  
 
Such national level action plans should be coordinated and monitored from within the public 
health sector.  
 
Some major goals are:   
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a. By the year 2000, to eliminate guinea worm disease (dracunculiasis);  

 
b. By the year 2000, eradicate polio;  

 
c. By the year 2000, to effectively control onchocerciasis (river blindness) and leprosy;  

 
d. By 1995, to reduce measles deaths by 95 per cent and reduce measles cases by 90 per cent 
compared with pre-immunization levels;   

 
e. By continued efforts, to provide health and hygiene education and to ensure universal access to 
safe drinking water and universal access to sanitary measures of excreta disposal, thereby 
markedly reducing waterborne diseases such as cholera and schistosomiasis and reducing:   

 
i. By the year 2000, the number of deaths from childhood diarrhoea in developing countries by 50 
to 70 per cent;   

ii. By the year 2000, the incidence of childhood diarrhoea in developing countries by at least 25 to 
50 per cent;   
 

f. By the year 2000, to initiate comprehensive programmes to reduce mortality from acute 
respiratory infections in children under five years by at least one third, particularly in countries 
with high infant mortality;   
 

g. By the year 2000, to provide 95 per cent of the world's child population with access to 
appropriate care for acute respiratory infections within the community and at first referral level;   

 
h. By the year 2000, to institute anti-malaria programmes in all countries where malaria presents 
a significant health problem and maintain the transmission-free status of areas freed from 
endemic malaria;   

 
i. By the year 2000, to implement control programmes in countries where major human parasitic 
infections are endemic and achieve an overall reduction in the prevalence of schistosomiasis and 
of other trematode infections by 40 per cent and 25 per cent, respectively, from a 1984 baseline, 
as well as a marked reduction in incidence, prevalence and intensity of filarial infections;   

 
j. To mobilize and unify national and international efforts against AIDS to prevent infection and to 
reduce the personal and social impact of HIV infection;   
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k. To contain the resurgence of tuberculosis, with particular emphasis on multiple antibiotic 
resistant forms;   

 
l. To accelerate research on improved vaccines and implement to the fullest extent possible the use 
of vaccines in the prevention of disease." 
 
... 

 

"6.22. Indigenous people and their communities.  
 
Indigenous people had their communities make up a significant percentage of global population. 
The outcomes of their experience have tended to be very similar in that the basis of their 
relationship with traditional lands has been fundamentally changed.  

They tend to feature disproportionately in unemployment, lack of housing, poverty and poor 
health. In many countries the number of indigenous people is growing faster than the general 
population.  
 
Therefore it is important to target health initiatives for indigenous people.   

 

Objectives  

6.23. The general objectives of protecting vulnerable groups are  
 
to ensure that all such individuals should be allowed to develop to their full potential (including 
healthy physical, mental and spiritual development);  
 
to ensure that young people can develop, establish and maintain healthy lives;  
 
to allow women to perform their key role in society; and  
 
to support indigenous people through educational, economic and technical opportunities.   

 

6.24. Specific major goals for child survival, development and protection were agreed upon at the 
World Summit for Children and remain valid also for Agenda 21." 

 
 
"6.33. The health and well-being of all urban dwellers must be improved so that they can 
contribute to economic and social development.  
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The global objective is to achieve a 10 to 40 per cent improvement in health indicators by the year 
2000.  
 
The same rate of improvement should be achieved for environmental, housing and health service 
indicators.  
 
These include the development of quantitative objectives for infant mortality, maternal mortality, 
percentage of low birth weight newborns and specific indicators (e.g. tuberculosis as an indicator 
of crowded housing, diarrhoeal diseases as indicators of inadequate water and sanitation, rates of 
industrial and transportation accidents that indicate possible opportunities for prevention of 
injury, and social problems such as drug abuse, violence and crime that indicate underlying social 
disorders).   
 
... 
 

E. Reducing health risks from environmental pollution and hazards   

 
...Objectives  

 6.40. The overall objective is to minimize hazards and maintain the environment to a degree that 
human health and safety is not impaired or endangered and yet encourage development to 
proceed.  
 
Specific programme objectives are:   

a. By the year 2000, to incorporate appropriate environmental and health safeguards as part of 
national development programmes in all countries;   

b. By the year 2000, to establish, as appropriate, adequate national infrastructure and 
programmes for providing environmental injury, hazard surveillance and the basis for abatement 
in all countries;   

c. By the year 2000, to establish, as appropriate, integrated programmes for tackling pollution at 
the source and at the disposal site, with a focus on abatement actions in all countries..." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 7  

PROMOTING SUSTAINABLE HUMAN SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT  

 
7.1. In industrialized countries, the consumption patterns of cities are severely stressing the global 
ecosystem, while settlements in the developing world need more raw material, energy, and 
economic development simply to overcome basic economic and social problems. 

... 
 
7.3... External assistance will help to generate the internal resources needed to improve the living 
and working environments of all people by the year 2000 and beyond, including the growing 
number of unemployed - the no-income group.  
 
... 
 
 
PROGRAMME AREAS   

A. Providing adequate shelter for all   

 
Basis for action   

 

7.6. Access to safe and healthy shelter is essential to a person's physical, psychological, social and 
economic well-being and should be a fundamental part of national and international action.  
 
The right to adequate housing as a basic human right is enshrined in the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights and the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.  
 
Despite this, it is estimated that at the present time, at least 1 billion people do not have access to 
safe and healthy shelter and that if appropriate action is not taken, this number will increase 
dramatically by the end of the century and beyond.   

 

 7.7. A major global programme to address this problem is the Global Strategy for Shelter to the 
Year 2000, adopted by the General Assembly in December 1988 (resolution 43/181, annex).  
 
Despite its widespread endorsement, the Strategy needs a much greater level of political and 
financial support to enable it to reach its goal of facilitating adequate shelter for all by the end of 

the century and beyond.   

 

Objective  
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7.8. The objective is to achieve adequate shelter for rapidly growing populations and for the 
currently deprived urban and rural poor through an enabling approach to shelter development 
and improvement that is environmentally sound.   

 

Activities   

 
7.9. The following activities should be undertaken:  

a. As a first step towards the goal of providing adequate shelter for all, all countries should take 
immediate measures to provide shelter to their homeless poor, while the international community 
and financial institutions should undertake actions to support the efforts of the developing 
countries to provide shelter to the poor;   

b. All countries should adopt and/or strengthen national shelter strategies, with targets based, as 
appropriate, on the principles and recommendations contained in the Global Strategy for Shelter 
to the Year 2000.  
 
People should be protected by law against unfair eviction from their homes or land..."  
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"D. Promoting the integrated provision of environmental infrastructure:  

water, sanitation, drainage and solid-waste management   

 

Objective  

7.38. The objective is to ensure the provision of adequate environmental infrastructure facilities 
in all settlements by the year 2025.  
 
The achievement of this objective would require that all developing countries incorporate in their 
national strategies programmes to build the necessary technical, financial and human resource 
capacity aimed at ensuring better integration of infrastructure and environmental planning by the 
year 2000. 

 

Activities   

7.39. All countries should assess the environmental suitability of infrastructure in human 
settlements, develop national goals for sustainable management of waste, and implement 
environmentally sound technology to ensure that the environment, human health and quality of life 
are protected.  
 
Settlement infrastructure and environmental programmes designed to promote an integrated 
human settlements approach to the planning, development, maintenance and management of 
environmental infrastructure (water supply, sanitation, drainage, solid-waste management) should 
be strengthened with the assistance of bilateral and multilateral agencies.  
 
Coordination among these agencies and with collaboration from international and national 
representatives of local authorities, the private sector and community groups should also be 
strengthened.  
 
The activities of all agencies engaged in providing environmental infrastructure should, where 
possible, reflect an ecosystem or metropolitan area approach to settlements and should include 
monitoring, applied research, capacity-building, transfer of appropriate technology and technical 
cooperation among the range of programme activities."   

 
 
 
"7.40. Developing countries should be assisted at the national and local levels in adopting an 
integrated approach to the provision of water supply, energy, sanitation, drainage and solid-waste 
management, and external funding agencies should ensure that this approach is applied in 
particular to environmental infrastructure improvement in informal settlements based on 
regulations and standards that take into account the living conditions and resources of the 
communities to be served."   
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 8  

INTEGRATING ENVIRONMENT AND DEVELOPMENT IN DECISION-MAKING  

 
 
8.1. This chapter contains the following programme areas:  

a. Integrating environment and development at the policy, planning and management levels;  

b. Providing an effective legal and regulatory framework;  

c. Making effective use of economic instruments and market and other incentives;  

d. Establishing systems for integrated environmental and economic accounting. 
 
... 
 
 

Objectives   

8.42. The main objective is to expand existing systems of national economic accounts in order to 
integrate environment and social dimensions in the accounting framework, including at least 
satellite systems of accounts for natural resources in all member States.  
 
The resulting systems of integrated environmental and economic accounting (IEEA) to be 
established in all member States at the earliest date should be seen as a complement to, rather 
than a substitute for, traditional national accounting practices for the foreseeable future.  
 
IEEAs would be designed to play an integral part in the national development decision-making 
process. National accounting agencies should work in close collaboration with national 
environmental statistics as well as the geographic and natural resource departments. The 
definition of economically active could be expanded to include people performing productive but 
unpaid tasks in all countries. This would enable their contribution to be adequately measured and 
taken into account in decision-making." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 9  

PROTECTION OF THE ATMOSPHERE" 

 

 

.... 

 

 

 

"Agenda 21 – Chapter 17  

PROTECTION OF THE OCEANS, ALL KINDS OF SEAS, INCLUDING ENCLOSED AND 

SEMI-ENCLOSED SEAS, AND COASTAL AREAS AND THE PROTECTION, RATIONAL 

USE AND DEVELOPMENT OF THEIR LIVING RESOURCES 
 
 
B. Marine environmental protection   
 

... 
 
17.22. States, in accordance with the provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of 
the Sea on protection and preservation of the marine environment, commit themselves, in 
accordance with their policies, priorities and resources, to prevent, reduce and control 
degradation of the marine environment so as to maintain and improve its life-support and 
productive capacities."   
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 18  

 
PROTECTION OF THE QUALITY AND SUPPLY OF FRESHWATER RESOURCES:  
 
APPLICATION OF INTEGRATED APPROACHES TO THE DEVELOPMENT, MANAGEMENT 
AND USE OF WATER RESOURCES  
 
... 
 
18.11. All States, according to their capacity and available resources, and through bilateral or 
multilateral cooperation, including the United Nations and other relevant organizations as 
appropriate, could set the following targets:   

 
a. By the year 2000:  
 
i. To have designed and initiated costed and targeted national action programmes, and to have put 
in place appropriate institutional structures and legal instruments;   

ii. To have established efficient water-use programmes to attain sustainable resource utilization 
patterns;   
 

b. By the year 2025:  

i. To have achieved subsectoral targets of all freshwater programme areas.  

 
It is understood that the fulfilment of the targets quantified in (i) and (ii) above will depend upon 
new and additional financial resources that will be made available to developing countries in 
accordance with the relevant provisions of General Assembly resolution 44/228.   
 
... 
 
 

D. Drinking-water supply and sanitation   

 
Basis for action   

18.47. Safe water-supplies and environmental sanitation are vital for protecting the environment, 
improving health and alleviating poverty.  
 
Safe water is also crucial to many traditional and cultural activities.  
 
An estimated 80 per cent of all diseases and over one third of deaths in developing countries are 
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caused by the consumption of contaminated water, and on average as much as one tenth of each 
person's productive time is sacrificed to water-related diseases.  
 
Concerted efforts during the 1980s brought water and sanitation services to hundreds of millions 
of the world's poorest people.  
 
The most outstanding of these efforts was the launching in 1981 of the International Drinking 
Water Supply and Sanitation Decade, which resulted from the Mar del Plata Action Plan adopted 
by the United Nations Water Conference in 1977.  
 
The commonly agreed premise was that "all peoples, whatever their stage of development and 
their social and economic conditions, have the right to have access to drinking water in quantities 
and of a quality equal to their basic needs". 2/  
 
The target of the Decade was to provide safe drinking-water and sanitation to underserved urban 
and rural areas by 1990, but even the unprecedented progress achieved during the Decade was 
not enough.  
 
One in three people in the developing world still lacks these two most basic requirements for 
health and dignity.  
 
It is also recognized that human excreta and sewage are important causes of the deterioration of 
water-quality in developing countries, and the introduction of available technologies, including 
appropriate technologies, and the construction of sewage treatment facilities could bring 
significant improvement."   

 

 

"18.49. Past experience has shown that specific targets should be set by each individual country.  
 
At the World Summit for Children, in September 1990, heads of State or Government called for 
both universal access to water-supply and sanitation and the eradication of guinea worm disease 
by 1995."  
 

[MB: I do not know where that call is.  As far as I know, the 1990 World Summit for Children 
used a target date of 2000 for water, in its plan of action.] 
 
 
"Even for the more realistic target of achieving full coverage in water-supply by 2025, it is 
estimated that annual investments must reach double the current levels." 
 
 
[Note by MB:  That target is part of the Agenda 21 objective on adequate environmental 
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infrastructure in all settlements by 2025, in paragraph 7.38.  The fact that water supply is included 
can be seen in the heading above paragraph 7.38: 
"...environmental infrastructure: water, sanitation, drainage and solid-waste management"  
and paragraph 7.39, which reads:  
"environmental infrastructure (water supply, sanitation, drainage, solid-waste management)".] 
 
 
"One realistic strategy to meet present and future needs, therefore, is to develop lower-cost but 
adequate services that can be implemented and sustained at the community level."   

  
"18.58. All States, according to their capacity and available resources, and through bilateral or 
multilateral cooperation, including the United Nations and other relevant organizations as 
appropriate, could set the following targets:   

 
a. By the year 2000, to have ensured that all urban residents have access to at least 40 litres per 
capita per day of safe water and that 75 per cent of the urban population are provided with on-site 
or community facilities for sanitation;   

 
b. By the year 2000, to have established and applied quantitative and qualitative discharge 
standards for municipal and industrial effluents;   

 
c. By the year 2000, to have ensured that 75 per cent of solid waste generated in urban areas are 
collected and recycled or disposed of in an environmentally safe way." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 19  

ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND MANAGEMENT OF TOXIC CHEMICALS, INCLUDING 
PREVENTION OF ILLEGAL INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC IN TOXIC AND DANGEROUS 
PRODUCTS   
 

... 
 
 
PROGRAMME AREAS   

A. Expanding and accelerating international assessment of chemical risks   
 
...Objectives  

19.13. The objectives of this programme area are:  

a. To strengthen international risk assessment. Several hundred priority chemicals or groups of 
chemicals, including major pollutants and contaminants of global significance, should be assessed 
by the year 2000, using current selection and assessment criteria;   

b. To produce guidelines for acceptable exposure for a greater number of toxic chemicals, based 
on peer review and scientific consensus distinguishing between health- or environment-based 
exposure limits and those relating to socio-economic factors.   
 
... 
 
19.58. By the year 2000, national systems for environmentally sound management of chemicals, 
including legislation and provisions for implementation and enforcement, should be in place in all 
countries to the extent possible." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 21  

ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND MANAGEMENT OF SOLID WASTES AND SEWAGE-RELATED 
ISSUES  
 
... 
 
PROGRAMME AREAS   

A. Minimizing wastes   

... 

21.9. Governments, according to their capacities and available resources and with t he 
cooperation of the United Nations and other relevant organizations, as appropriate, should:   

 
a. By the year 2000, ensure sufficient national, regional and international capacity to access, 
process and monitor waste trend information and implement waste minimization policies; 

 
b. By the year 2000, have in place in all industrialized countries programmes to stabilize or 
reduce, if practicable, production of wastes destined for final disposal, including per capita wastes 
(where this concept applies), at the level prevailing at that date; developing countries as well 
should work towards that goal without jeopardizing their development prospects;   

 
c. Apply by the year 2000, in all countries, in particular in industrialized countries, programmes 
to reduce the production of agrochemical wastes, containers and packaging materials, which do 
not meet hazardous characteristics." 
   
 
 
 
"21.18. Governments, according to their capacities and available resources and with the 
cooperation of the United Nations and other relevant organizations, as appropriate, should:   
 
a. By the year 2000, promote sufficient financial and technological capacities at the regional, 
national and local levels, as appropriate, to implement waste reuse and recycling policies and 
actions;   

b. By the year 2000, in all industrialized countries, and by the year 2010, in all developing 
countries, have a national programme, including, to the extent possible, targets for efficient waste 
reuse and recycling. " 
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"21.29. Governments, according to their capacities and available resources and with the 
cooperation of the United Nations and other relevant organizations, as appropriate, should:   

 
a. By the year 2000, establish waste treatment and disposal quality criteria, objectives and 
standards based on the nature and assimilative capacity of the receiving environment;   

 
b. By the year 2000, establish sufficient capacity to undertake waste-related pollution impact 
monitoring and conduct regular surveillance, including epidemiological surveillance, where 
appropriate;   

 
c. By the year 1995, in industrialized countries, and by the year 2005, in developing countries, 
ensure that at least 50 per cent of all sewage, waste waters and solid wastes are treated or 
disposed of in conformity with national or international environmental and health quality 
guidelines;   

 
d. By the year 2025, dispose of all sewage, waste waters and solid wastes in conformity with 

national or international environmental quality guidelines. "  

 

 

"21.39. The overall objective of this programme is to provide health-protecting, environmentally 
safe waste collection and disposal services to all people.  
 
Governments, according to their capacities and available resources and with the cooperation of 
the United Nations and other relevant organizations, as appropriate, should:   

a. By the year 2000, have the necessary technical, financial and human resource capacity to 
provide waste collection services commensurate with needs;   

b. By the year 2025, provide all urban populations with adequate waste services;  

c. By the year 2025, ensure that full urban waste service coverage is maintained and sanitation 

coverage achieved in all rural areas." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 23  

STRENGTHENING THE ROLE OF MAJOR GROUPS" 

 
 
 
 
 

"Agenda 21 – Chapter 24  

GLOBAL ACTION FOR WOMEN TOWARDS SUSTAINABLE AND EQUITABLE 

DEVELOPMENT   
 
24.2. The following objectives are proposed for national Governments:  

a. To implement the Nairobi Forward-looking Strategies for the Advancement of Women, 
particularly with regard to women's participation in national ecosystem management and control 
of environment degradation;   
 

b. To increase the proportion of women decision makers, planners, technical advisers, managers 
and extension workers in environment and development fields;   
 

c. To consider developing and issuing by the year 2000 a strategy of changes necessary to 
eliminate constitutional, legal, administrative, cultural, behavioural, social and economic 
obstacles to women's full participation in sustainable development and in public life;   
 

d. To establish by the year 1995 mechanisms at the national, regional and international levels to 
assess the implementation and impact of development and environment policies and programmes 
on women and to ensure their contributions and benefits; "  
 
 
 
 
"Agenda 21 – Chapter 25  

CHILDREN AND YOUTH IN SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT   

 
...25.5. Each country, by the year 2000, should ensure that more than 50 per cent of its youth, 
gender balanced, are enrolled in or have access to appropriate secondary education or equivalent 
educational or vocational training programmes by increasing participation and access rates on an 
annual basis."   
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 27  

STRENGTHENING THE ROLE OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS: 
PARTNERS FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT  
 
...27.8. Governments and international bodies should promote and allow the participation of non-
governmental organizations in the conception, establishment and evaluation of official 
mechanisms and formal procedures designed to review the implementation of Agenda 21 at all 
levels."   
 
 

 
 
 

"Agenda 21 – Chapter 35  

SCIENCE FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT" 

 

 
 
 
 
"Agenda 21 – Chapter 36  

PROMOTING EDUCATION, PUBLIC AWARENESS AND TRAINING 

 
...Activities   

36.5. Recognizing that countries and regional and international organizations will develop their 
own priorities and schedules for implementation in accordance with their needs, policies and 
programmes, the following activities are proposed:   

a. All countries are encouraged to endorse the recommendations of the Jomtien Conference and 
strive to ensure its Framework for Action. This would encompass the preparation of national 
strategies and actions for meeting basic learning needs, universalizing access and promoting 
equity, broadening the means and scope of education, developing a supporting policy context, 
mobilizing resources and strengthening international cooperation to redress existing economic, 
social and gender disparities which interfere with these aims. Non-governmental organizations 
can make an important contribution in designing and implementing educational programmes and 
should be recognized..." 
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"Agenda 21 – Chapter 38  

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 

... 
 
OBJECTIVES  

 

38.7. The overall objective is the integration of environment and development issues at national, 
subregional, regional and international levels, including in the United Nations system institutional 
arrangements.   

 

  

 

38.8. Specific objectives shall be:  

a. To ensure and review the implementation of Agenda 21 so as to achieve sustainable 
development in all countries... 
 
............................. 
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"The full implementation of  
 
Agenda 21,  
the Programme for Further Implementation of Agenda 21  
and  
the Commitments to the Rio principles,  
 
were strongly reaffirmed at  
 
the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) held in Johannesburg, South Africa from 
26 August to 4 September 2002." 

 
Agenda 21  
Sustainable Development Knowledge Platform 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/index.php?page=view&type=400&nr=23&menu=35   
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Goals for 1992-2000:  

 

159 governments pledge all efforts to end famine, nutrition-related disease caused by 

disaster, and iodine and vitamin A deficiencies by 2000.   

 

Adequate food is a right of every person.   

 

There is enough food for all. 

 

Unequal access is the main problem.   

 

Two billion lack micronutrients.   

 

Rich country citizens are dying from overeating and unbalanced diets.  

 

We must ensure that the poor participate in decisions.   

 

Committed to just and environmentally safe world.   

 

We are determined to have national nutrition plans by 1994. 

 

[FAO say governments had researched vulnerable groups.]   

 

(International Conference on Nutrition, World Declaration on Nutrition, 1992) 

 

 
 
"In December 1992 the first International Conference on Nutrition (ICN) was held in FAO's 
Headquarters in Rome. The conference was jointly sponsored by the Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the World Health Organization (WHO).  
 
The ICN was attended by delegations from 159 countries and the European Economic 
Community, 16 United Nations organizations, 11 intergovernmental organizations, and 144 non-
governmental organizations who met to discuss ways to eradicate hunger and malnutrition." 

http://www.un.org/en/development/devagenda/food.shtml 
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The International Conference on Nutrition (1992) 

 

 

 

"Reaffirming FAO's commitment to improving nutrition" 

  

"Hunger and malnutrition are unacceptable in a world that has both the knowledge and the 

resources to end this human catastrophe....  
 
We recognize that globally there is enough food for all and... pledge to act in solidarity to ensure 
that freedom from hunger becomes a reality."  

 
World Declaration on Nutrition, 1992 

 
 
Fifty years after the founding of the Food and Agriculture Organization, global food production 
has increased steadily and a substantial decline in the prevalence of undernutrition has occurred 
(Figure 1).  
 
Despite this progress, FAO estimates that more than 800 million people do not have access to 
enough food to meet their basic daily needs (Figure 2).  
 
In addition, more than 40 percent of the world's entire population, 2 000 million people, have 
deficiencies in one or more micronutrients.  

 
1. Food supplies for human consumption  

2. Undernutrition in developing countries, 1988-1990  

 
Recognizing the gravity of this situation, FAO and the World Health Organization (WHO) 
convened the first global conference devoted solely to addressing the world's nutrition problems, 
the International Conference on Nutrition (ICN), at FAO Headquarters in Rome in December 
1992.  
 
Representatives from 159 countries and the European Community, 15 United Nations 
organizations and 144 non-governmental organizations (NGOs) participated.  

For the three years leading up to the ICN, intense preparatory activities were undertaken 
throughout the world.  
 
 



398 
 

Governments prepared papers describing  
 
the food and nutrition situation within their countries,  
 
the factors influencing the nutritional status of the people and  
 
the groups within the population that were vulnerable to nutrition problems.  
 
 
State-of-the-art technical papers were prepared for the conference, and experts, policy-makers 
and planners from around the world participated in regional and national meetings. At the August 
1992 Preparatory Committee Meeting held at WHO Headquarters in Geneva, government 
representatives considered the draft World Declaration and Plan of Action for Nutrition, which 
was finalized and adopted unanimously at the ICN later that year.  

During the ICN, governments pledged to make all efforts to eliminate or reduce substantially, 
before the next millennium,  
 
starvation and famine;  
 
widespread chronic hunger;  
 
undernutrition, especially among children, women and the aged;  
 
micronutrient deficiencies, especially iron, iodine and vitamin A deficiencies;  
 
diet-related communicable and non-communicable diseases;  
 
impediments to optimal breast-feeding; and  
 
inadequate sanitation,  
 
poor hygiene and  
 
unsafe drinking-water.  
 

 
 
 
The World Declaration on Nutrition and Plan of Action for Nutrition also serve as a guide to the 
technical issues of nutrition policy and programme development.  
 
 
Nine priority themes are elaborated in the Plan of Action for Nutrition:  
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• incorporating nutritional objectives, considerations and components into development policies 
and programmes;  

• improving household food security;  

• protecting consumers through improved food quality and safety;  

• preventing and managing infectious diseases;  

• promoting breast-feeding;  

• caring for the socio-economically deprived and nutritionally vulnerable;  

• preventing and controlling specific micronutrient deficiencies;  

• promoting appropriate diets and healthy lifestyles;  

• assessing, analysing and monitoring nutrition situations. 
 
 

Many governments, non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and international agencies have 
maintained the momentum created by the conference.  
 
Each in its respective realm of work is striving to carry out the commitments made at the 
conference, and many are undertaking new initiatives.  

 
One of the outstanding results of the ICN has been the preparation of National Plans of Action for 
Nutrition (NPANs).  
 
 
As of May 1995, over 73 countries had finalized or revised draft NPANs, while another 20 
countries were still in the early drafting stages. The NPAN represents the country's particular 
priorities and strategies for alleviating hunger and malnutrition. Most NPANs are designed to 
direct countries, donor agencies and NGOs in project and programme implementation. They also 
serve as a mechanism for mobilizing political and funding support for food and nutrition 
programmes. For many countries the NPAN includes budget allocations and timetables for project 
proposals. Other countries have integrated the NPAN into national development plans in order to 
ensure national support.  
 
FAO member countries have indicated that the NPAN process has been invaluable in advancing 
nutrition issues to the forefront of national development agendas and in meeting the overall 
goals of the ICN.  
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National workshops for NPAN development have included representatives from government 
ministries, NGOs, private industry, universities and international agencies. The strengthening of 
intersectoral cooperation among those organizations working on nutrition-related issues is 
another noteworthy outcome of the ICN. In many cases, this cooperation has been institutionalized 
through multisectoral committees in which representatives from ministries of agriculture, health, 
education, planning and other sectors have combined efforts to develop comprehensive integrated 
programmes for improving nutrition.  

FAO has had a fundamental role in complementing national initiatives following the ICN. The 
Organization has provided technical assistance in NPAN development and ICN-related activities 
to 92 countries. To enhance and supplement the technical assistance, FAO has provided over 
US$1.5 million in funding assistance for national workshops, project implementation, national 
consultants and other ICN-related activities.  

 
In supporting these efforts, FAO has concentrated on the areas of technical expertise within its 
mandate:  
 
promoting household food security and community development;  
 
ensuring the quality and safety of food supplies;  
 
combating micronutrient deficiencies; promoting nutrition education;  
 
assessing, analysing and monitoring food and nutrition situations;  
 
and incorporating nutrition objectives into development activities.  
 

Food security is a high priority for FAO as the largest of the UN specialized agencies and the one 
assigned the role of improving the food and agriculture sectors. The ICN focused on food security 
at the household and community levels and helped to make more explicit the linkages between 
nutrition and agricultural development. FAO is promoting agricultural development to increase 
food consumption and provide income to reduce poverty.  
 
In light of the challenges facing countries and the international community in their efforts to 
obtain lasting food security for all, FAO will convene the World Food Summit in 1996, at which 
heads of State will deliberate the pragmatic and concrete measures needed to achieve this goal at 
the national, regional and global levels.  

As FAO reflects on its 50 years of existence, the ICN may be regarded as one of its most 
significant accomplishments.  
 
A set of principles has taken root and a process has been set in motion, with the global community 
working together to ensure that all people have access to nutritionally adequate and safe foods 
throughout the world.  
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Through the ICN, FAO has reaffirmed its commitment and is fulfilling its obligation to those 
individuals for whom the Organization was established.  
 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/V7700T/v7700t02.htm#the%20international%20conference%20on%20
nutrition 
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Inequitable access is the main problem: 1992 International Conference on Nutrition 

 

 

 
 
WORLD DECLARATION ON NUTRITION 

 
1. We, the Ministers and the Plenipotentiaries representing 159 states and the European 
Economic Community  
at the International Conference on Nutrition (Rome, December 1992), declare our  
 
determination to eliminate hunger and to reduce all forms of malnutrition.  
 
 
Hunger and malnutrition are unacceptable in a world that has both the knowledge and the 
resources to end this human catastrophe.  
 
We recognize that access to nutritionally adequate and safe food is a right of each individual.  
 
We recognize that globally there is enough food for all and that inequitable access is the main 
problem.  
 
Bearing in mind the right to an adequate standard of living, including food, contained in the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, we pledge to act in solidarity to ensure that freedom 
from hunger becomes a reality.  
 
We also declare our firm commitment to work together to ensure sustained nutritional well-being 
for all people in a peaceful, just and environmentally safe world.  

 
 
2. Despite appreciable worldwide improvements in life expectancy, adult literacy and nutritional 
status, we all view with the deepest concern the unacceptable fact that about 780 million people 
in developing countries , 20 percent of their combined population , still do not have access to 
enough food to meet their basic daily needs for nutritional well-being.  
 
 

3. We are especially distressed by the high prevalence and increasing numbers of malnourished 
children under five years of age in parts of Africa, Asia and Latin America and the Caribbean.  
 
Moreover,  
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more than 2 000 million people, mostly women and children, are deficient in one or more 
micronutrients:  
 
babies continue to be born mentally retarded as a result of iodine deficiency;  
 
children go blind and die of vitamin A deficiency; and  
 
enormous numbers of women and children are adversely affected by iron deficiency.  
 
 
Hundreds of millions of people also suffer from communicable and non-communicable diseases 
caused by contaminated food and water.  
 
At the same time, chronic non-communicable diseases related to excessive or unbalanced dietary 
intakes often lead to premature deaths in both developed and developing countries.  

 
 
4. We call on the United Nations to consider urgently the issue of declaring an International 
Decade of Food and Nutrition, within existing structures and available resources, in order to give 
additional emphasis to achieving the objectives of this World Declaration on Nutrition. Such 
consideration should give particular emphasis to the food and nutrition problems of Africa, and of 
Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean.  
 

5. We recognize that poverty and the lack of education, which are often the effects of 
underdevelopment, are the primary causes of hunger and undernutrition. There are poor people in 
most societies who do not have adequate access to food, safe water and sanitation, health services 
and education, which are the basic requirements for nutritional well-being.  
 

6. We commit ourselves to ensuring that development programmes and policies lead to a 
sustainable improvement in human welfare, are mindful of the environment and are conducive to 
better nutrition and health for present and future generations.  
 
The multifunctional roles of agriculture, especially with regard to food security, nutrition, 
sustainable agriculture and the conservation of natural resources, are of particular importance 
in this context.  
 
We must implement at family, household, community, national and international levels, coherent 
agriculture, animal husbandry, fisheries, food, nutrition, health, education, population, 
environmental, economic and social policies and programmes to achieve and maintain balance 
between the population and available resources and between rural and urban areas.  

 
7. Slow progress in solving nutrition problems reflects the lack of human and financial resources, 
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institutional capacity and policy commitment in many countries needed to assess the nature, 
magnitude and causes of nutrition problems and to implement concerted programmes to overcome 
them.  
 
Basic and applied scientific research, as well as food and nutrition surveillance systems, are 
needed to more clearly identify the factors that contribute to the problems of malnutrition and the 
ways and means of eliminating these problems, particularly for women, children and aged 
persons.  
 

 
8. In addition, nutritional well-being is hindered by the continuation of social, economic and 
gender disparities; of discriminatory practices and laws; of floods, cyclones, drought, 
desertification and other natural calamities; and of many countries' inadequate budgetary 
allocations for agriculture, health, education and other social services.  
 

 
9. Wars, occupations, civil disturbances and natural disasters, as well as human rights violations 
and inappropriate socio-economic policies, have resulted in tens of millions of refugees, 
displaced persons, war-affected non-combatant civilian populations and migrants, who are 
among the most nutritionally vulnerable groups.  
 
Resources for rehabilitating and caring for these groups are often extremely inadequate and 
nutritional deficiencies are common.  
 
All responsible parties should cooperate to ensure the safe and timely passage and distribution of 
appropriate food and medical supplies to those in need, in accordance with the Charter of the 
United Nations.  
 

10. Changing world conditions and the reduction of international tensions have improved the 
prospects for a peaceful solution of conflicts and have given us an  
 
opportunity as never before to redirect our resources  
 
increasingly towards productive and socially useful purposes to 
 
 ensure the nutritional well-being of all people,  
 
especially  
 
the poor,  
 
deprived and  
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vulnerable.  
 

 
 
11. We recognize that the nutritional well-being of all people is a pre-condition for the 
development of societies and that it should be a key objective of progress in human development.  
 
It must be at the centre of our socio-economic development plans and strategies.  
 
Success is dependent on fostering the participation of the people and the community and 
multisectoral actions at all levels, taking into account their long-term effects. Shorter-term 
measures to improve nutritional well-being may need to be initiated or strengthened to 
complement the benefits resulting from longer-term development efforts.  
 

 
12. Policies and programmes must be directed towards those most in need.  
 
Our priority should be to implement people-focused policies and programmes that increase access 
to and control of resources by the rural and urban poor, raise their productive capacity and 
incomes and strengthen their capacity to care for themselves.  
 
We must support and promote initiatives by people and communities and ensure that the poor 
participate in decisions that affect their lives.  
 
We fully recognize the importance of the family unit in providing adequate food, nutrition and a 
proper caring environment to meet the physical, mental, emotional and social needs of children 
and other vulnerable groups, including the elderly.  
 
In circumstances where the family unit can no longer fulfil these responsibilities adequately, the 
community and/or government should offer a support network to the vulnerable.  
 
We, therefore, undertake to strengthen and promote the family unit as the basic unit of society.  

 
 
13. The right of women and adolescent girls to adequate nutrition is crucial.  
Their health and education must be improved.  
 
Women should be given the opportunity to participate in the decision-making process and to 
have increased access to and control of resources.  
 
It is particularly important to provide family planning services to both men and women and to 
provide support for women, especially working women, whether paid or unpaid, throughout 
pregnancy and breast-feeding and during the early childhood period. Men should also be 
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motivated through appropriate education to assume an active role in the promotion of nutritional 
well-being.  

 
 
14. Food aid may be used to assist in emergencies, to provide relief to refugees and displaced 
persons and to support household food security and community and economic development.  
 
Countries receiving emergency food aid should be provided with sufficient resources to enable 
them to move on from the rehabilitation phase to development, so that they will be in a position to 
cope with future emergencies.  
 
Care must be taken to avoid creating dependency and to avoid negative impacts on food habits 
and on local food production and marketing.  
 
Before food aid is reduced or discontinued, steps should be taken to alert recipient countries as 
much in advance as possible so that they can identify alternative sources and implement other 
approaches.  
 
Where appropriate, food aid may be channelled through NGOs with local and popular 
participation, in accordance with the domestic legislation of each country.  

 

15. We reaffirm our obligations as nations and as an international community to protect and 
respect the need for nutritionally adequate food and medical supplies for civilian populations 
situated in zones of conflict.  
 
We affirm in the context of international humanitarian law that food must not be used as a tool for 
political pressure. Food aid must not be denied because of political affiliation, geographic location, 
gender, age, ethnic, tribal or religious identity.  

 

16. We recognize the fact that each government has the prime responsibility to protect and 
promote food security and the nutritional well-being of its people, especially the vulnerable 
groups.  
 
However, we also stress that such efforts of low-income countries should be supported by actions 
of the international community as a whole. Such actions should include an increase in official 
development assistance in order to reach the accepted United Nations target of 0.7 percent of the 
GNP of developed countries as reiterated at the 1992 United Nations Conference on Environment 
and Development.(1) Also, further renegotiation or alleviation of external debt could contribute in 
a substantive manner to the nutritional well-being in medium-income countries as well as in low-
income ones.  
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17. We acknowledge the importance of further liberalization and expansion of world trade, which 
would increase foreign exchange earnings and employment in developing countries.  
 
Compensatory measures will continue to be needed to protect adversely affected developing 
countries and vulnerable groups in medium- and low-income countries from negative effects of 
structural adjustment programmes.  

 
 
18. We reaffirm the objectives for human development, food security, agriculture, rural 
development, health, nutrition and environment and sustainable development enunciated in a 
number of international conferences and documents.(2)  
 
We reiterate our commitment to the nutritional goals of the Fourth United Nations Development 
Decade and the World Summit for Children. (See Annex)  
 

 
19. As a basis for the Plan of Action for Nutrition and guidance for formulation of national plans 
of action, including the development of measurable goals and objectives within time frames,  
 
we pledge to make all efforts to eliminate before the end of this decade:  

• famine and famine-related deaths; 
  

• starvation and nutritional deficiency diseases in communities affected by natural and 
man-made disasters;  
 

• iodine and vitamin A deficiencies.  
 

 
We also pledge to reduce substantially within this decade:  

• starvation and widespread chronic hunger;  
 

• undernutrition, especially among children, women and the aged;  
 

• other important micronutrient deficiencies, including iron;  
 

• diet-related communicable and non-communicable diseases;  
 

• social and other impediments to optimal breast-feeding;  
 



408 
 

• inadequate sanitation and poor hygiene, including unsafe drinking-water.  
 
 

20. We resolve to promote active cooperation among governments, multilateral, bilateral and non-
governmental organizations, the private sector, communities and individuals to eliminate 
progressively the causes that lead to the scandal of hunger and all forms of malnutrition in the 
midst of abundance.  
 

21. With a clear appreciation of the intrinsic value of human life and the dignity it commands, we 
adopt the attached Plan of Action for Nutrition and affirm our determination to revise or 
prepare, before the end of 1994, our national plans of action, including attainable goals and 
measurable targets, based on the principles and relevant strategies in the attached Plan of Action 
for Nutrition.  
 
We pledge to implement it.  
 

 

 
 
Footnotes  

(1) "Developed countries reaffirm their commitments to reach the accepted United Nations target 
of 0.7 percent of GNP for ODA and, to the extent that they have not yet achieved that target, agree 
to augment their aid programmes in order to reach that target as soon as possible and to ensure 
prompt and effective implementation of Agenda 21. Some countries have agreed to reach the 
target by the year 2000. ... Those countries that have already reached the target are to be 
commended and encouraged to continue to contribute to the common effort to make available the 
substantial additional resources that have to be mobilized. Other developed countries, in line with 
their support for reform efforts in developing countries, agree to make their best efforts to increase 
their level of ODA. ..." (Report of United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, 
Rio de Janeiro, 1992, paragraph 33.13).  

(2) The World Food Conference, 1974; the Alma Ata Conference on Primary Health Care, 1978; 
the World Conference on Agrarian Reform and Rural Development, 1979; the Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women, 1979, especially articles 12 and 13; 
the Innocenti Declaration on the Protection, Promotion and Support of Breastfeeding, 1990; the 
Montreal Policy Conference on Micronutrient Malnutrition, 1991; the Rio Declaration on 
Environment and Development, 1992.  
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Goals for 2000:   

 

End famine and major nutritional diseases.   

 

Fourth United Nations Development Decade  

 
 
ANNEX I 

 
[to World Declaration on Nutrition] 
 
 
Nutrition Goals of the Fourth United Nations Development Decade 
 
[1991-2000]  
 

Member States must give effect to agreements already reached to make all efforts to meet four 
goals during the decade:  

 
(a) To eliminate starvation and death caused by famine;  

(b) To reduce malnutrition and mortality among children substantially;  

(c) To reduce chronic hunger tangibly;  

(d) To eliminate major nutritional diseases.  
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NUTRITION GOALS OF THE WORLD SUMMIT FOR CHILDREN  

(to be reached by the year 2000) 
  

(a) Reduction in severe, as well as moderate malnutrition among under-5 children by half of 
1990 levels;  

(b) Reduction of the rate of low birth weight (2.5 kg or less) to less than 10 percent;  

(c) Reduction of iron deficiency anaemia in women by one-third of the 1990 levels;  

(d) Virtual elimination of iodine deficiency disorders;  

(e) Virtual elimination of vitamin A deficiency and its consequences, including blindness;  

(f) Empowerment of all women to breast-feed their children exclusively for four to six months and 
to continue breast-feeding, with complementary food, well into the second year;  

(g) Growth promotion and its regular monitoring to be institutionalized in all countries by the end 
of the 1990s;  

(h) Dissemination of knowledge and supporting services to increase food production to ensure 
household food security.  
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"States are duty-bound, as stipulated in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the 

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and in other international 

human rights instruments, to ensure that education is aimed at strengthening the respect of 

human rights and fundamental freedoms" 

 

The universal and inalienable right to development, as established in the Declaration on the 

Right to Development, must be implemented.  

 

All learning institutions should include the subjects of human rights, humanitarian law, 

democracy and the rule of law  

(World Conference on Human Rights, Vienna, 1993). 

 

The UN Decade for Human Rights Education was 1995-2004.    

 

But UK schools and universities, like governments and the UN, seem to breach human rights 

by misrepresenting or distracting from global pledges, and misdescribing research on 

progress. 

 

 

"On 25 June 1993, representatives of 171 States adopted by consensus the Vienna Declaration and Programme 

of Action of the World Conference on Human Rights, thus successfully closing the two-week World conference 

and presenting to the international community a common plan for the strengthening of human rights work around 

the world.  

 

The World Conference on Human Rights in the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action (in particular, para. 

33 of Section I ) stated that human rights education, training and public information were essential for the 

promotion and achievement of stable and harmonious relations among communities and for fostering mutual 

understanding, tolerance and peace.  

 

The Conference recommended that States should strive to eradicate illiteracy and should direct education 

towards the full development of the human personality and the strengthening of respect for human rights and 

fundamental freedoms.  

 

It called on all States and institutions to include human rights, humanitarian law, democracy and rule of law as 

subjects in the curricula of all learning institutions in formal and non-formal settings.  

 

Pursuant to a suggestion of the World Conference, the United Nations General Assembly, in its resolution 49/184 

of 23 December 1994, proclaimed the 10-year period beginning on 1 January 1995 the United Nations 

Decade for Human Rights Education, and welcomed the Plan of Action for the Decade contained in the report 

of the Secretary-General.  

 

The [Vienna] Declaration also made concrete recommendations for strengthening and harmonizing the 

monitoring capacity of the United Nations system.  

 

In this regard, it called for the establishment of a High Commissioner for Human Rights by the General 

Assembly, which subsequently created the post on 20 December 1993 (resolution 48/141) 

Go to official web site  

Download final report(A/CONF.157/23) " 
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http://www.un.org/en/development/devagenda/humanrights.shtml 

 

 
 
Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action, 1993: 
 
 
 
"8. Democracy, development and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms are 
interdependent and mutually reinforcing.  
 
Democracy is based on the freely expressed will of the people to determine their own political, 
economic, social and cultural systems and their full participation in all aspects of their lives.  
 
In the context of the above, the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms at the national and international levels should be universal and conducted without 
conditions attached.  
 
The international community should support the strengthening and promoting of democracy, 
development and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms in the entire world.  

 
9. The World Conference on Human Rights reaffirms that least developed countries committed to 
the process of democratization and economic reforms, many of which are in Africa, should be 
supported by the international community in order to succeed in their transition to democracy and 
economic development.  

 
10. The World Conference on Human Rights reaffirms the right to development, as established 
in the Declaration on the Right to Development, as a universal and inalienable right and an 
integral part of fundamental human rights.  

As stated in the Declaration on the Right to Development, the human person is the central subject 
of development.  

While development facilitates the enjoyment of all human rights, the lack of development may not 
be invoked to justify the abridgement of internationally recognized human rights.  

States should cooperate with each other in ensuring development and eliminating obstacles to 
development.  
 
The international community should promote an effective international cooperation for the 
realization of the right to development and the elimination of obstacles to development.  

Lasting progress towards the implementation of the right to development requires effective 
development policies at the national level, as well as equitable economic relations and a 
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favourable economic environment at the international level.  
 

11. The right to development should be fulfilled so as to meet equitably the developmental and 
environmental needs of present and future generations.  
 
The World Conference on Human Rights recognizes that illicit dumping of toxic and dangerous 
substances and waste potentially constitutes a serious threat to the human rights to life and health 
of everyone.  

Consequently, the World Conference on Human Rights calls on all States to adopt and vigorously 
implement existing conventions relating to the dumping of toxic and dangerous products and 
waste and to cooperate in the prevention of illicit dumping.  

Everyone has the right to enjoy the benefits of scientific progress and its applications.  
 
The World Conference on Human Rights notes that certain advances, notably in the biomedical 
and life sciences as well as in information technology, may have potentially adverse 
consequences for the integrity, dignity and human rights of the individual, and calls for 
international cooperation to ensure that human rights and dignity are fully respected in this area 
of universal concern.  

... 
 
20. The World Conference on Human Rights recognizes the inherent dignity and the unique 
contribution of indigenous people to the development and plurality of society and strongly 
reaffirms the commitment of the international community to their economic, social and cultural 
well-being and their enjoyment of the fruits of sustainable development.  
 
States should ensure the full and free participation of indigenous people in all aspects of society, 
in particular in matters of concern to them.  
 
Considering the importance of the promotion and protection of the rights of indigenous people, 
and the contribution of such promotion and protection to the political and social stability of the 
States in which such people live, States should, in accordance with international law, take 
concerted positive steps to ensure respect for all human rights and fundamental freedoms of 
indigenous people, on the basis of equality and non-discrimination, and recognize the value and 
diversity of their distinct identities, cultures and social organization. 

... 
 
33. The World Conference on Human Rights reaffirms that States are duty-bound, as stipulated in 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights and in other international human rights instruments, to ensure that 
education is aimed at strengthening the respect of human rights and fundamental freedoms.  
 
The World Conference on Human Rights emphasizes the importance of incorporating the subject 
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of human rights education programmes and calls upon States to do so.  
 
Education should promote understanding, tolerance, peace and friendly relations between the 
nations and all racial or religious groups and encourage the development of United Nations 
activities in pursuance of these objectives.  
 
Therefore, education on human rights and the dissemination of proper information, both 
theoretical and practical, play an important role in the promotion and respect of human rights 
with regard to all individuals without distinction of any kind such as race, sex, language or 
religion, and this should be integrated in the education policies at the national as well as 
international levels.  
 
The World Conference on Human Rights notes that resource constraints and institutional 
inadequacies may impede the immediate realization of these objectives.  

... 

72. The World Conference on Human Rights reaffirms that the universal and inalienable right 
to development, as established in the Declaration on the Right to Development, must be 
implemented and realized.  
 
In this context, the World Conference on Human Rights welcomes the appointment by the 
Commission on Human Rights of a thematic working group on the right to development and urges 
that the Working Group, in consultation and cooperation with other organs and agencies of the 
United Nations system, promptly formulate, for early consideration by the United Nations General 
Assembly, comprehensive and effective measures to eliminate obstacles to the implementation and 
realization of the Declaration on the Right to Development and recommending ways and means 
towards the realization of the right to development by all States."  
 
 
 
"D. Human rights education  

78. The World Conference on Human Rights considers human rights education, training and 
public information essential for the promotion and achievement of stable and harmonious 
relations among communities and for fostering mutual understanding, tolerance and peace.  

 
79. States should strive to eradicate illiteracy and should direct education towards the full 
development of the human personality and to the strengthening of respect for human rights and 
fundamental freedoms.  
 
The World Conference on Human Rights calls on all States and institutions to include human 
rights, humanitarian law, democracy and rule of law as subjects in the curricula of all learning 
institutions in formal and non-formal settings.  
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80. Human rights education should include peace, democracy, development and social justice, as 
set forth in international and regional human rights instruments, in order to achieve common 
understanding and awareness with a view to strengthening universal commitment to human rights.  

 
81. Taking into account the World Plan of Action on Education for Human Rights and Democracy, 
adopted in March 1993 by the International Congress on Education for Human Rights and 
Democracy of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, and other 
human rights instruments, the World Conference on Human Rights recommends that States 
develop specific programmes and strategies for ensuring the widest human rights education and 
the dissemination of public information, taking particular account of the human rights needs of 
women.  

 
82. Governments, with the assistance of intergovernmental organizations, national institutions and 
non-governmental organizations, should promote an increased awareness of human rights and 
mutual tolerance. The World Conference on Human Rights underlines the importance of 
strengthening the World Public Information Campaign for Human Rights carried out by the 
United Nations. They should initiate and support education in human rights and undertake 
effective dissemination of public information in this field. The advisory services and technical 
assistance programmes of the United Nations system should be able to respond immediately to 
requests from States for educational and training activities in the field of human rights as well as 
for special education concerning standards as contained in international human rights 
instruments and in humanitarian law and their application to special groups such as military 
forces, law enforcement personnel, police and the health profession. The proclamation of a United 
Nations decade for human rights education in order to promote, encourage and focus these 
educational activities should be considered."  

 
Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action 
1993 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/Vienna.aspx 
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Equality in health.   

 

By 2000: Primary health care for all, including reproductive health care. 

 

By 2005: Gender equality in primary and secondary education.     

 

By 2015: Life expectancy above 75 years in each country; 70 in countries with highest 

mortality. 

 

Efforts for longer, healthier lives for all should emphasise health equality for male/female 

and social classes. 

 

By 2015: End inequality of child survival between socio-economic groups in countries.  

 

By 2015:  Infant mortality rate below 3.5% and under-5 mortality rate below 4.5%, in all 

countries. 

 

By 2015:  Maternal mortality under 60 per 100,000 for countries with intermediate mortality 

levels and 75 for those with highest mortality.   Disparities between social groups should be 

narrowed. 

 

International Conference on Population And Development (Cairo, 1994) 

 

 

5-13 September 1994 
 
 
 
"8.5. In keeping with the Declaration of Alma Ata, all countries should reduce mortality and 
morbidity and seek to make primary health care, including reproductive health care,  
available universally by the end of the current decade.  
 
 
Countries should aim to achieve  
 
by 2005 a life expectancy at birth greater than 70 years and  
 
by 2015 a life expectancy at birth greater than 75 years.  
 
 
Countries with the highest levels of mortality should aim to achieve by 2005 a life expectancy at 
birth greater than 65 years and by 2015 a life expectancy at birth greater than 70 years.  
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Efforts to ensure a longer and healthier life for all  
 
should emphasize the reduction of  
 
morbidity and mortality differentials between  
 
males and females  
 
as well as among  
 
geographical regions,  
 
social classes and  
 
indigenous and ethnic groups." 
 
 
 
 
 
"8.16.  Over the next 20 years,  
 
through international cooperation and national programmes,  
 
the gap between average infant and child mortality rates  
 
in the developed and the developing regions of the world  
 
should be substantially narrowed,  
 
and  
 
disparities within countries,  
 
those between  
 
geographical regions,  
 
ethnic or cultural groups,  
 
and  
 
socio-economic groups  
 
should be eliminated.   
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Countries with indigenous people should achieve infant and under-5 mortality levels among their 
indigenous people that are the same as those of the general population.   
 
 
 
Countries should strive to reduce their infant and under-5 mortality rates by one third, or to 50 
and 70 per 1,000 live births, respectively, whichever is less, by the year 
2000, with appropriate adaptation to the particular situation of each country.   
 
 
By 2005, countries with intermediate mortality levels should aim to achieve an infant mortality 
rate below 50 deaths per 1,000 and an under-5 mortality rate below 60 deaths per 1,000 births.   
 
 
 
By 2015, all countries should aim to achieve an infant mortality rate below 35 per 1,000 live 
births and an under-5 mortality rate below 45 per 1,000.   
 
 
 
Countries that achieve these levels earlier should strive to lower them further."  
 
 
 
"8.21.  Countries should strive to effect significant reductions in maternal mortality by the year 
2015:   
 
a reduction in maternal mortality by one half of the 1990 levels by the year 2000 and a further one 
half by 2015.   
 
The realization of these goals will have different implications for countries with different 1990 
levels of maternal mortality.   
 
 
 
Countries with intermediate levels of mortality should aim to achieve by the year 2005 a maternal 
mortality rate below 100 per 100,000 live births and by the year 2015 a maternal mortality rate 
below 60 per 100,000 live births.  
 
Countries with the highest levels of mortality should aim to achieve by 2005 a maternal mortality 
rate below 125 per 100,000 live births and  
 
by 2015 a maternal mortality rate below 75 per 100,000 live births.]   
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However, all countries should reduce maternal morbidity and mortality to levels where they no 
longer constitute a public health problem.   
 
 
Disparities in maternal mortality  
 
within countries and between  
 
geographical regions,  
 
socio-economic and ethnic groups  
 
should be narrowed." 
 
 
 
 
"11.8.  Countries should take affirmative steps to keep girls and adolescents in school  
 
by building more community schools,  
 
by training teachers to be more gender sensitive,  
 
by providing scholarships and other appropriate incentives and  
 
by sensitizing parents to  
 
the value of educating girls,  
 
 
 
with a view to  
 
 
 
closing the gender gap  
 
in primary and secondary school education  
 
by the year 2005."  
 
 
A/CONF.171/13 
 
REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON POPULATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT 
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http://www.un.org/popin/icpd/conference/offeng/poa.html 
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117 Heads of State or Government give "well-being for all and social development the 

highest priority" and reiterate goals for 2000 and 2015.   

 

Governments "should implement commitments" including "By the year 2000, attainment by 

all peoples of the world of a level of health that will permit them to lead a socially and 

economically productive life, and to this end, ensuring primary health care for all" 

 

Nations will aim to reduce overall inequality. 

 

Nations will provide legal frameworks including gender equality, full respect for all human 

rights, transparent and accountable governance, and the end of discrimination. 

 

Will create an enabling economic environment aimed at promoting more equitable access for 

all to income, resources and social services. 

 

International goals must have the rights of the poor and excluded as overriding priority. 

 

Nations reaffirm the right to information, especially to help the poor. 

 

Poverty includes unsafe environments and lack of information. 

 

Governments will urgently make plans with a date for eradicating absolute poverty in each 

country. 

 

"It is our task to address ...underlying and structural causes" of poverty, unemployment and 

social exclusion.  

 

(World Summit for Social Development, 1995) 

 

 

 

The figure of 117 Heads of State or Government is from: 
 
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/world-summit-for-social-development-1995.html . 
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A description by an independent website funded by the UK Government: 
 
 
 
"The Copenhagen Declaration 

Among the ground-breaking agreements made by the world's leaders in the Declaration are ten 
commitments to:  

• eradicate absolute poverty by a target date to be set by each country;  
 

• support full employment as a basic policy goal;  
 

• promote social integration based on the enhancement and protection of all human rights;  
 

• achieve equality and equity between women and men;  
 

• accelerate the development of Africa and the least developed countries;  
 

• ensure that structural adjustment programmes include social development goals;  
 

• increase resources allocated to social development;  
 

• create "an economic, political, social, cultural and legal environment that will enable people to 
achieve social development'';  
 

• attain universal and equitable access to education and primary health care; and  
 

• strengthen cooperation for social development through the UN."  
 
 
 
World Summit for Social Development / A Brief Introduction 
http://www.earthsummit2002.org/wssd/wssd/wssdintro.html 
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Copenhagen Declaration on Social Development 

 
 

 

Introduction  

 

 
 
1. For the first time in history, at the invitation of the United Nations, we gather as heads 
of State and Government to recognize the significance of social development and human 
well-being for all and to give to these goals the highest priority both now and into 
the twenty-first century. 

 
2. We acknowledge that the people of the world have shown in different ways an urgent 
need to address profound social problems, especially poverty, unemployment and 
social exclusion, that affect every country.  
 
It is our task to address both their underlying and structural causes and their 
distressing consequences in order to reduce uncertainty and insecurity in the life of 
people. 
 

3. We acknowledge that our societies must respond more effectively to the material and 
spiritual needs of individuals, their families and the communities in which they live 
throughout our diverse countries and regions.  
 
We must do so not only as a matter of urgency but also as a matter of sustained and 
unshakeable commitment through the years ahead. 

 
4. We are convinced that  
 
democracy and  
transparent and accountable governance and administration  
in all sectors of society  
 
are indispensable foundations for  
the realization of social and people-centred  
sustainable development. 
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5. We share the conviction that social development and social justice are indispensable for the 
achievement and maintenance of peace and security within and among our nations.  
 
In turn, social development and social justice cannot be attained in the absence of peace and 
security or in the absence of respect for all human rights and fundamental freedoms.  
 
This essential interdependence was recognized 50 years ago in the Charter of the United Nations 
and has since grown ever stronger. 
 
 

6. We are deeply convinced that economic development, social development and 
environmental protection are interdependent and mutually reinforcing components of 
sustainable development, which is the framework for our efforts to achieve a higher quality of 
life for all people.  
 
Equitable social development that recognizes empowering the poor to utilize environmental 
resources sustainably is a necessary foundation for sustainable development.  
 
We also recognize that broad-based and sustained economic growth in the context of sustainable 
development is necessary to sustain social development and social justice. 
 
 

7. We recognize, therefore, that social development is central to the needs and aspirations of 
people throughout the world and to the responsibilities of Governments and all sectors of civil 
society.  
 
We affirm that, in both economic and social terms,  
 
the most productive policies and investments are those that  
empower people to maximize their capacities, resources and opportunities.  
 
We acknowledge that social and economic development cannot be secured in a sustainable way 
without the full participation of women and that  
 
equality and equity between women and men is a priority for the international community and 
as such must be at the centre of economic and social development. 

 
 
8. We acknowledge that people are at the centre of our concerns  
for  
sustainable development  
 
and that they are  
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entitled to  
a healthy and productive life in harmony with the environment. 

 
 
9. We gather here to commit ourselves, our Governments and our nations to enhancing social 
development throughout the world so that  
 
all men and women,  
especially those living in poverty,  
may exercise the rights,  
 
utilize the resources and share the responsibilities that enable them to lead satisfying lives and to 
contribute to the well-being of their families, their communities and humankind.  
 
To support and promote these efforts must be the overriding goals of the international 
community, especially with respect to people suffering from poverty, unemployment and 
social exclusion. 
 

 
10. We make this solemn commitment on the eve of the fiftieth anniversary of the United 
Nations, with a determination to capture the unique possibilities offered by the end of the cold 
war to promote social development and social justice.  
 
We reaffirm and are guided by the principles of the Charter of the United Nations and by 
agreements reached at relevant international conferences, including the  
 
World Summit for Children, held at New York in 1990; 1/ the  
 
United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, held at Rio de Janeiro in 1992; 2/ 
the  
 
World Conference on Human Rights, held at Vienna in 1993; 3/ the  
 
Global Conference on the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States, held at 
Bridgetown, Barbados in 1994; 4/ and the  
 
International Conference on Population and Development, held at Cairo in 1994. 5/  
 
 
By this Summit we launch a new commitment to social development in each of our countries and 
a new era of international cooperation between Governments and peoples based on a spirit of 
partnership that puts the needs, rights and aspirations of people at the centre of our decisions and 
joint actions. 
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11. We gather here in Copenhagen in a Summit of hope, commitment and action.  
 
We gather with full awareness of the difficulty of the tasks that lie ahead but with a conviction 
that major progress can be achieved, must be achieved and will be achieved. 

 
 
12. We commit ourselves to this Declaration and Programme of Action for enhancing social 
development and ensuring human well-being for all throughout the world now and into the 
twenty-first century.  
 
We invite all people in all countries and in all walks of life, as well as the international 
community, to join us in our common cause. 

 
...at the national level, we will: 

(a) Provide a stable legal framework,  
in accordance with our constitutions, laws and procedures,  
and consistent with international law and obligations,  
 
which includes and promotes  
 
equality and equity between women and men,  
 
full respect for all human rights and fundamental freedoms and the rule of law,  
 
access to justice,  
 
the elimination of all forms of discrimination,  
 
transparent and accountable governance and administration and  
 
the encouragement of partnership with free and representative organizations of civil society; 

 
(b) Create an enabling economic environment aimed at promoting more equitable access for all 
to income, resources and social services; 

 
(c) Reinforce, as appropriate, the means and capacities for people to participate in the formulation 
and implementation of social and economic policies and programmes through  
 
decentralization,  
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open management of public institutions and  
 
strengthening the abilities and opportunities of civil society and local communities to develop their 
own organizations, resources and activities; 
 

 
(d) Reinforce peace by promoting  
 
tolerance,  
non-violence and  
respect for diversity, and by  
settling disputes by peaceful means; 
 

 
(e) Promote dynamic, open, free markets,  
 
while recognizing  
 
the need to intervene in markets, to the extent necessary, to  
 
prevent or counteract market failure,  
promote stability and long-term investment,  
ensure fair competition and ethical conduct,  
and  
harmonize economic and social development,  
 
including  
 
the development and implementation of appropriate  
programmes that would  
entitle and enable  
people living in poverty  
and the disadvantaged,  
especially women,  
to participate fully and productively in the economy and society; 

 
(f) Reaffirm, promote and strive to ensure the realization of the rights set out in relevant 
international instruments and declarations, such as the  
 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 6/  
 
the Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 7/ and  
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the Declaration on the Right to Development, 8/  
 
including those relating to  
 
education,  
food,  
shelter,  
employment,  
health and  
information,  
 
particularly in order to assist people living in poverty; 
 
 

(g) Create the comprehensive conditions to allow for the voluntary repatriation of refugees in 
safety and dignity to their countries of origin, and  
 
the voluntary and safe return of internally displaced persons to their places of origin and their 
smooth reintegration into their societies. 
 
 
Copenhagen Declaration 
World Summit for Social Development 
1995 
http://www.unesco.org/education/pdf/COPENHAG.PDF  
 
 
 
 
...................................................... 
 
 
 
"Part B: Principles and Goals 
 
25. We heads of State and Government are committed to a political, economic, ethical and 
spiritual vision for social development that is based on human dignity, human rights, equality, 
respect, peace, democracy, mutual responsibility and cooperation, and full respect for the various 
religious and ethical values and cultural backgrounds of people. Accordingly, we will give the 
highest priority in national, regional and international policies and actions to the promotion of 
social progress, justice and the betterment of the human condition, based on full participation by 
all." 

 
Copenhagen Declaration on Social Development 
Part B  
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https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/world-summit-for-social-development-1995/wssd-
1995-agreements/cdosd-part-b.html 
 
 
 
 
 
"Commitment 6 
 
We commit ourselves to promoting and attaining the goals of universal and equitable access to 
quality education, the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health, and the access of 
all to primary health care, making particular efforts to rectify inequalities relating to social 
conditions and without distinction as to race, national origin, gender, age or disability; respecting 
and promoting our common and particular cultures; striving to strengthen the role of culture in 
development; preserving the essential bases of people-centred sustainable development; and 
contributing to the full development of human resources and to social development. The purpose 
of these activities is to eradicate poverty, promote full and productive employment and foster 
social integration." 

 
 
"Commitment 10 

...At the international level, we will: 
 
(c) Instruct our representatives to the organizations and bodies of the United Nations system, 
international development agencies and multilateral development banks to enlist the support and 
cooperation of these organizations and bodies to take appropriate and coordinated measures for 
continuous and sustained progress in attaining the goals and commitments agreed to by the 
Summit."  

 
Copenhagen Declaration on Social Development 
Part C 
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/world-summit-for-social-development-1995/wssd-
1995-agreements/cdosd-part-c.html 
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As well as stating that they will strive to ensure the right to information is met, nations sensibly 
agree that poverty includes lack of information, which they agree is a basic human need: 
 
 
 
 
"19. Poverty has various manifestations, including  
 
lack of income and productive resources sufficient to ensure sustainable livelihoods;  
 
hunger and malnutrition;  
 
ill health;  
 

limited or lack of access to education and other basic services;  
 
increased morbidity and mortality from illness;  
 
homelessness and inadequate housing;  
 
unsafe environments;  
 
and  
 

social discrimination and exclusion.  
 
 
 
It is also characterized by a  
 
lack of participation in  
 
decision-making and in  
civil, social and cultural life.  
 
 
It occurs in all countries: as  
 
mass poverty in many developing countries,  
pockets of poverty amid wealth in developed countries,  
loss of livelihoods as a result of economic recession,  
sudden poverty as a result of disaster or conflict,  
the poverty of low-wage workers, and  
the utter destitution of people who fall outside  
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family support systems, social institutions and safety nets.  
 
 
Women bear a disproportionate burden of poverty, and  
children growing up in poverty are often permanently disadvantaged.  
 
 
Older people,  
people with disabilities,  
indigenous people,  
refugees and  
internally displaced persons  
 
are also particularly vulnerable to poverty.  
 
 
Furthermore, poverty in its various forms represents a barrier to communication and access to 
services, as well as a major health risk, and people living in poverty are particularly vulnerable to 
the consequences of disasters and conflicts.  
 
 

Absolute poverty is a condition characterized by severe  
deprivation of  
 

basic human needs,  

including  
 
food,  
safe drinking water,  
sanitation facilities,  
health,  
shelter,  
education and  
information. 
 
 It depends not only on income but also on access to social services." 

Agreements of the World Summit for Social Development, Copenhagen  
1995 
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/wssd/text-version/agreements/decpartc.htm 
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/wssd/text-version/agreements/poach2.htm 
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1995 World Summit for Social Development Plan of Action: 

 
 
 
"B. A favourable national and international political and legal environment 

 
14. To ensure that the political framework supports the objectives of social development, the 
following actions are essential: 

 
(a) Ensuring that governmental institutions and agencies responsible for the planning and 
implementation of social policies have the status, resources and information necessary to give high 
priority to social development in policy-making; 

 
... 
 
15. It is essential for social development that all human rights and fundamental freedoms, 
including the right to development as an integral part of fundamental human rights, be promoted 
and protected through the following actions: 

 
(a) Encouraging ratification of existing international human rights conventions that have not been 
ratified; and implementing the provisions of conventions and covenants that have been ratified; 

 
(b) Reaffirming and promoting all human rights and fundamental freedoms, which are universal, 
indivisible, interdependent and interrelated, including the right to development, and striving to 
ensure that they are respected, protected and observed through appropriate legislation, 
dissemination of information, education and training and the provision of effective mechanisms 
and remedies for enforcement, inter alia, through the establishment or strengthening of national 
institutions responsible for monitoring and enforcement; 

 
 
.... 
 

 
16. An open political and economic system requires access by all to knowledge, education and 
information by: 

 
(a) Strengthening the educational system at all levels, as well as other means of acquiring skills 
and knowledge, and ensuring universal access to basic education and lifelong educational 
opportunities, while removing economic and socio-cultural barriers to the exercise of the right to 
education; 

 
(b) Raising public awareness and promoting gender-sensitivity education to eliminate all obstacles 
to full gender equality and equity; 
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(c) Enabling and encouraging access by all to a wide range of information and opinion on matters 
of general interest through the mass media and other means; 

 
(d) Encouraging education systems and, to the extent consistent with freedom of expression, 
communication media to raise people's understanding and awareness of all aspects of social 
integration, including gender sensitivity, non-violence, tolerance and solidarity and respect for the 
diversity of cultures and interests, and to discourage the exhibition of pornography and the 
gratuitous depiction of explicit violence and cruelty in the media; 

 
(e) Improving the reliability, validity, utility and public availability of statistical and other 
information on social development and gender issues, including the effective use of gender-
disaggregated statistics collected at the national, regional and international levels, including 
through support to academic and research institutions." 
 
Plan of Action 
Agreements of the World Summit for Social Development, Copenhagen 1995  
https://www.un.org/esa/socdev/wssd/text-version/agreements/poach1.htm 

 

 
............................. 

 
 
 
"Chapter 2: Eradication of Poverty 

 
Basis for action and objectives 
 
18. Over 1 billion people in the world today live under unacceptable conditions of poverty, mostly 
in developing countries, and particularly in rural areas of low-income Asia and the Pacific, Africa, 
Latin America and the Caribbean, and the least developed countries. 
 
 
19. Poverty has various manifestations, including lack of income and productive resources 
sufficient to ensure sustainable livelihoods; hunger and malnutrition; ill health; limited or lack of 
access to education and other basic services; increased morbidity and mortality from illness; 
homelessness and inadequate housing; unsafe environments; and social discrimination and 
exclusion. It is also characterized by a lack of participation in decision-making and in civil, social 
and cultural life. It occurs in all countries: as mass poverty in many developing countries, pockets 
of poverty amid wealth in developed countries, loss of livelihoods as a result of economic 
recession, sudden poverty as a result of disaster or conflict, the poverty of low-wage workers, and 
the utter destitution of people who fall outside family support systems, social institutions and 
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safety nets. Women bear a disproportionate burden of poverty, and children growing up in poverty 
are often permanently disadvantaged. Older people, people with disabilities, indigenous people, 
refugees and internally displaced persons are also particularly vulnerable to poverty. Furthermore, 
poverty in its various forms represents a barrier to communication and access to services, as well 
as a major health risk, and people living in poverty are particularly vulnerable to the consequences 
of disasters and conflicts. Absolute poverty is a condition characterized by severe deprivation of 
basic human needs, including food, safe drinking water, sanitation facilities, health, shelter, 
education and information. It depends not only on income but also on access to social services. 
 
20. There is general agreement that persistent widespread poverty, as well as serious social and 
gender inequities, have significant influences on and are in turn influenced by demographic 
parameters, such as population growth, structure and distribution. There is also general agreement 
that unsustainable consumption and production patterns are contributing to the unsustainable use 
of natural resources and environmental degradation, as well as to the reinforcement of social 
inequities and poverty, with the above-mentioned consequences for demographic parameters. 
 
21. Urban poverty is rapidly increasing in pace with overall urbanization. It is a growing 
phenomenon in all countries and regions, and often poses special problems, such as overcrowding, 
contaminated water and bad sanitation, unsafe shelter, crime and additional social problems. An 
increasing number of low-income urban households are female-maintained. 
 
22. Among people living in poverty, gender disparities are marked, especially in the increase in 
female-maintained households. With increasing population, the numbers of youth living in poverty 
will increase significantly. Therefore, specific measures are needed to address the juvenilization 
and feminization of poverty. 
 
23. Poverty has various causes, including structural ones. Poverty is a complex multidimensional 
problem with origins in both the national and international domains. No uniform solution can be 
found for global application. Rather, country-specific programmes to tackle poverty and 
international efforts supporting national efforts, as well as the parallel process of creating a 
supportive international environment, are crucial for a solution to this problem. Poverty is 
inseparably linked to lack of control over resources, including land, skills, knowledge, capital and 
social connections. Without those resources, people are easily neglected by policy makers and 
have limited access to institutions, markets, employment and public services. The eradication of 
poverty cannot be accomplished through anti-poverty programmes alone but will require 
democratic participation and changes in economic structures in order to ensure access for all to 
resources, opportunities and public services, to undertake policies geared to more equitable 
distribution of wealth and income, to provide social protection for those who cannot support 
themselves, and to assist people confronted by unforeseen catastrophe, whether individual or 
collective, natural, social or technological. 
 
... 
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36. Governments should implement the commitments that have been made to meet the basic 
needs of all,  
 
with assistance from the international community consistent with chapter V of the present 
Programme of Action,  
 
including, inter alia, the following: 
 
 
 
(a) By the year 2000,  
 
universal access to basic education and  
 
completion of primary education by at least 80 per cent of primary school-age children;  
 

closing the gender gap in primary and secondary school education by the year 2005;  

 

universal primary education in all countries before the year 2015; 
 
 
(b) By the year 2000, life expectancy of not less than 60 years in any country; 
 
 
(c) By the year 2000, reduction of mortality rates of infants and children under five years of age by 
one third of the 1990 level, or 50 to 70 per 1,000 live births, whichever is less;  
 
by the year 2015, achievement of an infant mortality rate below 35 per 1,000 live births and an 
under-five mortality rate below 45 per 1,000; 
 
 
(d) By the year 2000, a reduction in maternal mortality by one half of the 1990 level; by the year 
2015, a further reduction by one half; 
 
 
(e) Achieving food security by ensuring a safe and nutritionally adequate food supply,  
 
at both the national and international levels,  
 
a reasonable degree of stability in the supply of food, as well as  
 
physical, social and economic access to enough food for all,  
while reaffirming that  
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food should not be used as a tool for political pressure;  
 
(f) By the year 2000, a reduction of severe and moderate malnutrition among children under 

five years of age by half of the 1990 level; 
  
(g) By the year 2000, attainment by all peoples of the world of a level of health that will permit 
them to lead a socially and economically productive life,  
 
and to this end,  
 
ensuring primary health care for all; 
  
(h) Making accessible through the primary health-care system reproductive health to all 
individuals of appropriate ages as soon as possible and no later than the year 2015,  
in accordance with the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and 
Development, and taking into account the reservations and declarations made at that Conference, 
especially those concerning the need for parental guidance and parental responsibility;  
 
(i) Strengthening efforts and increasing commitments with the aim, by the year 2000, of reducing 
malaria mortality and morbidity by at least 20 per cent compared to 1995 levels in at least 75 per 
cent of affected countries,  
 
as well as  
 
reducing social and economic losses due to malaria in the developing countries, especially in 
Africa, where the overwhelming majority of both cases and deaths occur; 
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(j) By the year 2000, eradicating, eliminating or controlling major diseases constituting global 
health problems, in accordance with paragraph 6.12 of Agenda 21; 2/ 
 

 
(k) Reducing the adult illiteracy rate - the appropriate age group to be determined in each country - 
to at least half its 1990 level,  
 
with an emphasis on female literacy;  
 
achieving universal access to quality education,  
 
with particular priority being given to primary and technical education and job training, combating 
illiteracy, and eliminating gender disparities in access to, retention in and support for education; 

 
 
(l) Providing, on a sustainable basis, access to safe drinking water in sufficient quantities, and 
proper sanitation for all; 

 
 
(m) Improving the availability of affordable and adequate shelter for all, in accordance with the 
Global Strategy for Shelter to the Year 2000; 14/ 

 
 
(n) Monitoring the implementation of those commitments at the highest appropriate level  
 
and considering the possibility of expediting their implementation through the dissemination of 
sufficient and accurate statistical data and appropriate indicators." 
 
 
Plan of Action 
Agreements of the World Summit for Social Development, Copenhagen  
1995  
https://www.un.org/esa/socdev/wssd/text-version/agreements/poach2.htm 
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UK STATEMENT 

 

WORLD SOCIAL SUMMIT  

 

COPENHAGEN. 10 March 1995 

 

 

 

...There are many elements of the Declaration of fundamental importance to  

our collective efforts.  

 

 

Fair treatment between citizens, regardless of race or background, is 

fundamental to a healthy society.  

 

 

Parliamentary democracy and good government systems are essential too.  

 

 

We must never be complacent about tackling inequality and injustice.  

 

 

Tackling them is a task for recipient governments in partnership with donors. 

 

 

Social integration means helping those groups who are prevented from  

taking advantage of the benefits of growth to fully participate in society.  

 

 

Older people, disabled people, youth and children can all play an active  

role in development.  

 

 

Gender equality is important for adults - and for their children.  

 

 

Development is more likely to be sustainable when women and men work together 

in a partnership based on equality of opportunity and mutual respect. 

 

 

Poverty reduction, sustainable jobs and free, fair and peaceful societies  

can be achieved by each country pursuing the approach best suited to its  

own national needs and circumstances.  

 

This is the basis of our aid programme. 

 

 

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND 

 

STATEMENT 

by 

The Right Honourable The Baroness Chalker of Wallasey 

 

Minister of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs 

and 

Minister for Overseas Development 
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http://www.un.org/documents/ga/conf166/gov/950310130724.htm  
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"Determined to advance the goals of equality, development and peace for all women"  

 

"Determined to address the structural causes of poverty" 

 

As soon as possible and no later than 2015, "Reproductive health care accessible to all" 

 

By 2000, governments to implement human rights treaties;   

 

Urgently implement Convention on Rights of the Child;   

 

By 2000, clean water for all;   

 

By 2000, halve child malnutrition with special attention to gender. 

 

 

Fourth World Conference on Women.   

Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action (1995) 

 
 
 

 

Fourth World Conference on Women 
Beijing Declaration 

 

 

Declaration 
 

1. We, the Governments participating in the Fourth World Conference on Women,  
 
 

2. Gathered here in Beijing in September 1995, the year of the fiftieth anniversary of the 
founding of the United Nations,  
 
 

3. Determined to advance the goals of equality, development and peace for all women 
everywhere in the interest of all humanity,  
 
 

4. Acknowledging the voices of all women everywhere and taking note of the diversity of 
women and their roles and circumstances, honoring the women who paved the way and 
inspired by the hope present in the world's youth,  



442 
 

 
 

5. Recognize that the status of women has advanced in some important respects in the past 
decade but that progress has been uneven, inequalities between women and men have 
persisted and major obstacles remain, with serious consequences for the well-being of all 
people,  
 
 

6. Also recognize that this situation is exacerbated by the increasing poverty that is affecting 
the lives of the majority of the world's people, in particular women and children, with 
origins in both the national and international domains,  
 
 

7. Dedicate ourselves unreservedly to addressing these constraints and obstacles and thus 
enhancing further the advancement and empowerment of women all over the world, and 
agree that this requires urgent action in the spirit of determination, hope, cooperation and 
solidarity, now and to carry us forward into the next century.  

 
 
We reaffirm our commitment to: 
 

8. The equal rights and inherent human dignity of women and men and other purposes and 
principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, to the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights and other international human rights instruments, in particular the 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women and the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child, as well as the Declaration on the Elimination of 
Violence against Women and the Declaration on the Right to Development;  
 
 

9. Ensure the full implementation of the human rights of women and of the girl child as 
an inalienable, integral and indivisible part of all human rights and fundamental freedoms;  
 
 

10. Build on consensus and progress made at previous United Nations conferences and 
summits - on women in Nairobi in 1985, on children in New York in 1990, on environment 
and development in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, on human rights in Vienna in 1993, on 
population and development in Cairo in 1994 and on social development in Copenhagen in 
1995 with the objective of achieving equality, development and peace;  
 
 

11. Achieve the full and effective implementation of the Nairobi Forward-looking Strategies 
for the Advancement of Women;  
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12. The empowerment and advancement of women, including the right to freedom of thought, 
conscience, religion and belief, thus contributing to the moral, ethical, spiritual and 
intellectual needs of women and men, individually or in community with others and 
thereby guaranteeing them the possibility of realizing their full potential in society and 
shaping their lives in accordance with their own aspirations.  
 
 

 
 
We are convinced that: 
 

13. Women's empowerment and their full participation on the basis of equality in all spheres 
of society, including participation in the decision-making process and access to power, are 
fundamental for the achievement of equality, development and peace;  
 
 

14. Women's rights are human rights; 
 
 

15. Equal rights, opportunities and access to resources, equal sharing of responsibilities for the 
family by men and women, and a harmonious partnership between them are critical to their 
well-being and that of their families as well as to the consolidation of democracy;  
 
 

16. Eradication of poverty based on sustained economic growth, social development, 
environmental protection and social justice requires the involvement of women in 
economic and social development, equal opportunities and the full and equal participation 
of women and men as agents and beneficiaries of people-centred sustainable development;  
 
 

17. The explicit recognition and reaffirmation of the right of all women to control all aspects of 
their health, in particular their own fertility, is basic to their empowerment;  
 
 

18. Local, national, regional and global peace is attainable and is inextricably linked with the 
advancement of women, who are a fundamental force for leadership, conflict resolution 
and the promotion of lasting peace at all levels;  
 
 

19. It is essential to design, implement and monitor, with the full participation of women, 
effective, efficient and mutually reinforcing gender-sensitive policies and programmes, 
including development policies and programmes, at all levels that will foster the 
empowerment and advancement of women;  
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20. The participation and contribution of all actors of civil society, particularly women's 
groups and networks and other non-governmental organizations and community-based 
organizations, with full respect for their autonomy, in cooperation with Governments, are 
important to the effective implementation and follow-up of the Platform for Action;  
 
 

21. The implementation of the Platform for Action requires commitment from Governments 
and the international community. By making national and international commitments for 
action, including those made at the Conference, Governments and the international 
community recognize the need to take priority action for the empowerment and 
advancement of women.  
 

 
 
We are determined to: 
 

22. Intensify efforts and actions to achieve the goals of the Nairobi Forward-looking 
Strategies for the Advancement of Women by the end of this century;  
 
 
 

23. Ensure the full enjoyment by women and the girl child of all human rights and 
fundamental freedoms and take effective action against violations of these rights and 
freedoms;  
 
 
 

24. Take all necessary measures to eliminate all forms of discrimination against women and 
the girl child and remove all obstacles to gender equality and the advancement and 
empowerment of women;  
 
 

25. Encourage men to participate fully in all actions towards equality;  
 
 

26. Promote women's economic independence, including employment, and eradicate the 
persistent and increasing burden of poverty on women by  
 
addressing the structural causes of poverty through changes in economic structures,  
 
ensuring equal access for all women, including those in rural areas,  
as vital development agents,  
to productive resources, opportunities and public services;  
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27. Promote people-centred sustainable development, including sustained economic growth, 
through the provision of basic education, life-long education, literacy and training, and 
primary health care for girls and women;  
 
 
 

28. Take positive steps to ensure peace for the advancement of women and, recognizing the 
leading role that women have played in the peace movement,  
 
work actively towards general and complete disarmament under strict and effective 
international control,  
 
and support negotiations on the conclusion, without delay, of a universal and multilaterally 
and effectively verifiable comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty which contributes to 
nuclear disarmament and the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its 
aspects;  
 
 
 

29. Prevent and eliminate all forms of violence against women and girls;  
 
 
 

30. Ensure equal access to and equal treatment of women and men in education and 
health care and enhance women's sexual and reproductive health as well as 
education;  
 
 

31. Promote and protect all human rights of women and girls; 
 
 
 

32. Intensify efforts to ensure equal enjoyment of all human rights and fundamental freedoms 
for all women and girls who face multiple barriers to their empowerment and advancement 
because of such factors as their race, age, language, ethnicity, culture, religion, or 
disability, or because they are indigenous people;  
 
 
 

33. Ensure respect for international law, including humanitarian law, in order to protect 
women and girls in particular;  
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34. Develop the fullest potential of girls and women of all ages, ensure their full and equal 
participation in building a better world for all and enhance their role in the development 
process.  
 
 
 

We are determined to: 

35. Ensure women's equal access to economic resources, including land, credit, science and 
technology, vocational training, information, communication and markets, as a means to 
further the advancement and empowerment of women and girls, including through the 
enhancement of their capacities to enjoy the benefits of equal access to these resources, 
interalia, by means of international cooperation;  
 
 
 

36. Ensure the success of the Platform for Action, which will require a strong commitment on 
the part of Governments, international organizations and institutions at all levels.  
 
We are deeply convinced that economic development, social development and 
environmental protection are interdependent and mutually reinforcing components of 
sustainable development, which is the framework for our efforts to achieve a higher quality 
of life for all people.  
 
Equitable social development that recognizes empowering the poor, particularly women 
living in poverty, to utilize environmental resources sustainably is a necessary foundation 
for sustainable development.  
 
We also recognize that broad-based and sustained economic growth in the context of 
sustainable development is necessary to sustain social development and social justice.  
The success of the Platform for Action will also require  
 
adequate mobilization of resources at the national and international levels as well as new 
and additional resources to the developing countries from all available funding 
mechanisms, including multilateral, bilateral and private sources for the advancement of 
women;  
 
financial resources to strengthen the capacity of national, sub regional, regional and 
international institutions;  
 
a commitment to equal rights, equal responsibilities and equal opportunities and to the 
equal participation of women and men in all national, regional and international bodies and 
policy-making processes; and  
 
the establishment or strengthening of mechanisms at all levels for accountability to the 
world's women;  
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37. Ensure also the success of the Platform for Action in countries with economies in 
transition, which will require continued international cooperation and assistance;  
 
 
 

38. We hereby adopt and commit ourselves as Governments to implement the following 
Platform for Action, ensuring that a gender perspectives reflected in all our policies and 
programmes.  
 
We urge the United Nations system, regional and international financial institutions, other 
relevant regional and international institutions and all women and men, as well as non-
governmental organizations, with full respect for their autonomy, and all sectors of civil 
society, in cooperation with Governments, to fully commit themselves and contribute to 
the implementation of this Platform for Action.  

 
 
 
From the Beijing Declaration  
1995 
 
 
Beijing Declaration and Platform of Action: 
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/beijing/pdf/BDPfA%20E.pdf 

 
The Platform of Action is over 120 pages. 
 
 
 
 
"Actions to be taken 

81. By Governments, national, regional and international bodies, bilateral and multilateral donors 
and non-governmental organizations: 

(a) Reduce the female illiteracy rate to at least half its 1990 level, with emphasis on rural women, 
migrant, refugee and internally displaced women and women with disabilities; 

(b) Provide universal access to, and seek to ensure gender equality in the completion of, primary 
education for girls by the year 2000" 

 
… 
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"Actions to be taken 
 
106. By Governments, in collaboration with non-governmental organizations and employers’ and 
workers’ organizations and with the support of international institutions: … 
 
 
(i) Strengthen and reorient health services, particularly primary health care, in order to ensure 

universal access to quality health services for women and girls;  
 
reduce ill health and maternal morbidity and achieve world wide the agreed-upon goal of 
reducing maternal mortality by at least 50 per cent of the 1990 levels by the year 2000 and a 
further one half by the year 2015;  
 
ensure that the necessary services are available at each level of the health system and make 
reproductive health care accessible, through the primary health-care system, to all individuals of 
appropriate ages as soon as possible and no later than the year 2015; … 
 
 
(l) …take specific measures for closing the gender gaps in morbidity and mortality where girls are 
disadvantaged, while achieving internationally approved goals for the reduction of infant and 
child mortality - specifically,  
 
by the year 2000, the reduction of mortality rates of infants and children under five years of age by 
one third of the 1990 level, or 50 to 70 per 1,000 live births, whichever is less;  
 
by the year 2015 an infant mortality rate below 35 per 1,000 livebirths and an under-five 

mortality rate below 45 per 1,000" 
 
 
"(w) Promote and ensure household and national food security, as appropriate,  
and implement programmes aimed at improving the nutritional status of all girls and women by 
implementing the commitments made in the Plan of Action on Nutrition of the International 
Conference on Nutrition, 17/ including  
 

a reduction world wide of severe and moderate malnutrition among children under the age of 

five by one half of 1990 levels by the year 2000,  
giving special attention to the gender gap in nutrition,  
 
and  
 
a reduction in iron deficiency anaemia in girls and women  
by one third of the 1990 levels by the year 2000; 
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(x) Ensure the availability of and universal access to safe drinking water and sanitation and put in 
place effective public distribution systems as soon as possible; 

 

(y) Ensure full and equal access to health-care infrastructure and services for indigenous women." 

 

 
 

 "Actions to be taken 

230. By Governments: 

(a) Work actively towards ratification of or accession to and implement international and 
regional human rights treaties; … 
 
(b) Ratify and accede to and ensure implementation of the Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination against Women so that universal ratification of the Convention can be 
achieved by the year 2000; … 
 

(l) Take urgent measures to achieve universal ratification of or accession to the Convention on 
the Rights of the Child before the end of 1995  
 

and full implementation of the Convention in order to ensure equal rights for girls and boys;"  
 
 
 

"Actions to be taken 

256. By Governments: 
 
(l) Ensure that clean water is available and accessible to all by the year 2000  
 
and that environmental protection and conservation plans are designed and implemented to 
restore polluted water systems and rebuild damaged watersheds." 
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1996:  The World Food Summit 

 

"The World Food Summit, held in Rome in November 1996...was notable because of its very high 
level of government representation, with 112 of the 186 countries present being represented by 
their Heads of State or Government or their deputies." 

(FAO 2002) 
www.fao.org/docrep/004/y1780e/y1780e06.htm  

 
 
 
 
"Nowhere has the gap between intent and determined action been more visible than in the failure 
of most of our member countries - developed and developing - to fulfil their solemn commitment, 
made at the World Food Summit in 1996, to take the measures required to halve the number of 
undernourished people by 2015." 

(FAO 2002) 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/004/y1780e/y1780e01.htm#P0_0 

 
 
 
 
 
"Closing statement by  
Mr. Jacques Diouf,  
Director-General of FAO 
17 November 1996 

...Let us now run against time to go beyond the set goal of halving the number of hungry by the 
year 2015. This is not a maximum goal, it is a minimum goal... 
 
www.fao.org/wfs/begin/speech/diouf2-e.htm  
 
 
 
 

 

"Closing statement by  
H.E. Romano Prodi,  
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Chairman of the Summit 
17 November 1996 

"The Rome Declaration calls upon us to reduce by half the number of chronically undernourished 
people on the Earth by the year 2015.  
 
Many have said that this goal is too modest, that it would leave behind too many millions.  
 
This is fair criticism and one that I take to heart.  
 
I think that as we go out from here this evening and return to our homes and to our daily routines, 
it is incumbent upon us to incorporate the commitments we have made here in November 1996, to 
allow them to inform and influence the work we do whether it be government, community service, 
farming, advocacy, the private sector, or emergency relief.  
 
If each of us gives his or her best I believe that we can meet and even exceed the target we have 
set for ourselves.  
 
Twenty years from now, and I wish everybody may be here twenty years from now, that is how 
history will judge the World Food Summit of 1996 

.  

Thank you very much to all of you.  

I am proud and happy to declare closed this wonderful meeting." 

www.fao.org/wfs/begin/speech/prodi2-e.htm 
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"We, the Heads of State and Government, or our representatives,  
gathered at the World Food Summit at the invitation of the Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations, reaffirm  
 
the right of everyone to have access to safe and nutritious food,  
 
consistent with the right to adequate food and the fundamental right of everyone to be free from 
hunger.  

We pledge our political will and our common and national commitment to achieving food security 
for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an immediate view to 
reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no later than 2015."  
 
"This Plan of Action envisages an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an 
immediate view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no 
later than 2015, and a mid-term review to ascertain whether it is possible to achieve this target by 
2010." 

World Food Summit 
Rome Declaration and Plan of Action 
1996 
www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.HTM 

 

 
 
 
Longer extracts: 
 

"Rome Declaration on World Food Security 

We, the Heads of State and Government, [1] or our representatives, gathered at the World Food 
Summit at the invitation of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, reaffirm 
the right of everyone to have access to safe and nutritious food, consistent with the right to 
adequate food and the fundamental right of everyone to be free from hunger. 

We pledge our political will and our common and national commitment to achieving food security 
for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an immediate view to 
reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no later than 2015. 

We consider it intolerable that more than 800 million people throughout the world, and 
particularly in developing countries, do not have enough food to meet their basic nutritional 
needs. This situation is unacceptable. ... 



453 
 

Convinced that the multifaceted character of food security necessitates concerted national action, 
and effective international efforts to supplement and reinforce national action, we make the 
following commitments:  

• we will ensure an enabling political, social, and economic environment designed to create 
the best conditions for the eradication of poverty and for durable peace, based on full and 
equal participation of women and men, which is most conducive to achieving sustainable 
food security for all; 
  

• we will implement policies aimed at eradicating poverty and inequality and improving 
physical and economic access by all, at all times, to sufficient, nutritionally adequate and 
safe food and its effective utilization;  
 

• we will pursue participatory and sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries, forestry and rural 
development policies and practices in high and low potential areas, which are essential to 
adequate and reliable food supplies at the household, national, regional and global levels, 
and combat pests, drought and desertification, considering the multifunctional character of 
agriculture; 
  

• we will strive to ensure that food, agricultural trade and overall trade policies are 
conducive to fostering food security for all through a fair and market-oriented world 
trade system;  
 

• we will endeavour to prevent and be prepared for natural disasters and man-made 
emergencies and to meet transitory and emergency food requirements in ways that 
encourage recovery, rehabilitation, development and a capacity to satisfy future needs; 
  

• we will promote optimal allocation and use of public and private investments to foster 
human resources, sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries and forestry systems, and rural 
development, in high and low potential areas;  
 

• we will implement, monitor, and follow-up this Plan of Action at all levels in cooperation 
with the international community.  
 

We pledge our actions and support to implement the World Food Summit Plan of Action.  
 

13 November 1996 

 

...... 
 
 
World Food Summit 
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Plan of Action 

This Plan of Action envisages an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an 
immediate view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no 
later than 2015, and a mid-term review to ascertain whether it is possible to achieve this target by 
2010. ... 

The FAO Committee on World Food Security (CFS) will have responsibility to monitor the 
implementation of the Plan of Action. …" 

www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.htm 
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Earliest possible achievement of sustainable world food security. 

 

Goal for 2015: Reduce the number of undernourished people to half their present level. 

 

"It is necessary to target those suffering most".   

 

Corruption hinders the task.   

 

Governments will "develop legislative processes that are most conducive to achieving 

sustainable food security for all".  

 

We will promote equitable income distribution, and ensure politics, economics and society 

are designed for zero poverty and peace.   

 

(Rome Declaration on Food Security, World Food Summit, 1996) 

 

  

 

 
 
 

Rome Declaration on World Food Security, 1996 

 

 

 
 
We, the Heads of State and Government,1 or our representatives, gathered at the World Food 
Summit at the invitation of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations,  
 
reaffirm the  
 
right of everyone to have access to safe and nutritious food, consistent with the  
 
right to adequate food and the fundamental  
 
right of everyone to be free from hunger.  
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We pledge our political will and our common and national commitment to achieving food 
security for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an immediate 
view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no later than 
2015.  

We consider it intolerable that more than 800 million people throughout the world, and 
particularly in developing countries, do not have enough food to meet their basic nutritional 
needs.  
 
 
 
[MB:  That figure was in fact only on lack of calories:  the method does not even attempt to look 
at "basic nutritional needs".] 

 
This situation is unacceptable.  
 

[MB: The situation would appear to be worse than leaders said, by any reasonable view of "basic 
nutritional needs".] 

 
Food supplies have increased substantially, but constraints on access to food and continuing 
inadequacy of household and national incomes to purchase food, instability of supply and demand, 
as well as natural and man-made disasters, prevent basic food needs from being fulfilled.  
 
The problems of hunger and food insecurity have global dimensions and are likely to persist, and 
even increase dramatically in some regions, unless urgent, determined and concerted action is 
taken, given the anticipated increase in the world's population and the stress on natural resources.  

We reaffirm that a peaceful, stable and enabling political, social and economic environment is 
the essential foundation which will enable States to give adequate priority to food security and 
poverty eradication.  
 
Democracy, promotion and protection of all human rights and fundamental freedoms, 
including the right to development, and the full and equal participation of men and women are 
essential for achieving sustainable food security for all.  

Poverty is a major cause of food insecurity and sustainable progress in poverty eradication is 
critical to improve access to food.  
 
Conflict, terrorism, corruption and environmental degradation also contribute significantly to 
food insecurity.  
 
Increased food production, including staple food, must be undertaken. This should happen within 
the framework of sustainable management of natural resources, elimination of unsustainable 
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patterns of consumption and production, particularly in industrialized countries, and early 
stabilization of the world population.  
 
We acknowledge the fundamental contribution to food security by women, particularly in rural 
areas of developing countries, and the need to ensure equality between men and women. 
Revitalization of rural areas must also be a priority to enhance social stability and help redress the 
excessive rate of rural-urban migration confronting many countries.  

We emphasize the urgency of taking action now to fulfil our responsibility to achieve food 
security for present and future generations.  
 
Attaining food security is a complex task for which the primary responsibility rests with individual 
governments.  
 
They have to develop an enabling environment and have policies that ensure peace, as well as 
social, political and economic stability and equity and gender equality.  
 
We express our deep concern over the persistence of hunger which, on such a scale, constitutes a 
threat both to national societies and, through a variety of ways, to the stability of the international 
community itself. Within the global framework, governments should also cooperate actively with 
one another and with United Nations organizations, financial institutions, intergovernmental and 
non-governmental organizations, and public and private sectors, on programmes directed toward 
the achievement of food security for all.  

Food should not be used as an instrument for political and economic pressure. We reaffirm the 
importance of international cooperation and solidarity as well as the necessity of refraining from 
unilateral measures not in accordance with the international law and the Charter of the United 
Nations and that endanger food security.  

We recognize the need to adopt policies conducive to investment in human resource development, 
research and infrastructure for achieving food security.  
 
 
 
We must  
 
encourage generation of employment and incomes, and  
 
promote equitable access to productive and financial resources.  
 
 
 
We agree that trade is a key element in achieving food security.  
 
We agree to pursue food trade and overall trade policies that will encourage our producers and 
consumers to utilize available resources in an economically sound and sustainable manner.  
 



458 
 

We recognize the importance for food security of sustainable agriculture, fisheries, forestry and 
rural development in low as well as high potential areas.  
 
We acknowledge the fundamental role of farmers, fishers, foresters, indigenous people and their 
communities, and all other people involved in the food sector, and of their organizations, 
supported by effective research and extension, in attaining food security.  
 
 
Our sustainable development policies will promote  
 
full participation and empowerment of people, especially women, an  
 
equitable distribution of income,  
 
access to health care and education, and opportunities for youth.  
 
 
Particular attention should be given to those who cannot produce or procure enough food for 
an adequate diet, including those affected by war, civil strife, natural disaster or climate related 
ecological changes.  
 
We are conscious of the need for urgent action to combat pests, drought, and natural resource 
degradation including desertification, overfishing and erosion of biological diversity.  

We are determined to make efforts to mobilize, and optimize the allocation and utilization of, 
technical and financial resources from all sources, including external debt relief for developing 
countries, to reinforce national actions to implement sustainable food security policies.  

Convinced that the multifaceted character of food security necessitates concerted national action, 
and effective international efforts to supplement and reinforce national action, we make the 
following commitments:  
 

• we will ensure an enabling political, social, and economic environment designed to create 
the best conditions for  
 
the eradication of poverty and for  
 
durable peace,  
 
based on  
 
full and equal participation of women and men, which is most conducive to achieving 
sustainable food security for all;  
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• we will implement policies aimed at eradicating poverty and inequality and improving 
physical and economic access by all, at all times, to sufficient, nutritionally adequate and 
safe food and its effective utilization;  
 
 

• we will pursue participatory and sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries, forestry and 
rural development policies and practices in high and low potential areas, which are 
essential to adequate and reliable food supplies at the household, national, regional and 
global levels, and combat pests, drought and desertification, considering the 
multifunctional character of agriculture;  
 
 

• we will strive to ensure that food, agricultural trade and overall trade policies are 
conducive to fostering food security for all through a fair and market-oriented world trade 
system;  
 
 

• we will endeavour to prevent and be prepared for natural disasters and man-made 
emergencies and to meet transitory and emergency food requirements in ways that 
encourage recovery, rehabilitation, development and a capacity to satisfy future needs;  
 
 

• we will promote optimal allocation and use of public and private investments to foster 
human resources, sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries and forestry systems, and rural 
development, in high and low potential areas;  
 
 

• we will implement, monitor, and follow-up this Plan of Action at all levels in cooperation 
with the international community.  
 

We pledge our actions and support to implement the World Food Summit Plan of Action.  

Rome, 13 November 1996  

 

 

Notes  

1 When "Government" is used, it means as well the European Community within its areas of 
competence.  
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World Food Summit 

Plan of Action  

 

 

 

 
 
1. The Rome Declaration on World Food Security and the World Food Summit Plan of Action lay 
the foundations for diverse paths to a common objective - food security, at the individual, 
household, national, regional and global levels.  
 
Food security exists when all people, at all times, have physical and economic access to sufficient, 
safe and nutritious food to meet their dietary needs and food preferences for an active and 
healthy life.  
 
In this regard, concerted action at all levels is required. Each nation must adopt a strategy 
consistent with its resources and capacities to achieve its individual goals and, at the same time, 
cooperate regionally and internationally in order to organize collective solutions to global issues of 
food security. In a world of increasingly interlinked institutions, societies and economies, 
coordinated efforts and shared responsibilities are essential.  

 
2. Poverty eradication is essential to improve access to food. The vast majority of those who are 
undernourished, either cannot produce or cannot afford to buy enough food. They have inadequate 
access to means of production such as land, water, inputs, improved seeds and plants, appropriate 
technologies and farm credit. In addition, wars, civil strife, natural disasters, climate related 
ecological changes and environmental degradation have adversely affected millions of people. 
Although food assistance may be provided to ease their plight, it is not a long term solution to the 
underlying causes of food insecurity. It is important to maintain an adequate capacity in the 
international community to provide food aid, whenever it is required, in response to emergencies.  
 
Equitable access to stable food supplies should be ensured.  

 
3. A peaceful and stable environment in every country is a fundamental condition for the 
attainment of sustainable food security. Governments are responsible for creating an enabling 
environment for private and group initiatives to devote their skills, efforts and resources, and in 
particular investment, towards the common goal of food for all. This should be undertaken with 
the cooperation and participation of all members of society. Farmers, fishers and foresters and 
other food producers and providers, have critical roles in achieving food security, and their full 
involvement and enablement are crucial for success.  
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4. Poverty, hunger and malnutrition are some of the principal causes of accelerated migration from 
rural to urban areas in developing countries.  
 
The largest population shift of all times is now under way. Unless these problems are addressed in 
an appropriate and timely fashion, the political, economic and social stability of many countries 
and regions may well be seriously affected, perhaps even compromising world peace.  
 
It is necessary to target those people and areas suffering most from hunger and malnutrition 
and identify causes and take remedial action to improve the situation.  
 
A more complete, user-friendly source of information at all levels would enable this.  

 
5. Availability of enough food for all can be attained. The 5.8 billion people in the world today 
have, on average, 15 percent more food per person than the global population of 4 billion people 
had 20 years ago.  
 
Yet, further large increases in world food production, through the sustainable management of 
natural resources, are required to feed a growing population, and achieve improved diets. 
Increased production, including traditional crops and their products, in efficient combination with 
food imports, reserves, and international trade can strengthen food security and address regional 
disparities.  
 
Food aid is one of the many instruments which can help to promote food security.  
 
Long term investment in research and in cataloguing and conserving genetic resources, 
particularly at the national level, is essential. The link between sufficient food supplies and 
household food security must be ensured.  

 
 
6. Harmful seasonal and inter-annual instability of food supplies can be reduced.  
 
Progress should include targeting on minimizing the vulnerability to, and impact of, climate 
fluctuations and pests and diseases.  
 
To effect timely transfers of supplies to deficit areas and the conservation and sustainable use of 
biodiversity, use should be made, in efficient combination, of climate early warning systems, 
transfer and utilization of appropriate agricultural,2 fishery and forestry technologies, production, 
and reliable trade, storage and financial mechanisms.  
 
Natural and man-made disasters can often be anticipated or even prevented, and response must be 
timely and effective and assist recovery.  

 
 
7. Unless national governments and the international community address the multifaceted causes 
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underlying food insecurity, the number of hungry and malnourished people will remain very high 
in developing countries, particularly in Africa south of the Sahara; and sustainable food security 
will not be achieved.  
 
This situation is unacceptable.  
 
This Plan of Action envisages an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an 
immediate view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no 
later than 2015, and a mid-term review to ascertain whether it is possible to achieve this target by 
2010.  

 
 
8. The resources required for investment will be generated mostly from domestic private and 
public sources.  
 
The international community has a key role to play in supporting the adoption of appropriate 
national policies and, where necessary and appropriate, in providing technical and financial 
assistance to assist developing countries and countries with economies in transition in fostering 
food security.  

 
 
9. The multi-dimensional nature of the follow-up to the World Food Summit includes actions at 
the national, intergovernmental and inter-agency levels.  
 
The international community, and the UN system, including FAO, as well as other agencies and 
bodies according to their mandates, have important contributions to the implementation of the 
World Food Summit Plan of Action.  
 
The FAO Committee on World Food Security (CFS) will have responsibility to monitor the 
implementation of the Plan of Action.  

 
 
10. Reaching sustainable world food security is part and parcel of achieving the social, economic, 
environmental and human development objectives agreed upon in recent international 
conferences.  
 
The World Food Summit Plan of Action builds on consensus reached in these fora and is based 
on the conviction that although the world is faced with major food insecurity, solutions to these 
problems exist.  
 
If all parties at local, national, regional and international levels make determined and sustained 
efforts, then the overall goal of food for all, at all times, will be achieved. 
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11. The Plan of Action of the World Food Summit is in conformity with the purposes and 
principles of the UN Charter and international law and strives to consolidate the results of other 
UN conferences since 1990 on subjects having a bearing on food security.  

 
 
12. The implementation of the recommendations contained in this Plan of Action is the sovereign 
right and responsibility of each State through national laws and the formulation of strategies, 
policies, programmes, and development priorities,  
 
in conformity with  
 
all human rights and  
 
fundamental freedoms, including the  
 
right to development, and the significance of and the  
 
full respect for various  
 
religious and ethical values,  
 
cultural backgrounds and  
 
philosophical convictions  
 
of individuals and their communities  
 
should contribute to the full enjoyment by all of their human rights in order to achieve the 
objective of food security for all.  
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COMMITMENT ONE 

We will ensure an enabling political, social, and economic environment designed to create 
the best conditions for the eradication of poverty and for durable peace, based on full and 
equal participation of women and men, which is most conducive to achieving sustainable 

food security for all.  

 
 
 

The Basis for Action  

13. A growing world population and the urgency of eradicating hunger and malnutrition call for 
determined policies and effective actions.  

A peaceful, stable and enabling political, social and economic environment is the essential 
foundation which will enable States to give adequate priority to food security, poverty eradication 
and sustainable agriculture, fisheries, forestry and rural development.  
 
Promotion and protection of all human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to 
development and the progressive realization of the right to adequate food for all and the full and 
equal participation of men and women are also indispensable to our goal of achieving sustainable 
food security for all.  

 
 

Objectives and Actions 

 
14. Objective 1.1  

To prevent and resolve conflicts peacefully and create a stable political environment,  
 
through  
 
respect for all human rights and fundamental freedoms,  
 
democracy,  
 
a transparent and effective legal framework,  
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transparent and accountable governance and administration in all public and private national 
and international institutions, and  
 
effective and equal participation of all people, at all levels,  
 
in decisions and actions that affect their food security.  

To this end, governments,  
in partnership, as appropriate, with all actors of civil society,  
will  
where not already accomplished:  
 

(a) In cooperation, as appropriate, with the international community, assure and reinforce peace, 
by developing conflict prevention mechanisms, settling disputes by peaceful means, as well as by 
promoting tolerance, non-violence and respect for diversity;  

 
(b) Develop  
 
policy making,  
legislative  
and  
implementation  
processes that are  
democratic,  
transparent,  
participatory,  
empowering,  
responsive to changing circumstances and  
most conducive to  
achieving sustainable  
food security for all;  

 
(c) Promote and strengthen well-functioning legal and judicial systems to protect the rights of all 
people;  

 
(d) Recognize and support indigenous people and their communities in their pursuit of economic 
and social development, with full respect for their identity, traditions, forms of social organization 
and cultural values.  

 
Furthermore, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society and with support of 
international institutions, will, as appropriate:  
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(e) Strengthen rules and mechanisms existing in international and regional organizations to seek, 
in accordance with the UN Charter, the prevention and solution of conflicts which cause or 
exacerbate food insecurity as well as to settle disputes by peaceful means, promote tolerance, 
non-violence, respect for diversity and observance of international law.  

 
 
 
15. Objective 1.2:  

To ensure stable economic conditions and implement development strategies which encourage the 
full potential of private and public, individual and collective initiatives for sustainable, equitable, 
economic and social development which also integrate population and environmental concerns. 
 
 

To this end, governments, and as appropriate, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will:  

(a) Promote policies in order to foster a national and international environment that is more 
conducive to sustainable, equitable economic and social development;  

 
(b) Establish legal and other mechanisms, as appropriate, that advance land reform, recognize 
and protect property, water, and user rights, to enhance access for the poor and women to 
resources.  
 
Such mechanisms should also promote conservation and sustainable use of natural resources 
(such as land, water and forests), lower risks, and encourage investment;  

 
(c) Fully integrate population concerns into development strategies, plans, and decision-making, 
including factors affecting migration, and devise appropriate population policies, programmes and 
family planning services, consistent with the Report and the Programme of Action of the 
International Conference on Population and Development, Cairo 1994.  
 
 
 
 
 

16. Objective 1.3:  

To ensure gender equality and empowerment of women. 

 
To this end, governments will:  
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(a) Support and implement commitments made at the Fourth World Conference on Women, 
Beijing 1995, that a gender perspective is mainstreamed in all policies;  

 
(b) Promote women's full and equal participation in the economy, and for this purpose introduce 
and enforce gender-sensitive legislation providing women with secure and equal access to and 
control over productive resources including credit, land and water;  

 
(c) Ensure that institutions provide equal access for women;  

 
(d) Provide equal gender opportunities for education and training in food production, processing 
and marketing;  

 
(e) Tailor extension and technical services to women producers and increase the number of women 
advisors and agents;  

 
(f) Improve the collection, dissemination and use of gender-disaggregated data in agriculture, 
fisheries, forestry and rural development;  

 
(g) Focus research efforts on the division of labour and on income access and control within the 
household;  
 

(h) Gather information on women's traditional knowledge and skills in agriculture, fisheries, 
forestry and natural resources management.  
 
 
 

 

 

17. Objective 1.4:  

 
To encourage national solidarity and provide equal opportunities for all, at all levels, in social, 
economic and political life, particularly in respect of vulnerable and disadvantaged groups and 
persons. 
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To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will, as appropriate:  

 
(a) Support investment in human resource development such as health, education, literacy and 
other skills training, which are essential to sustainable development, including agriculture, 
fisheries, forestry and rural development;  

(b) Enact or strengthen policies to combat discrimination against members of socially vulnerable 
and disadvantaged groups, and persons belonging to minorities, with particular attention to their 
rights to land and other property, and to their access to credit, education and training, commercial 
markets and food security programmes;  

(c) Enact legislation and establish institutional structures that provide opportunities for youth and 
enhance the special contribution that women can make to ensuring family and child nutrition with 
due emphasis on the importance of breast-feeding for infants;  

(d) Give special attention to promoting and protecting the interests and needs of the child, 
particularly the girl child, in food security programmes, consistent with the World Summit for 
Children - Convention on the Rights of the Child, New York 1990.  
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COMMITMENT TWO 

We will implement policies aimed at eradicating poverty and inequality and improving 
physical and economic access by all, at all times, to sufficient, nutritionally adequate and safe 

food and its effective utilization.  
 

The Basis for Action  

 
 
18. Assured access to nutritionally adequate and safe food is essential for individual welfare and 
for national, social and economic development, in accordance with the World Declaration on 
Nutrition, International Conference on Nutrition (ICN), Rome 1992.  
 
Every country in the world has vulnerable and disadvantaged individuals, households and groups 
who cannot meet their own needs.  
 
Seventy percent of all poor are women, which should be taken into consideration when 
preparing poverty eradication action.  
 
Even where and when overall food supplies are adequate, poverty impedes access by all to the 
quantity and variety of foods needed to meet the population's needs.  
 
Rapid population growth and rural poverty have resulted in excessive migration to urban areas 
with serious negative social, economic, environmental and nutritional impact.  
 
Unless extraordinary efforts are undertaken, an unacceptably large portion of the world's 
population, particularly in developing countries, could still be chronically undernourished by the 
year 2010 with additional suffering due to acute periodic shortages of food.  
 
Contributing to malnutrition is the lack of adequate food utilization which, in this context, is the 
proper digestion and absorption of nutrients in food by the human body and requires adequate 
diet, water sanitation, health services, and health education.  
 
 
 
 
 

 

Objectives and Actions 



470 
 

19. Objective 2.1:  

To pursue poverty eradication, among both urban and rural poor, and sustainable food security for 
all as a policy priority and to promote, through sound national policies, secure and gainful 
employment and equitable and equal access to productive resources such as land, water and 
credit, so as to maximize the incomes of the poor.  
 

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, as appropriate, will:  

 
(a) Review and adopt policies to pursue the eradication of hunger and attain sustainable food 
security at the household and national levels as a top policy priority, and make every effort to 
eliminate obstacles such as unemployment and lack of access to factors of production that 
adversely affect the attainment of food security, and implement the relevant commitments they 
entered into at the World Summit for Social Development, Copenhagen 1995;  

 
(b) Develop human skills and capacities through basic education and pre- and on-the-job training;  

 
(c) Adopt policies that create conditions which encourage stable employment, especially in rural 
areas, including off-farm jobs, so as to provide sufficient earnings to facilitate the purchase of 
basic necessities, as well as encourage labour intensive technologies where appropriate;  

 
(d) Pursue sound economic, agriculture, fisheries, forestry and land reform policies that will 
permit farmers, fishers, foresters and other food producers, particularly women, to earn a fair 
return from their labour, capital and management, and encourage conservation and sustainable 
management of natural resources including in marginal areas;  

 
(e) Improve equal access, by men and women, to land and other natural and productive 
resources, in particular, where necessary, through the effective implementation of land reform 
and the promotion of efficient utilization of natural and agricultural resources and resettlement on 
new lands, where feasible;  

 
(f) Promote access, by farmers and farming communities, to genetic resources for food and 
agriculture.  
 
 

 
20. Objective 2.2:  



471 
 

 
To enable food insecure households, families and individuals to meet their food and nutritional 
requirements and to seek to assist those who are unable to do so. 

 
 
To this end,  
 
governments,  
in partnership with all actors of civil society, as appropriate,  
will:  

 
(a) Develop and periodically update, where necessary,  
 
a national food insecurity and vulnerability information and mapping system,  
 
indicating areas and populations, including at local level, affected by or at-risk of hunger and 
malnutrition, and  
 
elements contributing to food insecurity, making maximum use of existing data and other 
information systems in order to avoid duplication of efforts;  
 

(b) Implement, where appropriate, cost-effective public works programmes for the unemployed 
and underemployed in regions of food insecurity;  

 
(c) Develop within available resources  
 
well targeted social welfare and nutrition safety nets  
 
to meet the needs of the food insecure, particularly  
 
needy people,  
 
children, and  
 
the infirm.  
 
 
 

21. Objective 2.3:  

To ensure that food supplies are safe, physically and economically accessible, appropriate and 
adequate to meet the energy and nutrient needs of the population. 
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To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, as appropriate, will:  

 
(a) Monitor the availability and nutritional adequacy of food supplies and reserve stocks, giving 
particular attention to  
 
areas at high risk of food insecurity, to 
 
nutritionally vulnerable groups, and  
 
to areas where seasonal variations have important nutritional implications;  

 
(b) Apply measures, in conformity with the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and 
Phytosanitary Measures and other relevant international agreements, that ensure the quality and 
safety of food supply, particularly by strengthening normative and control activities in the areas 
of human, animal and plant health and safety;  

 
(c) Encourage, where appropriate, the production and use of culturally appropriate, traditional 
and underutilized food crops, including grains, oilseeds, pulses, root crops, fruits and vegetables, 
promoting home and, where appropriate, school gardens and urban agriculture, using sustainable 
technologies, and encourage the sustainable utilization of unused or underutilized fish resources;  

 
(d) Develop and promote improved food processing, preservation and storage technologies to 
reduce post-harvest food losses, especially at the local level;  

 
(e) Encourage rural households and communities to adopt low-cost technologies and innovative 
practices;  

 
(f) Promote and support community-based food security and nutrition programmes that encourage 
self-reliance, utilizing participatory planning and implementation processes;  

 
(g) Implement the goals of preventing and controlling specific micro-nutrient deficiencies as 
agreed at the ICN.  
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22. Objective 2.4:  

To promote access for all, especially the poor and members of vulnerable and disadvantaged 
groups, to basic education and primary health care provision in order to strengthen their capacity 
for self-reliance.  

 
To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will:  

 
(a) Promote access for all people, especially the poor and members of vulnerable and 
disadvantaged groups to primary health care, including reproductive health services consistent 
with the Report and the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and 
Development, Cairo 1994;  
 

(b) Promote access to clean water and sanitation for all people, especially in poor communities 
and rural areas;  

 
(c) Promote access to, and support for, complete primary education, including, where appropriate, 
school feeding programmes, with particular attention to children in rural areas and to girls;  
 

(d) Provide nutrition, sanitation, and health education for the public and promote technologies and 
training programmes on nutrition, home economics, environmental protection, food supply and 
health.  
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COMMITMENT THREE 

We will pursue participatory and sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries, forestry and rural 
development policies and practices in high and low potential areas, which are essential to 
adequate and reliable food supplies at the household, national, regional and global levels, 

and combat pests, drought and desertification, considering the multifunctional character of 
agriculture.  

 
 

The Basis for Action  
 
 

23. It is imperative that food production be increased, particularly in low-income, food-deficit 
countries, to meet the needs of the undernourished and food insecure, the additional food 
requirements resulting from population growth, demand for new food products due to rising 
standards of living and changes in consumption patterns.  
 
Production increases need to be achieved without further overburdening women farmers, while 
ensuring both productive capacity, sustainable management of natural resources and 
protection of the environment.  

24. In many parts of the world, unsustainable and otherwise inadequate policies and programmes, 
inappropriate technologies, insufficient rural infrastructures and institutions, as well as pests and 
diseases, lead to inefficiency and wastage of natural and human resources, inputs and products. 
The resource base for food, agriculture, fisheries and forestry is under stress and is threatened by 
problems such as desertification, deforestation, overfishing, overcapacity and discards in fisheries, 
losses of biodiversity, as well as inefficient use of water, climate change and depletion of the 
ozone layer. This has a negative impact on both food security and the environment. The 
framework for sustainable agriculture, fisheries, forestry and rural development in relation to food 
security was elaborated in the Programme of Action for Sustainable Development (Agenda 21) of 
the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), Rio de Janeiro 1992, 
and recently expanded in both the Kyoto Declaration and Plan of Action on the Sustainable 
Contribution of Fisheries to Food Security (Kyoto Declaration and Plan of Action), 1995, and the 
Leipzig Declaration on and the Global Plan of Action for the Conservation and Sustainable 
Utilisation of Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (Leipzig Declaration and Global 
Plan of Action), 1996.  

25. Expanding production in low-income food-deficit countries (LIFDCs) is frequently one of the 
primary means to increase the availability of food and income for those living in poverty. Most of 
the increases in food output of these countries, and of more developed regions, are expected to 
come from areas which have the agro-climatic potential to generate sufficient surpluses in 
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economically and environmentally sound conditions, in particular to feed growing numbers of 
urban consumers. The generation of employment and income will raise effective demand in these 
areas, thereby stimulating production, economic diversification and rural development. In 
marginal areas and coastal communities with lower potential and fragile environments, there is 
also a need to increase food production through the provision of inputs and appropriate technology 
to reduce rural migration, but this should be based on sustainable management of resources and 
environment. Efficient land use for sustainable agricultural activity in many areas will also 
contribute significantly towards reducing the pressure to convert forests to agricultural land.  

26. Food security depends, inter alia, on sustainable management of fish, forests, and wildlife. In 
many indigenous communities, these resources are the principal sources of protein in the diet. The 
traditional knowledge within indigenous communities also plays an important role in the 
achievement of food security for these communities and others.  

27. Establishing sustainable and diverse patterns of production should take into account the 
present and future needs of the people as well as the natural resources potential and limitations. 
Policies that provide an effective incentive structure for sustainable management of natural 
resources will help ensure that national agriculture, fisheries, forestry and natural resource plans 
and practices are developed and implemented in a holistic approach.  

28. Small Island Developing States face the threat of land loss and erosion due to climate changes 
and sea level rises and have particular needs for their overall sustainable development. 
Improvements in trade, transportation, communication, human resources, stabilization of income 
and higher export earnings will increase food security in these countries.  

29. Food production and rural development, particularly in those countries with significant food 
security inadequacies, require appropriate and up-to-date technologies which, according to 
sustainable development criteria and local food traditions, promote modernization of local 
production methods and facilitate transfer of technology. Full benefit from these technologies will 
require training, education and skill development programmes for local human resources. National 
efforts to increase local capacity, coupled with consolidated international cooperation, facilitate 
application of know-how and technology in areas with similar conditions and new techniques. 
This may be promoted by active international cooperation, particularly towards developing 
countries, both at the North-South and South-South levels.  

30. Research in agriculture, fisheries and forestry will be essential to achieving the sustainable 
food productivity increases upon which the short and long term food security of a growing world 
population will depend. The combination of such research, and an enabling environment, can 
improve food security both at national and household levels. Equity issues and equality between 
women and men should be given appropriate consideration when setting research agendas for the 
future. Research efforts should clearly focus on poverty eradication and on the creation of more 
environmentally sustainable agricultural, fisheries, forestry and food production systems. This 
research should be directed to low, as well as high, potential areas according to their specific 
research needs. Renewed efforts should be made to involve farmers, fishers, foresters and their 
organizations in setting research priorities and directions, and to make experimental findings 
accessible to them.  
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31. The economic and social development of the rural sector is a key requisite for the achievement 
of food security for all. Rural poverty is a complex phenomenon that varies considerably between 
and within countries. The rural areas in developing countries are generally poorly equipped in 
terms of technical and financial resources and educational infrastructure. In these areas, lack of 
income opportunities, failure to crop and to maintain production systems, inadequate commodity 
and input and consumer goods distribution networks, limited access to public services and the poor 
quality of these services are all fundamental aspects that need to be considered with regard to rural 
food security. The main consequences of this are reflected in high population growth and out-
migration, both internally and to other countries.  

 
 
 

Objectives and Actions 

 
32. Objective 3.1:  

To pursue, through participatory means, sustainable, intensified and diversified food production, 
increasing productivity, efficiency, safety gains, pest control and reduced wastes and losses, 
taking fully into account the need to sustain natural resources. 
 
 

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, and with the support of 
international institutions, will, as appropriate:  
 

(a) Establish policies and implement programmes to optimize, in an economically, socially and 
environmentally sound manner, sustainable agriculture, fisheries and forestry production, 
particularly of the main staple foods, aimed at achieving food security;  

 
(b) Promote policies and programmes which encourage appropriate input technologies, farming 
techniques, and other sustainable methods, such as organic farming, to assist farming operations to 
become profitable, with the goal of reducing environmental degradation, while creating financial 
resources within the farming operation; such programmes should, when relevant, build upon 
farmers' own experiences and indigenous knowledge;  
 

(c) Promote the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity and its components in 
terrestrial and marine ecosystems, with a view to enhancing food security, notably through 
supporting the UN Convention on Biological Diversity, 1992;  
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(d) Promote sustainable development in mixed-farming systems and the processing and marketing 
of diverse food products and by-products, in response to the needs of the consumers for properly 
balanced diets;  

(e) Promote crop and livestock productivity through widespread use of improved seeds and breeds 
and integrated plant nutrition system methods, where necessary and ecologically and economically 
feasible; in addition, seek to achieve lasting fertility improvements in tropical soils;  

(f) Promote more efficient and sustainable livestock production systems through the improvement 
of grazing lands, fodder crops and the use of multiple sources of animal feed;  

(g) Promote development of environmentally sound and sustainable aquaculture well integrated 
into rural, agricultural and coastal development;  

(h) Promote the sustainable production and use of food, fodder, fuel and other products derived 
from forests to enhance food security; such action will also result in increased rural income and 
employment, thus contributing to sustainable forest management by increasing the value of 
forests;  

(i) Seek to ensure effective prevention and progressive control of plant and animal pests and 
diseases, including especially those which are of transboundary nature, such as rinderpest, cattle 
tick, foot and mouth disease and desert locust, where outbreaks can cause major food shortages, 
destabilize markets and trigger trade measures; and promote concurrently, regional collaboration 
in plant pests and animal disease control and the widespread development and use of integrated 
pest management practices.  

 
 
33. Objective 3.2:  

To combat environmental threats to food security, in particular, drought and desertification, pests, 
erosion of biological diversity, and degradation of land and aquatic-based natural resources, 
restore and rehabilitate the natural resource base, including water and watersheds, in depleted and 
overexploited areas to achieve greater production. 

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, and with the support of 
international institutions, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Monitor and promote rehabilitation and conservation of natural resources in food producing 
areas as well as in adjacent forest lands, non-arable lands, and watersheds, and where necessary 
upgrade sustainably the productive capacity of these resources; and establish policies that create 
economic and social incentives to reduce degradation;  

(b) Identify the potential and improve the productive use of national land and water resources for 
sustainable increases in food production, taking into account the anticipated impacts of natural 
climate variability and climatic change on rainfall and temperature patterns;  
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(c) Develop appropriate national and regional policies and plans for water and watersheds, and 
water management techniques; promote economically, socially and environmentally sound 
irrigation improvement, in particular small-scale irrigation, and sustainable intensification of 
rainfed agriculture, with a view to increasing cropping intensities and reducing the impact of 
droughts and floods on food output and restoring natural resources, while at the same time 
preserving the quality and availability of water for other purposes, especially human consumption;  

(d) Promote early ratification and implementation of the Agreement for the Implementation of the 
Instruments of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982 
Relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory 
Fish Stocks (the UN Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks) and 
of the FAO Agreement to Promote Compliance with International Conservation and Management 
Measures by Fishing Vessels on the High Seas. Implement sustainable fisheries management and 
practices, in particular the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries, to address a responsible and 
sustainable utilization and conservation of fisheries resources in order to optimize the long-term 
sustainable contribution of fisheries resources to food security - and fully recognizing Agenda 
21, and the Kyoto Declaration and Plan of Action within the context of the relevant rules of 
International Law as reflected in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS)3 - by, inter alia, strengthening and establishing, as needed, appropriate regional and 
sub-regional fisheries management organizations or arrangements, minimizing wastes in fisheries, 
reducing excess fishing capacity and applying the precautionary approach in accordance with the 
UN Agreement4 on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks and the Code of 
Conduct for Responsible Fisheries; by establishing and strengthening integrated marine and 
coastal area management; by conserving and sustainably utilizing marine and freshwater 
biodiversity; and by studying the effectiveness of multi-species management in the context of 
relevant provisions of UNCLOS and Agenda 21. In working to achieve the above, full recognition 
should be given to the special circumstances and requirements of developing countries, 
particularly the least developed among them and the Small Island Developing States;  

(e) Promote an integrated approach to conservation and sustainable utilization of plant genetic 
resources for food and agriculture, through inter alia appropriate in situ and ex situ approaches, 
systematic surveying and inventorying, approaches to plant breeding which broaden the genetic 
base of crops, and fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from the use of such resources;  

(f) Promote the conservation and sustainable utilization of animal genetic resources;  

(g) Reduce the deforestation rate and increase forest coverage, maintain and develop the 
multiple contributions of forests, trees and forestry to food security for the conservation and 
sustainable use of land and water resources, including the protection of watersheds, and as 
reservoirs of biological diversity; to this end, implement the UNCED outcomes related to forests;  

(h) Seek to understand better the impacts of global environmental threats, in particular climate 
change and variability, the depletion of the ozone layer, loss of biodiversity and various forms of 
environmental pollution, on food security;  

(i) Implement the Leipzig Global Plan of Action;  
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(j) Promote early ratification and implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat 
Desertification in Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or Desertification, Particularly in 
Africa, 1994, and implement the Convention on Biological Diversity, 1992, the Montreal Protocol 
on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, 1987, and the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change, 1992;  

(k) Seek to prevent and control degradation and overexploitation of natural resources in poorly 
endowed, ecologically stressed areas. In those areas critical to the achievement of food security for 
developing countries, promote and provide location-specific institutional, infrastructural and 
technical support.  
 
 

 
34. Objective 3.3:  

To promote sound policies and programmes on transfer and use of technologies, skills 
development and training appropriate to the food security needs of developing countries and 
compatible with sustainable development, particularly in rural and disadvantaged areas. 

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, and with the support of 
international institutions, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Strengthen agricultural, fisheries and forestry education, training, skills development and 
extension systems, ensuring equal gender opportunities and close interaction with research 
systems and farmers, fishers and foresters, in particular small-scale farmers, fishers and foresters, 
and other food producers, and their representative organizations in food production technology and 
transfer, and initiate programmes to increase the proportion of women in these systems. National 
capacity-building efforts, principally in LIFDCs should be supported with North-South and South-
South cooperation among education and extension and research institutions;  

(b) Promote viable technology transfer and extension services that meet real local needs; stimulate 
programmes that will help identify possibilities of bilateral and regional cooperation so that 
experience and technology information can be exchanged on a South-South and North-South 
level;  

(c) Promote means to reduce women farmers' workload by supporting and facilitating access to 
appropriate productive and domestic labour- saving technologies;  

(d) Establish policies and programmes for the development and use of technologies that offer 
economic and ecological benefits and protect the consumer and the environment.  
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35. Objective 3.4:  

To take decisive action in cooperation between the public and the private sectors to strengthen and 
broaden research and scientific cooperation in agriculture, fisheries and forestry in supporting 
policy and international, regional, national and local action to increase productive potential and 
maintain the natural resource base in agriculture, fisheries and forestry and in support of efforts to 
eradicate poverty and promote food security. 

To this end, governments in collaboration with the international and scientific communities, in 
both the public and the private sectors, as appropriate, will:  

(a) Strengthen national research systems in order to develop coordinated programmes in support of 
research to promote food security. Such programmes should focus on interdisciplinary research to 
provide a scientific basis for policies and action to maintain the natural resource base while 
increasing the productivity potential of agriculture, fisheries, including aquaculture, and forestry. 
Appropriate attention will be given to areas that are less endowed with natural resources. Increased 
cooperation with the private sector will be promoted;  

(b) Strengthen international research systems, in particular the Consultative Group on International 
Agricultural Research (CGIAR), and promote coordination and collaboration among international, 
developed country, and developing country institutions;  

(c) Participate actively in and support international cooperation in research to promote food 
security, in particular in developing countries, with special emphasis on underutilized food crops 
in these countries;  

(d) Enhance the institutional framework allowing for the full participation of all interested parties, 
including indigenous people and their communities, local people, consumers, farmers, fishers and 
foresters and their organizations and the private sector in the identification of research needs;  

(e) Promote suitable systems, inter alia participatory systems, for the dissemination and 
extension of research results;  

(f) Ensure that gender perspectives are integrated in research planning and implementation;  

(g) Promote development of methods and criteria for the strengthening of integrated and 
policy relevant scientific knowledge;  

(h) Promote research and development leading to the use, at regional, national and local levels, of 
appropriate technologies, relevant post-harvest and transformation techniques, and adapted plant 
and animal breeding that meet local needs;  

(i) Promote the research needed to continue international efforts to develop, disseminate and apply 
climate forecast information that will increase sustainable agricultural, fisheries and forestry 
productivity and be of particular benefit to developing countries.  
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36. Objective 3.5:  

To formulate and implement integrated rural development strategies, in low and high potential 
areas, that promote rural employment, skill formation, infrastructure, institutions and services, in 
support of rural development and household food security and that reinforce the local productive 
capacity of farmers, fishers and foresters and others actively involved in the food sector, including 
members of vulnerable and disadvantaged groups, women and indigenous people, and their 
representative organizations, and that ensure their effective participation.  

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, and with the support of 
international institutions, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Include in their national social and economic development policies, plans and programmes, 
actions that will foster the social and economic revitalization of the rural sector, with particular 
regard to the promotion of investment and employment that will make good use of the rural 
workforce and to the promotion of political, economic and administrative decentralization;  

(b) Strengthen local government institutions in rural areas and provide them with adequate 
resources, decision-making authority and mechanisms for grassroots participation;  

(c) Encourage and enable farmers, fishers and foresters and other food producers and providers as 
well as their organizations, particularly small farmers and artisanal fisherfolk, by strengthening 
institutional structures to define their responsibilities and protect their rights and those of the 
consumer;  

(d) Promote the development and diversification of rural markets, reduce post-harvest losses and 
ensure safe storage, food processing and distribution facilities and transportation systems;  

(e) Reinforce the follow-up to the World Conference on Agrarian Reform and Rural Development 
(WCARRD), 1979;  

(f) Develop and encourage training programmes in sustainable natural resources management.  

Governments, in cooperation with the private sector and non-governmental organizations, will:  

(g) Develop the technical and educational infrastructure in rural areas;  

(h) Promote the development of rural banking, credit and savings schemes, where appropriate, 
including equal access to credit for men and women, micro-credit for the poor, as well as adequate 
insurance mechanisms;  

(i) Promote food production, processing and marketing systems which increase opportunities for 
stable, gainful and equal and equitable employment conditions in the food and rural sectors; where 
appropriate, promote off-farm activities in rural areas combining agriculture, fisheries and forestry 
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production with processing and marketing activities, cottage industries and tourism, particularly in 
marginal areas and peri-urban areas;  

(j) Foster the social and economic organization of the rural population with particular emphasis on 
the development of small-scale farmers', fishers', and foresters' cooperatives, community 
organizations and development associations, so that rural inhabitants may be actively involved in 
decision-making, monitoring and evaluation of rural development programmes;  

(k) Recognize farmers', fishers', foresters', rural workers' and consumers' organizations at local, 
national, regional and international levels and promote a regular dialogue and partnership with 
their respective governments and their linkage with all appropriate institutions and sectors on 
sustainable agriculture, fisheries and forestry and sustainable management of natural resources;  

(l) Promote the empowerment of small-scale family farmers, fishers and foresters, both women 
and men, to set up their own cooperatives and business undertakings, as well as farmers' and 
fishers' financial and mutual institutions;  

(m) Enhance cooperation and exchange among farmers, fishers, foresters and their representative 
organizations, both within and between developing countries, industrialized countries and 
economies in transition.  

Governments, in collaboration with the international community, will:  

(n) Develop international South-South technical cooperation programmes that will facilitate the 
implementation of nutritional programmes that have proved successful in other developing 
countries;  

(o) Implement the outcomes of UNCED, particularly as regards Chapter 14 of Agenda 21.  
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COMMITMENT FOUR  

We will strive to ensure that food, agricultural trade and overall trade policies are conducive 
to fostering food security for all through a fair and market-oriented world trade system.  

 
 

The Basis for Action  
 

37. Trade is a key element in achieving world food security. Trade generates effective utilization 
of resources and stimulates economic growth which is critical to improving food security. Trade 
allows food consumption to exceed food production, helps to reduce production and consumption 
fluctuations and relieves part of the burden of stock holding. It has a major bearing on access to 
food through its positive effect on economic growth, income and employment. Appropriate 
domestic economic and social policies will better ensure that all, including the poor, will benefit 
from economic growth. Appropriate trade policies promote the objectives of sustainable growth 
and food security. It is essential that all members of the World Trade Organization (WTO) respect 
and fulfil the totality of the undertakings of the Uruguay Round. For this purpose it will be 
necessary to refrain from unilateral measures not in accordance with WTO obligations.  

38. The Uruguay Round Agreement established a new international trade framework that offers 
opportunity to developed and developing countries to benefit from appropriate trade policies and 
self-reliance strategies. The progressive implementation of the Uruguay Round as a whole will 
generate increasing opportunities for trade expansion and economic growth to the benefits of all 
participants. Therefore, adaptation to the provisions of the various agreements during the 
implementation period must be ensured. Some least-developed and net food-importing developing 
countries may experience short term negative effects in terms of the availability of adequate 
supplies of basic foodstuffs from external sources on reasonable terms and conditions, including 
short term difficulties in financing normal levels of commercial imports of basic foodstuffs. The 
Decision on Measures Concerning the Possible Negative Effects of the Reform Programme on 
Least-Developed and Net Food-Importing Developing Countries, Marrakesh 1994, shall be fully 
implemented.  
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Objectives and Actions  

39. Objective 4.1:  

To meet the challenges of and utilize the opportunities arising from the international trade 
framework established in recent global and regional trade negotiations. 

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Endeavour to establish, especially in developing countries, well functioning internal marketing 
and transportation systems to facilitate better links within and between domestic, regional and 
world markets, and diversify trade;  

(b) Seek to ensure that national policies related to international and regional trade agreements do 
not have an adverse impact on women's new and traditional economic activities towards food 
security.  

Members of the WTO will:  

(c) Pursue the implementation of the Uruguay Round Agreement which will improve market 
opportunities for efficient food, agricultural, fisheries and forestry producers and processors, 
particularly those of developing countries.  

The international community, in cooperation with governments and civil society, will, as 
appropriate:  

(d) Continue to assist countries to adjust their institutions and standards both for internal and 
external trade to food safety and sanitary requirements;  

(e) Give full consideration to promote financial and technical assistance to improve the 
agricultural productivity and infrastructure of developing countries, especially the LIFDCs, in 
order to optimize the opportunities arising from the international trade framework;  

(f) Promote technical assistance and encourage technology transfer consistent with international 
trade rules, in particular to those developing countries needing it, to meet international standards, 
so that they are in a position to take advantage of the new market opportunities;  

(g) Endeavour to ensure mutual supportiveness of trade and environment policies in support of 
sustainable food security, looking to the WTO to address the relationship between WTO 
provisions and trade measures for environment purposes, in conformity with the provisions of the 
Ministerial Decision on Trade and Environment in the Uruguay Round Agreement, and make 
every effort to ensure that environmental measures do not unfairly affect market access for 
developing countries' food and agricultural exports;  
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(h) Conduct international trade in fish and fishery products in a sustainable manner in accordance, 
as appropriate, with the principles, rights and obligations established in the World Trade 
Organization (WTO) Agreement, the UN Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly 
Migratory Fish Stocks, the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries and other relevant 
international agreements.  

 
40. Objective 4.2:  

To meet essential food import needs in all countries, considering world price and supply 
fluctuations and taking especially into account food consumption levels of vulnerable groups in 
developing countries. 

To this end, governments and the international community will, as appropriate:  

(a) Recognizing the effects of world price fluctuations, examine WTO-compatible options and 
take any appropriate steps to safeguard the ability of importing developing countries, especially 
LIFDCs, to purchase adequate supplies of basic foodstuffs from external sources on reasonable 
terms and conditions.  

Food exporting countries should:  

(b) Act as reliable sources of supplies to their trading partners and give due consideration to the 
food security of importing countries, especially the LIFDCs;  

(c) Reduce subsidies on food exports in conformity with the Uruguay Round Agreement in the 
context of the ongoing process of reform in agriculture conducted in the WTO;  

(d) Administer all export-related trade policies and programmes responsibly, with a view to 
avoiding disruptions in world food and agriculture import and export markets, in order to improve 
the environment to enhance supplies, production and food security, especially in developing 
countries.  

Members of the WTO will:  

(e) Fully implement the Decision on Measures Concerning the Possible Negative Effects of the 
Reform Programme on Least-Developed and Net Food-Importing Developing Countries through 
the WTO Committee on Agriculture and encourage international financial institutions, where 
appropriate, to help least-developed and net food-importing developing countries to meet short-
term difficulties in financing essential food imports;  

(f) Refrain from using export restrictions in accordance with Article 12 of the WTO Agreement on 
Agriculture.  

International organizations, and particularly FAO, will:  
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(g) Continue to monitor closely and inform member nations of developments in world food prices 
and stocks.  
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41. Objective 4.3:  

To support the continuation of the reform process in conformity with the Uruguay Round 
Agreement, particularly Article 20 of the Agreement on Agriculture. 

To this end, governments will, as appropriate:  

(a) Promote the national and regional food security policies and programmes of developing 
countries particularly in regard to their staple food supplies;  

(b) Support the continuation of the reform process in conformity with the Uruguay Round 
Agreement and ensure that developing countries are well informed and equal partners in the 
process, working for effective solutions that improve their access to markets and are conducive to 
the achievement of sustainable food security.  

International organizations, including FAO, will, according to their respective mandates:  

(c) Continue to assist developing countries in preparing for multilateral trade negotiations 
including in agriculture, fisheries and forestry inter alia through studies, analysis and training.  
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COMMITMENT FIVE 

We will endeavour to prevent and be prepared for natural disasters and man-made 
emergencies and to meet transitory and emergency food requirements in ways that 

encourage recovery, rehabilitation, development and a capacity to satisfy future needs.  

The Basis for Action  
 
 

42. While the number of people affected by natural disasters fluctuates annually, there has been a 
dramatic increase in the number of victims of civil conflicts. These situations require emergency 
assistance and they point to the importance of early action to defuse tensions and of preparedness 
in minimizing the risk of future crises and in preventing food emergencies.  

43. National and international relief operations are often the only solution for hungry people facing 
immediate starvation, and should continue to be a priority and be provided in an impartial and 
apolitical manner, with due respect to national sovereignty and in accordance with the Charter of 
the United Nations and the guiding principles of the UN General Assembly (UNGA) Resolution 
46/182. However, emergency food assistance cannot be a basis for sustainable food security. 
Conflict prevention and resolution, and stepped up rehabilitation and development promotion 
activities, which prevent recurrence of and reduce vulnerability to food emergencies, are essential 
elements of food security. Emergency preparedness is a central element for minimizing the 
negative effects of food emergencies and famines.  

 

 

 

Objectives and Actions  

 
44. Objective 5.1:  

To reduce demands for emergency food assistance through enhancing efforts to prevent and 
resolve man-made emergencies, particularly international, national and local conflicts. 

To this end, governments, individually and collectively, and in partnership with all actors of civil 
society, will:  
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(a) Use appropriate international, regional and national mechanisms to prevent or reduce those 
situations, in particular war and civil conflict, which give rise to man-made emergencies and 
increase demands for emergency assistance, including food aid;  

(b) Coordinate policies, actions and legal instruments and/or measures to combat terrorism and 
other activities contrary to human rights and human dignity;  

(c) Promote the continuation of international discussions and cooperation on all aspects of anti-
personnel land mines.  

 
 
45. Objective 5.2:  

To establish as quickly as possible prevention and preparedness strategies for LIFDCs and other 
countries and regions vulnerable to emergencies.  

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society and with international 
organizations where necessary, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Prepare and/or maintain for each LIFDC, and other countries and regions vulnerable to 
emergencies, vulnerability information and mapping, drawing on, amongst others, a food 
insecurity and vulnerability information and mapping system, once established, with an analysis of 
the major causes of vulnerability and their consequences, making maximum use of existing data 
and information systems to avoid duplication of effort;  

(b) Maintain, promote and establish, as quickly as possible, in collaboration with non-
governmental organizations and other organizations, as appropriate, the preparedness strategies 
and mechanisms agreed upon at the ICN, including development and application of climate 
forecast information for surveillance and early-warning, drought, flood, other natural disasters, 
pest and disease alertness;  

(c) Support international efforts to develop and apply climate forecast information to improve the 
effectiveness and efficiency of emergency preparedness and response activities, with special 
efforts to create synergy and avoid duplication;  

(d) Promote the development of appropriate community-based and regional surveillance systems 
to gather and assess information and to implement prevention and preparedness programmes.  

 
 
46. Objective 5.3:  

To improve and, if necessary, develop efficient and effective emergency response mechanisms at 
international, regional, national and local levels. 
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To this end, international organizations, in close cooperation with governments and civil society, 
as appropriate, will:  

(a) Strengthen the coordination and efficiency of international emergency assistance to ensure 
rapid, coordinated and appropriate response, particularly by improving communications amongst 
the international community.  

Governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will, as appropriate:  

(b) Seek to ensure adequate supervision of emergency operations and involve communities, local 
authorities and institutions and grass-roots relief initiatives and structures in implementing 
emergency operations to better identify and reach populations and areas at greatest risk. Women 
should be fully involved in the assessment of needs and in the management and evaluation of 
relief operations;  

(c) Pursue at local and national levels, as appropriate, adequate and cost-effective strategic 
emergency food security reserve policies and programmes;  

(d) Promote triangular food aid operations;  

(e) Protect the lives of civil populations, including humanitarian aid workers, in times of conflict;  

(f) Seek to ensure that access to food, with particular attention to women-headed households, is 
protected during emergency situations;  

(g) Consider the creation of national volunteers corps, building upon "White Helmets", as defined 
by UNGA Resolutions 49/139B and 50/19, and already launched by the United Nations 
Volunteers (UNV), in order to support emergency relief and rehabilitation operations, when 
deemed pertinent and in accordance with the guiding principles on humanitarian assistance 
embodied in UNGA Resolution 46/182.  

47. Objective 5.4:  

To strengthen linkages between relief operations and development programmes, along with 
demining activities where necessary, so that they are mutually supportive and facilitate the 
transition from relief to development. 

To this end, international organizations, governments and civil society will, as appropriate:  

(a) Keep under review the standards for the nutritional adequacy of food assistance to disaster-
affected populations;  

(b) Ensure that emergency operations will foster the transition from relief, through recovery, to 
development;  

(c) Prepare and pursue well-planned post-emergency rehabilitation and development programmes 
to re-establish the capacity of households, including those headed by women, to meet their basic 
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needs in the long term as well as to rebuild national production capacity and return to sustainable 
economic development and social progress as soon as possible. Where necessary, these should 
include operations to remove land mines.  

  



492 
 

 

 

 

COMMITMENT SIX  

We will promote optimal allocation and use of public and private investments to foster 
human resources, sustainable food, agriculture, fisheries and forestry systems, and rural 

development, in high and low potential areas.  

 
 

The Basis for Action  

48. Many developing countries need to reverse the recent neglect of investment in agriculture and 
rural development and mobilize sufficient investment resources to support sustainable food 
security and diversified rural development. A sound policy environment, in which such food-
related investment can fulfil its potential, is essential. Most of the resources required for 
investment will be generated from domestic private and public sources. Governments should 
provide an economic and legal framework which promotes efficient markets that encourage 
private sector mobilization of savings, investment and capital formation. They should also devote 
an appropriate proportion of their expenditure to investments which enhance sustainable food 
security.  

49. The international community has a key role to play in supporting the adoption of appropriate 
national policies and, where necessary and appropriate, in providing technical and financial 
assistance to assist developing countries and countries with economies in transition in fostering 
food security. Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) and other private financial flows have increased 
considerably recently and provide an important source of external resources. Official Development 
Assistance (ODA) has exhibited a decline in recent years. In the context of food security, ODA is 
of critical importance, particularly for countries and sectors left aside by other external sources of 
finance.  

50. All partners in development, including investors and donors, should place priority on sectors of 
developing countries' economies relating to food security. To this end, governments should adopt 
policies that promote foreign and domestic direct investment and effective use of development 
assistance.  

51. In view of their special situation, Small Island Developing States have identified key sectors of 
priority which require investment so as to achieve their sustainable development.  
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Objectives and Actions 

52. Objective 6.1:  

To create the policy framework and conditions so that optimal public and private investments are 
encouraged in equitable and sustainable development of the food systems, rural development and 
human resources on the scale needed to contribute to food security. 

To this end, governments, in cooperation with all actors of civil society, international and private 
financing institutions, and technical assistance agencies will, as appropriate:  

(a) Promote policies and measures to enhance the flow and effectiveness of investments for food 
security;  

(b) Give priority to human resource development and strengthen public institutions, especially in 
LIFDCs, including through equipping and staff training, to enhance their supportive and 
facilitating role in promoting increased investment in food security;  

(c) Encourage the development of public-private partnerships and other institutions in promoting 
socially and environmentally responsible investment and re-investment from domestic and foreign 
resources, and increase the participation of local communities in investment;  

(d) Strengthen cooperation, at the regional and international level, to share the costs of investments 
in areas of common interest, such as appropriate technology generation through collaborative 
research and transfer, as well as to share investment experience and best practices.  

 
 
53. Objective 6.2:  

To endeavour to mobilize, and optimize the use of, technical and financial resources from all 
sources, including debt relief, in order to raise investment in activities related to sustainable 
agriculture, fisheries, forestry and food production in developing countries to the levels needed to 
contribute to food security.  

To this end, governments, in cooperation with the international community and all actors of civil 
society, as well as international and private financing institutions will, as appropriate:  

(a) Undertake to raise sufficient and stable funding from private and public, domestic and foreign 
sources to achieve and sustain food security;  

(b) Encourage investment to create infrastructures and management systems that facilitate 
sustainable utilization and management of water resources;  
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(c) Support investments that contribute to sustainable food security and further conservation and 
sustainable utilization and management of natural resources, including land, water, watersheds, 
fisheries and forests;  

(d) Strive to secure appropriate international financial assistance for sectors related to food 
security, where it is needed;  

(e) Strengthen efforts towards the fulfilment of the agreed ODA target of 0.7% of GNP. In striving 
to promote sustainable food security, development partners should endeavour to mobilize, and 
optimize the use of technical and financial resources at the levels needed to contribute to this goal 
and should ensure that this flow of concessional funding is directed to economically and 
environmentally sustainable activities;  

(f) Focus ODA towards countries that have a real need for it, especially low-income countries, and 
enhance their capacity to utilize it effectively;  

(g) Explore new ways of mobilizing public and private financial resources for food security, inter 
alia, through the appropriate reduction of excessive military expenditures, including global 
military expenditures and the arms trade, and investment for arms production and acquisition, 
taking into consideration national security requirements;  

(h) Promote mechanisms to mobilize domestic savings, including rural savings;  

(i) Promote mechanisms to provide access to adequate credit, including micro-credit, for men and 
women equally, for activities in the food sector;  

(j) Promote investment to benefit small-scale food producers, especially women, and their 
organizations, in food security programmes; strengthen their capacity to design and implement 
these programmes;  

(k) Give priority to people-centred investments in education, health and nutrition in order to 
promote broad-based economic growth and sustainable food security;  

(l) Identify financial, physical and technical resources available internationally and encourage the 
enhancement of their transfer, where appropriate, into developing countries and countries with 
economies in transition while also developing an enabling environment, notably through 
strengthening national capacities, including human resources;  

(m) Intensify the search for practical and effective solutions to debt problems of developing 
countries and support the recent initiatives of international financial institutions (International 
Monetary Fund and World Bank), to reduce the total external debt burden of Heavily Indebted 
Poor Countries;  

(n) Explore the possibilities for countries to direct the funds released by debt swaps towards the 
achievement of food security.  
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COMMITMENT SEVEN  

We will implement, monitor, and follow-up this Plan of Action at all levels in cooperation 
with the international community.  

 
The Basis for Action  

 
 
54. World food security is of concern to all members of the international community because of its 
increasing interdependence with respect to issues such as political stability and peace, poverty 
eradication, prevention of and reaction to crises and disasters, environmental degradation, trade, 
global threats to the sustainability of food security, growing world population, trans-border 
population movements, and technology, research, investment, and financial cooperation.  

55. National, regional and international mechanisms for political, financial and technical 
cooperation should be focused on the earliest possible achievement of sustainable world food 
security.  

56. Governments have the primary responsibility for creating an economic and political 
environment that assures the food security of their citizens, involving for this purpose all elements 
of civil society. The international community, and the UN system, including FAO, as well as other 
agencies and bodies according to their mandates, have important contributions to offer to the goal 
of food security for all.  

57. The multi-dimensional nature of the follow-up to the World Food Summit includes actions at 
the national, intergovernmental and inter-agency levels.  
 
In addition to the indispensable mobilization of national efforts, the effective implementation of 
the World Food Summit Plan of Action requires strong international cooperation and a monitoring 
process at the national, regional and global levels, using existing mechanisms and fora for its 
operation.  
 
To allow for better cooperation, the information regarding the different actors in the field of food 
security and agriculture, fisheries, forestry and rural development and their activities and resources 
needs to be improved, where appropriate.  
 
Setting realistic targets and monitoring progress towards them call for reliable and relevant 
information and analysis which are still often unavailable at the national and international 
levels.  
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For the follow-up to the World Food Summit, coordination and cooperation within the UN system, 
including the Bretton Woods institutions, is vital and should take into account the mandate of FAO 
and other relevant organizations.  
 
Bearing in mind UNGA Resolution 50/109, the outcome of the World Food Summit should be 
included in the follow-up to major international UN conferences and summits, including the 
implementation of their respective programmes of action in conformity with UNGA Resolution 
50/227 and ECOSOC Resolution 1996/36, in order to promote sustainable food security for all as 
a fundamental element of the UN system's effort to eradicate poverty.  
 
In this context, the implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action requires actions at 
the intergovernmental level, in particular through the CFS and at the inter-agency level through the 
Administrative Committee on Coordination (ACC).  
 
In the field, the representatives of all UN agencies should work within the UN resident 
coordinators' system to support country-level implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of 
Action.  
 
 
 
 
 

Objectives and Actions  

58. Objective 7.1:  

To adopt actions within each country's national framework to enhance food security and enable the 
implementation of the commitments of the World Food Summit Plan of Action. 

To this end, governments will, where appropriate:  

(a) Review and revise, as appropriate, their national plans, programmes and strategies with a 
view to achieving food security consistent with the World Food Summit commitments;  

(b) Establish or improve national mechanisms to set priorities, develop, implement and monitor 
the components of action for food security within designated time frames, based both on national 
and local needs, and provide the necessary resources for their functioning;  

(c) In collaboration with civil society, formulate and launch national Food for All Campaigns to 
mobilize all stakeholders at all levels of society and their resources in each country, in support of 
the implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action;  

(d) Actively encourage a greater role for, and alliances with, civil society organizations in 
addressing food security;  

(e) Strive to mobilize public and private resources to support community food security initiatives;  
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(f) Establish mechanisms to collect information on the nutritional status of all members of 
communities, especially the poor, women, children and members of vulnerable and 
disadvantaged groups, to monitor and improve their household food security;  

(g) Complement existing national plans of action on nutrition, developed as a follow-up to the 
ICN, with action on relevant aspects of food security or, where necessary, develop such plans in 
accordance with the recommendations of this Summit and the ICN, in partnership with all actors 
of civil society;  

(h) Plan and monitor in a coordinated manner the implementation of relevant recommendations of 
all UN conferences aimed at eradicating poverty and improving food security and nutrition.  

 

 

59. Objective 7.2:  

To improve sub-regional, regional, and international cooperation and to mobilize, and optimize the 
use of, available resources to support national efforts for the earliest possible achievement of 
sustainable world food security. 

To this end, governments, in cooperation among themselves and with international institutions, 
using information on food insecurity and vulnerability, including mapping, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Reinforce poverty eradication strategies and orient the development assistance policies of the 
international agencies of the UN system, with broad participation of the developing countries, so 
that resources are directed towards sustainable development, including agriculture for food 
security, and effectively contribute to the improved situation of food insecure households;  

(b) Encourage relevant agencies within the UN system to initiate, inter alia within the framework 
of the ACC, consultations on the further elaboration and definition of a food insecurity and 
vulnerability information and mapping system to be developed in a coordinated manner; member 
countries and their institutions and other organizations, as appropriate, should be included in the 
development, operation and use of the system; FAO should play a catalytic role in this effort, 
within the framework of the ad hoc inter-agency task forces on the follow-up of the UN 
conferences. The results of that work should be reported to the UN Economic and Social Council 
(ECOSOC) through the ACC;  

(c) Improve the collection, through definition of common standards, and the analysis, 
dissemination and utilization of information and data, disaggregated inter alia by gender, needed 
to guide and monitor progress towards the achievement of food security; in this context, the 
contribution of NGOs is recognized;  

(d) Continue, within the framework of UNGA resolutions 50/120, 50/227 and the coordinated 
follow-up by the UN system to the major UN conferences and summits since 1990, the review of 
functions and capacities of the UN system, including the specialized agencies, programmes and 
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funds, in their relation to food security; this review should aim at reducing duplications and filling 
gaps in coverage, defining the tasks of each organization within its mandate, making concrete 
proposals for their strengthening and for improving coordination with governments, and for 
avoiding duplication of work between relevant organizations, and implement these proposals as a 
matter of urgency;  

(e) Starting in 1997, review the adequacy and effectiveness of the allocation and use of financial 
and human resources for action required to ensure food for all as a follow-up to the World Food 
Summit, and reallocate available resources accordingly, with special reference to the needs of 
countries facing deteriorating food security, nutrition, health and resource degradation;  

(f) Review and streamline existing mechanisms, increase cooperation and the sharing of 
knowledge and experience among developing countries and with developed countries, and 
improve coordination amongst and between all partners involved in order to maximize synergy for 
the attainment of food security;  

(g) Focus technical assistance more effectively on building-up and mobilizing national capacity, 
expertise and local institutions;  

(h) Invite the ACC through its Chairman, the Secretary General of the UN, to ensure appropriate 
inter-agency coordination in accordance with UNGA Resolution 50/227 and, when considering the 
Chair of any ACC mechanisms for inter-agency follow-up to the World Food Summit, to 
recognize, in the spirit of ECOSOC Resolution 1996/36, the major role of FAO in the field of food 
security, within its mandate.  

With clear tasks given to each within its mandate and under system-wide coordination within the 
framework of the coordinated follow-up to UN conferences, in accordance with UNGA Resolution 
50/120, FAO and the other relevant organizations of the UN system, as well as the international 
finance and trade institutions and other international and regional technical assistance 
organizations, are invited to:  

(i) On request, assist countries in reviewing and formulating national plans of action including 
targets, goals and timetables for achieving food security;  

(j) Facilitate a coherent and coordinated UN system follow-up to the World Food Summit at the 
field level, through the resident coordinators, in full consultation with governments, and in 
coordination with international financial institutions;  

(k) Provide technical assistance to member countries to facilitate implementation of food security 
programmes in order to meet targets established by governments;  

(l) Assist in arranging partnerships for economic and technical cooperation among countries on 
food security;  

(m) Raise the global profile of food security issues through UN system-wide advocacy and sustain 
the World Food Summit commitments to world food security.  
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In cooperation among themselves, governments and international financial institutions will:  

(n) Make every effort to ensure that goals and programmes aimed at food security and poverty 
eradication are safeguarded in difficult times of economic transition, budget austerity and 
structural adjustment;  

(o) Encourage the multilateral development banks to enhance their support of developing country 
efforts to increase food security, especially in Africa.  

 

 

60. Objective 7.3:  

To monitor actively the implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action.  

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, in coordination with 
relevant international institutions and, in conformity with ECOSOC Resolution 1996/36 on the 
follow-up to the major international UN conferences and summits, as appropriate, will:  

(a) Establish, through the CFS, a timetable, procedures and standardized reporting formats, which 
do not duplicate similar reports to the UN, FAO and other agencies, on the national, sub-regional 
and regional implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action;  

(b) Set out in the CFS a process for developing targets and verifiable indicators of national and 
global food security where they do not exist;  

(c) Report to the CFS on national, sub-regional and regional implementation of the World Food 
Summit Plan of Action, drawing on a food insecurity and vulnerability information and mapping 
system, once established, as an analytical aid;  

(d) Invite the Secretary-General of the UN to request the ACC to report to ECOSOC in accordance 
with established procedures progress on the follow-up by UN agencies to the World Food Summit;  

(e) Monitor through the CFS the national, sub-regional, regional and international implementation 
of the World Food Summit Plan of Action, using reports from national governments, reports on 
UN agency follow-up and inter-agency coordination, and information from other relevant 
international institutions;  

(f) Provide regular reports on implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action through 
the CFS via the FAO Council to ECOSOC;  

(g) Encourage the effective participation of relevant actors of civil society in the CFS monitoring 
process, recognizing their critical role in enhancing food security;  
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(h) By 2006, undertake, in the CFS and within available resources, a major broad-based progress 
assessment of the implementation of the World Food Summit Plan of Action and a mid-term 
review of achieving the target of reducing the number of undernourished people to half their 
present level no later than 2015.  
 
This progress assessment and review should be in the context of a special forum of a regular 
session of the CFS and involve active participation from governments, relevant international 
organizations and actors of civil society.  

 

 

61. Objective 7.4:  

To clarify the content of the right to adequate food and the fundamental right of everyone to be 
free from hunger, as stated in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights and other relevant international and regional instruments,  
 
and to give particular attention to implementation and full and progressive realization of this right 
as a means of achieving food security for all.  

To this end, governments, in partnership with all actors of civil society, will, as appropriate:  

(a) Make every effort to implement the provisions of Article 11 of the International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (the Covenant) and relevant provisions of other international 
and regional instruments;  

(b) Urge States that are not yet Parties to the Covenant to adhere to the Covenant at the earliest 
possible time;  

(c) Invite the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights to give particular attention to 
this Plan of Action in the framework of its activities and to continue to monitor the 
implementation of the specific measures provided for in Article 11 of the Covenant;  

(d) Invite relevant treaty bodies and appropriate specialized agencies of the UN to consider how 
they might contribute, within the framework of the coordinated follow-up by the UN system to the 
major international UN conferences and summits, including the World Conference on Human 
Rights, Vienna 1993, within the scope of their mandates, to the further implementation of this 
right;  

(e) Invite the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, in consultation with relevant treaty 
bodies, and in collaboration with relevant specialized agencies and programmes of the UN system 
and appropriate intergovernmental mechanisms, to better define the rights related to food in 
Article 11 of the Covenant and to propose ways to implement and realize these rights as a means 
of achieving the commitments and objectives of the World Food Summit, taking into account the 
possibility of formulating voluntary guidelines for food security for all.  
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62. Objective 7.5:  

To share responsibilities in achieving food security for all so that implementation of the World 
Food Summit Plan of Action takes place at the lowest possible level at which its purpose could be 
best achieved. 

In implementing this Plan of Action, it is recognized that:  

 
(a) Individuals and households have a key role in decisions and actions affecting their food 
security. They must be enabled and encouraged to participate actively, both individually and 
also collectively, through producers, consumers and other organizations of civil society;  

 
(b) Governments have the responsibility to ensure an enabling environment conducive to the 
achievement of food security;  

 
(c) Regional cooperation takes advantage of geographic complementarities within regions and of 
economies of scale;  

 
(d) In view of growing interdependence between nations and regions, international cooperation 
and solidarity between areas experiencing different levels of development are indispensable to 
achieving food security for all.  
 
 

 
 
 

 

Notes  

2 In this document, "agriculture" and "agricultural" include livestock.  

3 References in this Plan of Action to UNCLOS, UN Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and 
Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and other International Agreements, do not prejudice the position 
of any State with respect to signature, ratification or accession to that Convention or to such other 
agreements.  

4 Ibid.  
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FAO began wrongly claiming, around the year 2000, that world leaders' 1996 hunger 

promise had an easier baseline. 

  

Earlier FAO documents contradict FAO's later position, and so the basis of awards given by 

FAO in 2015 to some countries. 
 
 
 
The FAO now claim that the baseline for the World Food Summit pledge of 1996, "present level", 
was "1990-2".    
 
That is a very odd interpretation, and is flatly contradicted by the evidence.   
 

 

Early example of FAO misinformation: 

"1990-92 (the benchmark period used at the World Food Summit)"   
 
FAO hunger report 2001 
www.fao.org/docrep/003/y1500e/y1500e03.htm#P2_33  

 
 
 
 
 

"In November 1996, world leaders assembled in Rome for the World Food Summit...  
Participants at the summit pledged by 2015 to reduce the current number of hungry people by 
half." 
 
United States Department of Agriculture 
2012 
https://web.archive.org/web/20160330235235/http://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/international-
markets-trade/global-food-security/questions-answers.aspx  
 
 

 

 

"At the World Food Summit in Rome in November 1996, the United States and 185 other countries 
made a promise...The international community set the goal of reducing the number of 
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undernourished people to half the 1996 level by 2015." 
 
"This Action Plan is a joint effort of the sub-Cabinet level Interagency Working Group on Food 
Security (IWG) and the non-governmental Food Security Advisory Committee (FSAC), a 
subcommittee of the Board for International Food and Agricultural Development." 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 
U.S. Action Plan on Food Security 
March 1999 
https://web.archive.org/web/20000818013957/http://www.fas.usda.gov/icd/summit/usactplan.pdf  

  
 
 

"Civil society contributed extensively to preparation for the World Food Summit and to 
development of the Summit declaration and plan of action." 

"a national objective was set to reduce food insecurity by half by 2010, 5 years earlier than the 
World Food Summit target. Specifically, the target is to increase the prevalence of food security to 
at least 94 percent of all U.S. households, compared to the baseline in 1995" 

U.S. National Progress Report on Implementation of the U.S. Action Plan on Food Security and 
World Food Summit Commitments 
United States Department of Agriculture 
Foreign Agricultural Service 
November 2000 
http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/pdabw390.pdf  
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"the process adopted by the World Food Summit foresees frequent reviews by the Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) Committee on World Food Security, which 
is an intergovernmental body. .... 
 
FAO Committee on World Food Security will undertake, in 2006, a mid-term review of progress 
in reducing the number of undernourished to half their 1996 level no later than 2015." 
 
United Nations Economic and Social Council 
Coordination of the policies and activities of the specialized agencies [...]  
follow-up to major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related 
fields 
Report of the Secretary-General 
23 May 2000 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N00/445/63/PDF/N0044563.pdf  
 

 

 

"Progress in reducing hunger after the World Food Summit 

 Arne Oshaug  

(February 8, 2009) The World Food Summit (WFS) was held in November 1996. The WFS, as 
spelled out in its final document, clearly indicated what was needed and expected to be done. 
...."...reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present [1996] level no later 
than 2015".  
 
This represented a target goal of 412 million people undernourished, down from 824 million 
(estimated) in 1996.  

...WFS 10 years later: The State of World Food Security (SOFI) on the situation 

The SOFI was supposed to report on the achievement towards the WFS objective which the world 
leaders committed themselves to, and which was considered an attainable intermediate goal, 
namely to halve by 2015 the number of undernourished people in the world from the 1990 level.  
 
 
[MB note: Professor Oshaug's mention of "1990 level" appears to contradict his reference to 
"1996" in the first paragraph above] 

...Oshaug is Professor of Public Nutrition at the Akershus University College, Kjeller, Norway.  
He was a member of the official Norwegian delegation to the World Food Summit in 1996 and 
2002..." 
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http://www.worldhunger.org/oshaug/  
 
 

 

 
"The Summit entrusted FAO's Committee on World Food Security (CFS) with the task of 
monitoring the implementation of the Plan of Action and progress in reaching the minimum target 
of reducing the number of undernourished people to half the 1996 level no later than 2015." 

Produced by: Technical Cooperation Department 
The Committee on World Food Security: NGOs and the reporting process 
Development Education Exchange Papers  
New mountains to climb 
The World Food Summit and its follow-up 
Edited by Clive Robinson (Christian Aid, UK/Ireland), former convener of the Food Security 
Group of the Liaison Committee of Development NGOs to the European Union.  
ISSN 1020-0339  
December 1997  
www.fao.org/docrep/w7515e/W7515e01.htm  

 

 
 

"In November 1996 the world's leaders...pledged their political will and their commitment... with 
an immediate view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half its 1996 level no later 
than 2015." 

Jacques Diouf 
Director-General, 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
The right to food in theory and practice 
FAO 
1998 
www.fao.org/docrep/w9990e/w9990e01.htm 
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"Countries are expected to report on actions…to tackle poverty and food insecurity and to reduce 
the number of the undernourished within the framework of the WFS Plan of Action. On page 1 of 
the format governments are expected, where possible, to provide an estimate of the number of the 
undernourished and food insecure people in their respective country in 1996 and in 1999. ... 

In column 4 of this form reference should be made to the baseline data or status of the situation in 
1996 or any latest year prior to the Summit, in showing the achievement of the objective as a 
result of the implementation of the Plan of Action."  

 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD FOOD SECURITY 
Twenty-fifth Session 
Rome, 31 May – 3 June 1999 
REPORTING FORMAT FOR MONITORING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF  
THE WORLD FOOD SUMMIT PLAN OF ACTION 
March 1999 

ftp://ftp.fao.org/unfao/bodies/cfs/cfs25/X1715e.doc 

 
 
 
 
 
"The open-ended working group, with regional representatives, developed a revised format, shown 
in Appendix H, which the Committee endorsed." 

APPENDIX H 

FORMAT FOR REPORTING PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTING THE WORLD FOOD 

SUMMIT PLAN OF ACTION... 

1. Name of the country: ... 

6. Estimated number of the undernourished or food insecure in the country: 

    Number in 1996 (or latest available information prior to 1996) .... 

    Number in 1999 (or latest available information since 1996) .... 

...Note: In reporting on Progress in Achieving the Objective information should include baseline 
data or status of the situation in 1996 or any latest year prior to the Summit..." 

Council 
Hundred and Sixteenth Session 
Rome, 14-19 June 1999 
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REPORT OF THE 25th SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON WORLD FOOD SECURITY 
(Rome, 31 May - 3 June 1999) 
www.fao.org/docrep/meeting/X2194e.htm#P170_16888  

 

 
  

Some countries at least completed these forms:  

 

"6. Estimated number of the undernourished or food insecure in the country : 

Number in 1996 (or latest available information prior to 1996) : 47.0% 

Number in 2000 (or latest available information since 1996) : 44.7% 
 
 
7. The estimate is based on :  
 
Type of information                 Date collected 
 

* BBS, Population Census     1995-96 

* Bangladesh National Food and Nutrition Policy  1997 

* Bangladesh Country Paper on Nutrition   1995 ..." 

 
 
"Per capita availability of food has risen from 440 gm./day in 1996 to 532 gm./day/person during 
1999-2000, because of thrust on research and extension, favourable environment, government 
congenial policy and above all efforts of the farmers."  

"Over 35 different crop varieties developed by the National Agricultural Research System (NARS) 
since 1996." 

ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/Banglade.pdf 
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"PROGRESS REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE WORLD FOOD SUMMIT PLAN 
OF ACTION... 

1. Name of the Country: - Nigeria 
 
6. Estimated number of the undernourished or food insecure in the country:  

Number in 1996 (or latest available information prior to 1996): 67.1 million or 65.5%.  

Number in 2000 (or latest available information since 1996): Information not available.  

7. The estimate is based on:  

Type of Information     Data Collected  

Household income from national consumer survey,  1996 – 97" 
 
ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/ESA/cfs/Nigeria.pdf 
 
 
 
 
According to the Government of the Republic of the Congo, the FAO itself made estimates of 
hunger in 1996-7: 
 

 

 

"6. ESTIMATION DU NOMBRE DE PERSONNES SOUS-ALIMENTEES 

En 1996 : 900.000 personnes 

En 1998 : 1.400.000 personnes 

En 2000: 800.000 personnes 

De 1996 à 1997, la FAO a estimé la prévalence des personnes sous-alimentées au Congo au taux 
de 20 à 34 % de la population totale, soit environ 900.000 personnes." 

SOMMET MONDIAL DE L’ALIMENTATION  
CINQ ANS APRES 
RAPPORT NATIONAL 
March 2002 
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ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/CongoRep.pdf  
 
 
 

 

"Name of Country: Sri Lanka ... 
 
 
5. Total Population: 1996 18.3 Mn. 

2001 18.7 Mn 

 
6. Estimated Number of the undernourished/food insecure in the Country : 

1993 32.6% of the children are malnourished 
1998 24.8% of the children are malnourished  
 
Data pertaining to adults are unavailable 

 
7. Sources of Estimates : 

The 1993 estimate is based on the Demographic & Health Survey (DHS) carried out by the 
Department of Census & Statistics. The 1998 estimate is based on the Health Survey carried out 
by the Ministry of Health." 

6 February 2002 
ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/SriLanka.pdf  

 

 
 
"BRAZIL COUNTRY REPORT 
World Food Summit: Five Years Later 
2002 ... 
 
"The World Food Summit, sponsored by the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization-
FAQ and the World Health Organization-WHO, held in Rome, ltaly in 1996, approved a 
Declaration and a Plan of Action... 
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Participating countries recognized everyone’s right to have access to safe and nutritious food, and 
pledged...to pursue the major objective of reducing the number of undernourished people in the 
world to half the present level by 2015.  

Five years ago, it was estimated that 800 million people in the world suffered from malnutrition. 
The figures included in the FAO report titled The state of food insecurity in the world-SOFI 2000 
show that little has been done to achieve that objective. The 1996-98 estimate of 826 million 
undernourished people in the world was no different from the estimate for the 1995-97 period. ... 
 
To achieve the target set by the World Food Summit, there must be a reduction in the number of 
undernourished people in the world by an average of 20 million a year in 1997-2015 (FAO 
2000)" 

Ministry of Foreign Relations 
Division of Social Affairs 
Brazil 
2002 
ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/Brazil.pdf  

 

 
The China report:  

ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/China.pdf 

 
 
 

 
"The world’s Food insecure and undernourished people were estimated at about 800 million in 
1996 and the world community assembled in Rome decided to reduce this number by at least 20 
million each year so as to reduce by half the number of hungry people in the World by the year 
2015. 
 
In 1996, Nigeria’s poverty and food insecurity profile indicated that about 50% of the population 
lived below the poverty line."  

 

"The World Food Summit Commitments 

1.1 Nigeria participated in the World Food Summit (WFS) held in November, 1996 at the FAO 
Headquarters in Rome where Heads of State and Government of 186 countries, pledged their 
political will, common and national commitment to achieving food security and reducing poverty 
level. The world food insecure and undernourished people were estimated at about 800 million in 
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1996 and the world community assembled in Rome decided to reduce this number by at least 20 
million each year so as to reduce by half the number of hungry people in the World by the year 
2015. In 1996, Nigeria’s poverty and food insecurity profile indicated that about 50% of the 
population lived below the poverty line, implying that Nigeria would need to reduce her army of 
poor people by about 2 million a year." 
 
"III STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COMMITMENTS 

3.1 The 1996 situation as presented in section II constituted the initial conditions and the 
benchmark against which the results of subsequent public-sector interventions could be assessed."  

FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA 
ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/nigeria_position_paper.pdf  

 

 

 

"the World Food Summit approved a Plan...reducing - no later than 2015 - the number of 
undernourished people to half the 1996 level." 

Flávio Miragaia Perri 
Ambassador 
Permanent Representative of Brazil to FAO 
Rome, July 17, 2004 
Note addressed to the FAO Director-General  
ftp://ftp.fao.org/unfao/bodies/cfs/cfs30/j2853e.doc 

 
 

Among the damaging rubbish below, the author does correctly state the World Food Summit 
pledge (though appearing not to realise that there were no reliable baseline figures to begin with).   
The rubbish is perhaps particularly strange since the 2002 summit connected to the report 
reaffirmed the 1996 pledge, rather than just the easier Millennium Declaration pledge or the still 
easier "MDG" target.   But in any case the wrong statement of what is in the MDG list may 
astonish. 
 

"The international development summits and conferences held since the World Food Summit have 
reaffirmed [!] the international community's commitments to achieve global rights and goals."  
 
[In fact, in some cases substantially weakened them – including the World Food Summit pledge 
itself.] 
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"These commitments were reaffirmed [! – see above] at the Millennium Summit and encapsulated 
in the eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) [! - even more misleading] which represent a 
new global agenda for development." [!  How were the "MDGs" a "new" global agenda?   Did 
they add much to the Millennium Summit?] 
 
"The first goal reaffirms [! false – in fact attempts to weaken] the international community's 
commitment to reduce the number of people suffering from hunger to half its 1996 level by 2015 at 
the latest." 
 
 
"34. As a follow-up to the Millennium Summit, the Secretary-General has issued a “roadmap” 
containing an integrated and comprehensive overview of the issues outlined in the Declaration 
and identifying potential strategies for action. The roadmap specifically calls for a human rights 
approach to the MDGs."   

World Food Summit: Five Years Later Rome, Italy, 8-10 June 2002  
THE RIGHT TO FOOD: ACHIEVEMENTS AND CHALLENGES  
Report by Mary Robinson,  
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights  
ftp://ftp.fao.org/es/esa/cfs/HCHR.pdf  

 

 

"We consider it intolerable that more than 800 million people ...do not have enough food to meet 
their basic nutritional needs. This situation is unacceptable." 

"FAO estimates that unless progress is accelerated there could still be some 680 million hungry 
people in the world by the year 2010" 

FAO 
June 1999 
www.fao.org/docrep/x2051e/x2051e00.HTM 

 

 

"World Food Summit: five years later commitment 

Countries:  
UN member states 

...World Food Summit: five years later... 
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Date of commitment:  
June 2002 

... 

Commitment 

Heads of States and Governments have reaffirmed the commitments made at the World Food 
Summit in Rome in 1996.... 
 
The original commitment from the World Food Summit of 1996 to ‘reduce the number of 
undernourished people to half their level 
 
[The text omits the word "present" from "present level" in the actual commitment in paragraph 2, 
www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.htm ]  
 
no later than 2015’ was reaffirmed. 

All commitments assumed with the Rome Declaration and Plan of Action in 1996 were 
reaffirmed... 
 
...The most recent estimates for the 2006-2008 period set the number of people in the developing 
regions who are undernourished at 850 million, which corresponds to 15.5 per cent of the world 
population. This compares to 791 million and 16.8 per cent of world population in 1195 [sic]-
1997. ... 
 
Data source: MDG Report 2012" 

World Food Summit: five years later commitment 
[2002] 
Tracking Support for the MDGs 
http://iif.un.org/content/world-food-summit-five-years-later-commitment 
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Governments confuse 1996 World Food Summit pledge with easier Millennium pledge 

(Declaration of World Food Summit 2002) 

 

 

"World Food Summit Rome 2002 - Declaration of the World Food Summit: Five Years Later  
 
... 

 
You are viewing a filtered list of commitments, click here to view all commitments in this text ... 

Food security 

“Political will  
 
1. We renew our global commitments made in the Rome Declaration at the World Food Summit in 
1996 in particular to halve the number of hungry in the world no later than 2015, as reaffirmed 

in the United Nations Millennium Declaration."  [!] 
 
 
[Incorrect.  The Millennium Declaration is to halve the easier "proportion" rather than "number", 
and uses by implication a 2000 baseline rather than 1996.] 
 
 
"We resolve to accelerate the implementation of the WFS Plan of Action."  

 
Commit4Africa - "Transparency for Accountability" 
Africa Partnership Forum/United Nations Economic Commission for Africa/Development 
Initiatives 
www.commit4africa.org/declarations/485/millennium/0/0  

 
 

 

  

"Commit4Africa is an online searchable database enabling users to track declarations and 
commitments made by Heads of State at high level international summits. Commit4Africa is 
sponsored by the United Nations Economic Commission for Africa (UNECA) and the OECD in 
support of the Mutual Review of Development Effectiveness (MRDE) coordinated by these 
organisations, most recently in 2009. The Commit4Africa site was  officially launched in Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia on October 17 2008. 

The Initiative 
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The logic behind Commit4Africa is to have one space where users can immediately access 
relevant declarations and decisions, rather than trace an ever burgeoning body of literature 
disbursed across numerous institutions. It is hoped that this will encourage a wide range of users 
to monitor and assess commitments, holding governments more accountable to the promises they 
have made. Importantly, Commit4Africa explicitly conforms to the principles of objectivity, 
presenting an undiluted resource for its users. 

The Process 

All key, high level declarations made by Heads of State have been collated from numerous 
institutional online records, including the UN, AU, G8, G20, WTO, FAO, OECD, EU and ILO. 
Commitments have then been extracted and coded according to a range of parameters, such as 
sectoral and sub-sectoral relevance, the level of commitment (heads of state, ministerial etc.) and 
scope of commitment (global development commitments of significance for Africa, Africa- and 
sub-regional specific commitments)." 

www.commit4africa.org/about-us  

 
 

 

 

 

"At the World Food Summit (WFS) in Rome in 1996, heads of state representing 186 
countries....agreed to work toward the achievement of the intermediate goal of "reducing the 
number of undernourished people to half their present number no later than 2015."... 
 
...1990–92 (the baseline for the World Food Summit, 1996)..." [!] 

Sustainable Food Security For All By 2020  
September 4–6, 2001 
Bonn, Germany 
Summary Note 
Keynote Speaker: 
William H. Meyers, Director, Agriculture and Economic Analysis Division, Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations 
Title: Success and Failures in Achieving the Goals of the World Food Summit 
http://conferences.ifpri.org/2020conference/PDF/summary_meyers.pdf 
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http://conferences.ifpri.org/2020conference/PDF/summary_meyers.pdf 

 

 
 

 

"strong critique of the MDGs from Professor Thomas Pogge of Yale University. Pogge, professor 
of philosophy and international affairs, told an audience at King's College in London this week 
that the bar was set very low when the MDGs were drawn up, and that the goals were diluted so 
that they could be reached. 

For example, at the 1996 world food summit in Rome, policymakers pledged to halve the number 
of chronically under-nourished people between 1996 and 2015. By 2000, however, when the eight 
MDGs were declared,  
 
[!] 
 
there was a subtle change so that the pledge became to halve the proportion of hungry people 
between 2000  
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[!] 
 
and 2015." 

Mark Tran 
The Guardian  
(15 May 2013) 
www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2013/may/15/tax-arms-exports-
protectionism  
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"For it is the poison of ignorance, all too frequently, that lies at the heart of human rights 

violations. Knowledge provides an antidote.  
 
Just as people can be taught to hate, so, too, can they learn about tolerance, diversity, and 
respect." 

POISON OF IGNORANCE LIES AT HEART OF HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS, 
SECRETARY-GENERAL STATES... 
CHECK AGAINST DELIVERY  
10 December 1998 
http://www.un.org/press/en/1998/19981210.sgsm6829.html 
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"The Statistical Measurement of Poverty 
  
...This document is a summary of the work of the “Expert Group of Poverty Statistics”... 
 
The full text of the papers presented to the Expert Group can be found at 
http://www.ibge.org/poverty .  
 

Background 

The United Nations Statistical Commission, in its 28th Session of 1995, created a Group of 

Experts to study the statistical consequences of the World Summits of the United Nations on  
 
Population and Development (Cairo, 1994), on  
Social Development (Copenhagen, 1995) and the  
conditions of Women (Beijing, 1995)  
 
and to make proposals on the use of statistical information  
to follow up and monitor the objetives and goals approved in those summits.  
 
One outome of this work was the recommendation, approved in the session of 1997, of a "Mininum 
National Social Data Set" of indicators to be adopted by countries. ...  
 
In....1996...the Working Group of the Statistical Commission decided...to create an Expert Group 
on Poverty Statistics (Rio Group).... 
 
This document is a summary of the Expert Group conclusions and recommendations; further 
documents, materials and information can be obtained from ECLAC and from the Expert Group’s 
internet home page, at http://www.ibge.org/poverty . 

... 
 
 

 

2. Absolute and relative poverty 

 

What is poverty? who defines it? to what extent is the development of regular systems of poverty 
statistics influenced by the agendas of governments, political and religious groups and 
associations? how does the existence of such data affect public opinion and policies? Like all 
major statistical constructs, the definition of poverty and associated measurements are not just a 
technical matter, but are shaped by a confluence of social concerns, governmental demands, the 
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contributions of researchers in economics and the social sciences, and the technical expertise of 
professional statisticians.  

 

Absolute poverty is a matter of acute deprivation, hunger, premature death and suffering.  
 
In practice, it may be difficult to measure it in a consistent way, since the dividing line between 

acceptable and unacceptable deprivation is not just biological, and can change from society to 
society.  
 
The consensual understanding, however, is that absolute poverty is an intolerable situation, 
requiring prompt corrective action.  
 
... 
 
Absolute poverty can be measured, in principle, in terms of the basic needs a person has to meet in 
order to survive adequately in modern society. Depending on the availability of data, the 
satisfaction of basic needs can be measured directly, through anthropometric and medical 
measurements of the physical conditions of the population; or indirectly, through the study of the 
population consumption patterns or income levels. Ideally, the three kinds of information should 
be used.  

The use of the expressions “adequately” and “modern society” show that it is very difficult, if not 
impossible, to define “absolute poverty” objectively, without introducing value judgements and 
elements of comparison.  
 
One approach used by several countries is to estimate the minimum intake of calories and 

proteins a person needs in order to survive, and use this measurement as a yardstick for the 
measurement of absolute poverty. There is a long list of technical problems with this approach:  
 
the biological definition of this “minimum”;  
 
its variation according to the age, sex, season, climate, physical built and type of activity of  
each person;  
 
the equivalences among different types and quantities of food and nutrients;  

the problems associated with food imbalances; and  

the need to add a few other essential non-food needs, such as shelter and clothing, with similar 

problems of variance and equivalences." 
 

“Adequate” survival in modern societies, besides, it should include, among other things, 
resources for  
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health maintenance and medical care, 
 transportation,  
education,  
access to information and  
 
socially accepted clothing and living conditions.  
 
As we introduce these other elements, the notion of what is the “minimum” becomes a matter of 
values, preferences and comparisons - and absolute measurements turn into relative 

measurements. 

 

The measurement of absolute poverty faces a set of typical problems.  
 
The first is the need to convert the ingredients which enter in the minimum basket of essential 
goods and services, regardless of their definition, into a common denominator, usually a monetary 
value.  
 
This can be a daunting task, given the seasonal, regional and cultural differences in consumption 
patterns and prices.  
 
To do this, it is necessary to have data from consumption patterns, household budgets and prices, 
often provided by independent surveys.  
 
Comparisons among regions and through time require adjustments and compensations for 
inflation and changes in quality of consumed goods, and the construction of parity standards of 
purchasing power.  
 
The second problem is to account for non-monetary income and benefits, derived from  
 
production for self-consumption,  
personal services and transfers among members of the extended family, and  
benefits provided by the government or the community.  
 
The very concepts of a “household”, “family” or “dwelling” are subject to significant cultural, 
local and historical variations, and require careful analysis.  
 
It is also important to take into account the existence of assets, in relation to current monetary 
and non monetary income  
 
The poorer and less capitalized a society or a community,  
the larger is their reliance on non-monetary resources of all kinds, and  
the harder it is to translate these resources into meaningful prices.  
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Proper procedures to measure or estimate these non-monetary resources are an essential 

element in all attempts to measure poverty. 

... 

What is necessary is to have a clear notion what will be the use of the statistics being developed; 
to adjust the methodology for their production, making use of the available experience; and to be 

very explicit about the means by which specific results are being attained." 
 
 
The Statistical Measurement of Poverty 
Summary of the work of the Expert Group of Poverty Statistics 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/doc99/rio.pdf  
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BBC quoting World Bank: 

 

"poor if his or her income level falls below some minimum level necessary to meet basic needs. ....  
What is necessary to satisfy basic needs varies across time and societies." 

The World Bank Organisation" [!] 

 

BBC - Poverty - Definitions 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/scotland/education/int/ms/health/wealth/def_of_poverty/definitions.shtml    
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"in June 1997, the Assembly adopted the Agenda for Development [resolution 51/240], a 
comprehensive document underlining the multidimensional undertaking of achieving a higher 

standard of life for all, encompassing all the different aspects and related elements of 
development, such as peace, economic growth, environmental protection, social justice and 
democracy.  
 
The Agenda was the first integrated focus on development. The Assembly also gave special 
attention to poverty, proclaiming in December 1997 [resolution 52/193] the First United Nations 

Decade for the Eradication of Poverty (1997-2006).  
 
Its overarching goal was the eradication of absolute poverty and the substantial reduction of 
poverty in the world. " 

 

A Prehistory of the Millennium Development Goals: Four Decades of Struggle for Development 
in the United Nations | UN Chronicle 

https://unchronicle.un.org/article/prehistory-millennium-development-goals-four-decades-
struggle-development-united-nations   
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"The General Assembly... 

Reiterating that the year 2000 constitutes a unique and symbolically compelling moment to 
articulate and affirm an animating vision for the United Nations in the new era... 

...the unique symbolic moment of the Millennium Summit..." 

Resolution 54/254 
15 March 2000 
www.un.org/documents/ga/res/54/a54r254.pdf  
 

 

 

 

The Secretary-General's recommendation document for the Summit, the Millennium Report, 
which some countries specifically supported, asked leaders to set a 2000 baseline on money and 
water:  
 
 
"Specifically, I urge the Summit to adopt the target of reducing by half, between now and 2015, 
the proportion of people who lack ...safe water.  

 
"73. I call on the international community at the highest level — the Heads of State and 
Government convened at the Millennium Summit — to adopt the target of halving the proportion 
of people living in extreme poverty, and so lifting more than 1 billion people out of it, by 2015. I 
further urge that no effort be spared to reach this target by that date in every region, and in every 
country."  
 
...Let us resolve therefore:  
 
- To halve, by the time this century is 15 years old, the proportion of the world's people (currently 
22 per cent) whose income is less than one dollar a day.  
 
- To halve, by the same date, the proportion of people (currently 20 per cent) who are unable to 
reach, or to afford, safe drinking water."  
........................  
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The Secretary-General's "Millennium Report" 

 

(We the Peoples, March 2000) 

 
 
 
"II. Globalization and governance 
 
23. Few people, groups or governments oppose globalization as such. They protest against its 
disparities.  
 
First, the benefits and opportunities of globalization remain highly concentrated among a 
relatively small number of countries and are spread unevenly within them.  
 
Second, in recent decades an imbalance has emerged between successful efforts to craft strong 
and well-enforced rules facilitating the expansion of global markets, while support for equally 
valid social objectives, be they labour standards, the environment, human rights or poverty 
reduction, has lagged behind. 
 
 
24. More broadly, for many people globalization has come to mean greater vulnerability to 
unfamiliar and unpredictable forces that can bring on economic instability and social dislocation, 
sometimes at lightning speed.  
 
... 
 
 
C. Governing better together 
 
41. What do we mean by “governance” when applied to the international realm? What are some 
of its desirable attributes if our aim is to successfully manage the transition from an international 
to a global world?  
 
 
42. ...Weak states are one of the main impediments to effective governance today, at national and 
international levels alike. For the good of their own people and for the sake of our common aims, 
we must help to strengthen the capacity of those states to govern, not undermine them further. 
Moreover, the very notion of centralizing hierarchies is itself an anachronism in our fluid, highly 
dynamic and extensively networked world — an outmoded remnant of nineteenth century mindsets.  
... 
 
 
 44. This implies, in turn, that decision-making structures through which governance is exercised 
internationally must reflect the broad realities of our times. The United Nations Security Council 
is an  obvious case in point. Based on the distribution of power and alignments in 1945, the 
composition of the Council today does not fully represent either the character or the needs of our 
globalized world. ...  
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45. The unique role of the United Nations in the new global era derives from our universal 
membership and scope, and from the shared values embodied in our Charter.  
 
It is our job to ensure that globalization provides benefits, not just for some, but for all; that 
peace and security hold, not only for a few, but for the many; that opportunities exist, not merely 
for the privileged, but for every human being everywhere. ... 
 
 
46. Better governance means greater participation, coupled with accountability.  
 
Therefore, the international public domain — including the United Nations — must be opened up 
further to the participation of the many actors whose contributions are essential to managing the 
path of globalization. ... 
 
 
47. Global companies occupy a critical place in this new constellation. They, more than anyone, 
have created the single economic space in which we live; their decisions have implications for the 
economic prospects of people and even nations around the world. Their rights to operate globally 
have been greatly expanded by international agreements and national policies, but those rights 
must be accompanied by greater responsibilities — by the concept and practice of global 
corporate citizenship....  
 
 
49. ...The essential role that formal governance structures must continue to play is normative: 
defining objectives, setting standards and monitoring compliance.  
 
 
50. For the United Nations, success in meeting the challenges of globalization ultimately comes 
down to meeting the needs of peoples. It is in their name that the Charter was written; realizing 
their aspirations remains our vision for the twenty-first century. 
 
... 
 
 
73. I call on the international community at the highest level — the Heads of State and 
Government convened at the Millennium Summit — to adopt the target of halving the proportion 
of people living in extreme poverty, and so lifting more than 1 billion people out of it, by 2015.  
 
I further urge that no effort be spared to reach this target by that date in every region, and in 
every country.  
 
... 
 
 
74. History will judge political leaders in the developing countries by what they did to eradicate 



529 
 

the extreme poverty of their people — by whether they enabled their people to board the train of a 
transforming global economy, and made sure that everyone had at least standing room, if not a 
comfortable seat. By the same token, history will judge the rest of us by what we did to help the 
world’s poor board that train in good order.  
 
 
75. There is a growing consensus on what must be done for us to reach this paramount goal — 
and it can be reached. I wish to highlight a number of specific areas for particular attention by the 
Summit.  
 
 
 
A. Achieving sustained growth 
 
... 

 
80. Some people fear that globalization makes inequality worse.  
 
The relationship between the two is complex.  
 
With the exception of the economies in transition, recent increases in income gaps are largely the 
result of technological changes that favour higher skilled workers over less skilled ones.  
 
As the economic benefits of education and skills increase, so does income inequality between the 
people who have them and those who do not.  
 
This is true both within and among countries. Globalization may exacerbate these differences, but 
it does not cause them.  
 
Increased global competition may also restrain income gains in relatively higher wage countries, 
though to date this effect has been felt mainly in the industrialized countries.  
 
... 
 
 
84. It is now widely accepted that economic success depends in considerable measure on the 
quality of governance a country enjoys.  
 
Good governance comprises the rule of law, effective State institutions, transparency and 
accountability in the management of public affairs, respect for human rights, and the participation 
of all citizens in the decisions that affect their lives.  
 
While there may be debates about the most appropriate forms they should take, there can be no 
disputing the importance of these principles.  
 
... 
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86. Certain practices clearly do not constitute good governance by any definition.  
 
If a succession of military dictators in a resource-rich country in a poor part of the world siphon 
off as much as $27 billion of the public’s money, economic performance and the poor are likely to 
suffer.  
 
Those responsible for such abuses, and the international banks that eagerly transfer their funds to 
safe havens, must be held accountable. 
  
 
 
87. Other forms of institutionalized corruption are far less extreme but may, nevertheless, 
seriously distort economic incentives, limit economic growth and result in low levels of support for 
the poor.  
 
 

92... The surest route to growth is through successfully engaging in the global economy.  
 
But that must be combined with effective social policies: advances in education for all, health for 
all and gender equality.  
 
Success rests on a strong foundation in governance. And it requires external support.  
 
 
 
143. In economic terms, African productivity has suffered because economic regimes tend to be 
tightly controlled and inefficiently managed by the state.  
 
This results in high trade barriers, and poor delivery of public services. It also means that 
corruption is widespread. 
 
 
 
280. The World Water Forum’s Ministerial Conference, which met in March 2000, considered a 
set of realistically achievable targets on water and sanitation.  
 
I ask the Millennium Summit to endorse these targets and to build on them in the years ahead.  

 
 
281. Specifically, I urge the Summit to adopt the target of reducing by half, between now and 

2015, the proportion of people who lack ...safe water.  

... 
 
-  To grant free access to their markets for goods produced in poor countries — and, as a first 



531 
 

step, to be prepared, at the Third United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries in 
March 2001, to adopt a policy of duty-free and quota-free access for essentially all exports from 
the least developed countries"  
 

 
E. Building a new ethic of global stewardship 
 
297. The ecological crises we confront have many causes. They include poverty, negligence and 
greed — and above all, failures of governance.  
 
... 
 
The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment promises important benefits to many stakeholders.  
 
It will provide the parties to various international ecosystem conventions with access to the data 
they need to evaluate progress towards meeting convention goals. National governments will gain 
access to information needed to meet reporting requirements under international conventions.  
 
The Assessment will strengthen capacity for integrated ecosystem management policies and 
provide developing nations with better access to global data sets.  
 
The private sector will benefit by being able to make more informed forecasts.  
 
And it will provide civil society organizations with the information they need to hold corporations 
and governments accountable for meeting their environmental obligations. 
 
[! -  Not if UN staff and governments misrepresent those obligations, as in fact happened.] 
 
... 
 
For consideration by the Summit 

...Let us resolve therefore:  
 
- To halve, by the time this century is 15 years old, the proportion of the world's people (currently 
22 per cent) whose income is less than one dollar a day.  
 
- To halve, by the same date, the proportion of people (currently 20 per cent) who are unable to 
reach, or to afford, safe drinking water."  
 
 
Secretary-General 
We the peoples: the role of the United Nations in the twenty-first century 
"Millennium Report" 
27 March 2000  
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www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/pdfs/We_The_Peoples.pdf   
web.archive.org/web/20150821152153/http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/un/
unpan000923.pdf 
 

 
 
 
 
"I have the honour to present my Millennium Report. ... 
 
My Report sets a series of targets...Within the next 15 years, I believe we can halve the population 
of people living in extreme poverty... These targets are realistic..." 

We need a much better informed public"  [!] 
 
Statement of Secretary-General Kofi Annan to the General Assembly as he presented his 
Millennium Report,  
“We the Peoples: The Role of the United Nations in the 21st Century” 
3 April 2000 
www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2000/20000403.sgsm7343.doc.html  

  

 
 
"Je suis persuadé que nous pouvons, dans les 15 ans qui viennent, réduire de moitié la proportion 
de l'humanité qui vit dans des conditions d'extrême pauvreté..." 

LE SECRETAIRE GENERAL PRESENTE UN PLAN D'ACTION POUR LE XXIE SIECLE 
QUI APPELLE A FAIRE DE LA MONDIALISATION UNE FORCE POSITIVE POUR TOUS 
Couverture des réunions & communiqués de presse 
3 avril 2000 
http://www.un.org/press/fr/2000/20000403.ag1007.doc.html 

 
 

 

"By David Usborne in New York 

The Secretary General of the United Nations, Kofi Annan, challenged world leaders yesterday to 
commit to a series of new goals, to help erase conflict, disease and poverty around the globe, 
when they gather for the Millennium UN Summit in New York later this year. 

...Mr Annan called for action on halving by the year 2015 the proportion of the world's population 
living on less than a dollar a day (60p) [! - not a real 60p] - now at 22 per cent." 
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UN chief sets new goals to reduce poverty 
The Independent 
3 April 2000 
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/un-chief-sets-new-goals-to-reduce-poverty-
279650.html 

 

 

 
"The proposals, contained in a 57-page "Millennium Report," represent Annan's most ambitious 
effort yet to shape the future of the United Nations and put his personal imprint on it. ... 
 
Annan...asked the United Nation's 188 member states to set such ambitious goals as...cutting in 
half the proportion of people, currently 22 percent of the global population, who earn less than $1 
a day" 
 
Washington Post 
4 April  2000 
www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/2000/04/04/annan-seeks-debate-on-un-future-in-
millennium-report/b5aef075-4e01-4094-8254-b45f82a3d418/ 

 
 

 
 
"secretary-general...suggests...that the world could try to halve by 2015 the figure of 1.2 billion 
people or 22% of its population, who currently exist in extreme poverty on less than $1 a day." 

The Economist 
6 April 2000 
www.economist.com/node/299914    

 
 
  

  

"In my Millennium Report...I propose a target of reducing by half, before the year 2015, the 
proportion of people in the world living on one dollar...if we achieve it there would still be 600 

million people living in abject poverty." 
 
Secretary-General 
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Address to high-level meeting of the Economic and Social Council with the Bretton Woods 
institutions 
18 April 2000  
www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2000/20000418.sgsm7363.doc.html 
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Commitments on literacy, numeracy and life skills: Education for All. 

 

By 2005: End gender gap in primary and secondary education.   

 

By 2015: All children, especially the disadvantaged, to complete free, good-quality primary 

education.   

 

By 2015: Gender equality in education.   

 

By 2015: Adult literacy to be improved 50 per cent, especially for women.  

 

Ongoing commitments: Equitable access to basic and continuing education for all adults.    

 

Ensuring excellence for all. 

 

Focus on quality. 

 

(Dakar Framework for Action adopted by the World Education Forum, April 2000) 

 
 

 

1. Meeting in Dakar, Senegal, in April 2000,  
we, the participants in the World Education Forum,  
commit ourselves to  
the achievement of education for all (EFA) goals and targets  
for every citizen and for every society. 
 
 

2. The Dakar Framework is a collective commitment to action.  
 
Governments have an obligation to ensure that EFA goals and targets are reached and sustained. 

This is a responsibility that will be met most effectively through broad-based partnerships within 
countries, supported by co-operation with regional and international agencies and institutions. 
 
 

3. We re-affirm the vision of the World Declaration on Education for All (Jomtien, 1990),  
 
supported by  
 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and  
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the Convention on the Rights of the Child,  
 
that all children, young people and adults have  
the human right to benefit from an education  
that will meet their basic learning needs  

in the best and fullest sense of the term,  
an education that includes learning  
to know, to do, to live together and to be.  
 
It is an education geared to tapping each individual’s talents and potential, and developing 
learners’ personalities, so that they can improve their lives and transform their societies. 
 
… 

 
 
7. We hereby collectively commit ourselves to the attainment of  
the following goals: 

 
(i) expanding and improving  
comprehensive early childhood care and education,  
especially for  
the most vulnerable and disadvantaged children; 

 
(ii) ensuring that by 2015 all children,  
particularly girls,  
children in difficult circumstances  
and  
those belonging to ethnic minorities,  
have access to and complete,  
free and compulsory primary education  
of good quality; 

 
 
(iii) ensuring that the learning needs of all  
young people and adults are met  
 
through equitable access  

to appropriate learning and life-skills programmes; 

 
 
(iv) achieving a 50 per cent improvement in levels of adult literacy by 2015,  
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especially for women,  
and equitable access to basic and continuing education for all adults; 

 
 
(v) eliminating gender disparities in primary and secondary education by 2005,  
and achieving gender equality in education by 2015,  
with a focus on ensuring girls’ full and equal access to and achievement in basic education of 
good quality; 

 
 
(vi) improving all aspects of the quality of education and  
ensuring excellence of all  
so that recognized and measurable learning outcomes are achieved by all,  
especially in literacy, numeracy and essential life skills. 

 
  
Dakar Framework for Action 
Education For All: Meeting our Collective Commitments 
Adopted by the World Education Forum 
Dakar, Senegal, 26-28 April 2000 

 

 
 
 
 
...................................... 
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"...my Millennium Report. In that Report, I ask all governments....to start by resolving to halve the 
proportion of the world's people living in extreme poverty during the next fifteen years." 

Kofi Annan, UN Secretary-General  
2 May 2000 
www.un.org/press/en/2000/20000502.sgsm7376.doc.html  

  

 
 

"...the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs what plans his Department is 
making to contribute to the UN Millennium Summit in September. 

Mr. Hain: The Foreign and Commonwealth Office has worked hard to build international 
support for the UN Secretary-General's proposals for the Millennium Summit.  
 
We intend to publicise his recently published Millennium Report on the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office website and to invite feedback on it. ..." 

Peter Hain 
Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs  
House of Commons  
15 May 2000 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm199900/cmhansrd/vo000515/text/00515w09.htm  

 
 

MB:  The Secretary-General's proposals for money and water, which the UK government here 
stated it would publicise, were to be achieved in fifteen years, not twenty-five. 

 

 

 

.................................. 

 
 
 

• Subject:...Re: Poverty and Economic Growth 
• From: Dellerman@worldbank.org 
• Date: Thu, 8 Jun 2000 15:50:30 -0400 
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The Dollar-Kraay article was discussed in the May 27 Economist and can be downloaded with 
graphs from: 
 
www.worldbank.org/research/growth/ 
 
...I instinctively regard e-CON-ometric work as giving relatively little insight if it is not 
accompanied by creditable discussions of the mechanisms.  This paper was notably lacking in 
causal mechanisms... 
 
 Now let's look at what the concepts mean in terms of logic... 
 
There is another "trick" to bear in mind in interpreting this sort of argument. They are comparing 
income to income without taking assets into account.  ...economists could say "The crisis had no 
effect on incomes."   ....while the asset-gap considerably widened as a result of the crisis. 
 
When economists are dealing, it pays to watch the deck closely. 
 
cheers, 
David 
 
... 
.    ______________ 
      David Ellerman 
      Economic Advisor to the Chief Economist [Joseph Stiglitz] 
      World Bank, Room MC4-335 
      1818 H St., NW 
      Washington, DC 20433 
 
http://cog.kent.edu/archives/ownership/msg00837.html 
 
 
 

.............................................................................................. 
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"If measurement is arbitrary and irrational, it is impossible either to concoct the right policies for 
the alleviation or eradication of poverty, or monitor their effects closely.  
 
Thus criticism of the World Bank’s adoption of the crude criterion of $1 a day at 1985 prices for 
the poorest countries, $2 a day for Latin America and $4 a day for the transitional economies, 
without regard to the changing conditions of needs and markets, has now become widespread 
(Vandermoortele, 2000). 

In the early years the use of this largely arbitrary standard was justifiable for reasons of 
analytical convenience. In later years it becomes less excusable, because the Bank and other 
agencies have opportunities and resources to undertake extensive inquiries into the measurement 
of living conditions in relation to household income and assets.  
 
But to go on using a "static" standard of need at 1985 (purchasing parity or currency equivalent) 
prices,  
 
unadjusted to  
 
changes in living conditions,  
working practices,  
community relationships,  
new technologies,  
wider communication,  
private and public sector organisation,  
laws and markets,  

becomes unreal. 
 
 
In every country people have experience of goods, activities and services that gradually disappear 
and of others that gradually appear.  
 
Some items once free have to be paid for. 
 
Sets of obligations as well as of consumer choices change, and often become more complex.  

Most people's needs, as well as the resources they possess to meet them, are determined 

externally by institutions beyond their powers to control.  
 
If change is normal, change in the construct of human need has to be conceived as normal too. 
And the way poverty is measured underpins every report on the subject, and every analysis of 
cause and effective policy. 

In such a light price-indexing in 2000 what could be purchased, and what was needed, in 1985, as 
a measure of poverty has entered the realms of statistical farce." 
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Peter Townsend 
Poverty, Social Exclusion and Social Polarisation  
The Copenhagen Seminars – Review for the World Assembly in Geneva 
June 2000 
www.bris.ac.uk/poverty/pse/99PSE-WP25.doc  
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UN, OECD, IMF and World Bank mislead that easier goals were agreed by 1990s 

conferences (International Development Goals, June 2000) 

 

 

 

Strangely, after Kofi Annan proposed a 2000 baseline in his March report, he and heads of 
other agencies agreed what were basically the OECD's International Development Goals with 
1990 baselines. 

 

 

 

"This report has been prepared by the staff of the four institutions and does not necessarily 
represent the views of their member countries" 
 
"Building on the global United Nations conferences and summits of the 1990s, the development 
goals described in this report are broad goals for the entire world. ..." 
 
[MB: The easier 1990 baseline, and the change to the proportion of poor rather than the number of 
hungry, in fact watered down the 1996 food pledge] 
 
 
 
"The goals are set in precise terms - measured in numbers to ensure accountability.   
 
[! – bad data and inhumane idea of poverty as people spending less] 
 
 
The openness and transparency of such numbers can help us chart a course to achieve the goals 
and track progress. 
 

Kofi A. Annan 
Secretary-General of the United Nations 

Donald J. Johnston 
Secretary-General of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 

Horst Köhler 
Managing Director of the International Monetary Fund 

James D. Wolfensohn 
President of the World Bank Group" 
 
 
"The goals come from the agreements and resolutions of the world conferences organised by the 
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United Nations in the first half of the 1990s." 
 
 
[Liable to mislead.  Compare, for example, the 1990 World Summit for Children commitments.] 
 
 
 
 
"Reduce the proportion of people living in extreme poverty by half between 1990 and 2015... 
 
Reduce infant and child mortality rates by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015 ... 
 
Reduce maternal mortality ratios by three-quarters between 1990 and 2015" 

 
"Today there are 150 million under weight children in the developing world." 

 
 

"Goals  

 
Reducing extreme poverty 

The proportion of people living in extreme poverty in developing countries should be reduced by 
at least one-half between 1990 and 2015. 

 

Universal primary education 

There should be universal primary education in all countries by 2015. 

 

Gender equality 

Progress towards gender equality and the empowerment of women should be demonstrated by 
eliminating gender disparity in primary and secondary education by 2005. 

 

Reducing infant and child mortality 

The death rates for infants and children under the age of five years should be reduced in each 

developing country by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015.  

 

Reducing maternal mortality 
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The rate of maternal mortality should be reduced by three-quarters between 1990 and 2015. 

 

Reproductive health 

Access should be available through the primary healthcare system to reproductive health services 
for all individuals of appropriate ages, no later than 2015." 

 
Environment 

There should be a current national strategy for sustainable development, in the process of 
implementation, in every country by 2005, so as to ensure that current trends in the loss of 
environmental resources are effectively reversed at both global and national levels by 2015." 

 

 

"Indicators 

 
Incidence of extreme poverty: people living on less than $1 a day 

Poverty gap ratio: incidence times depth of poverty 

Inequality: poorest fifth’s share of national consumption 

Child malnutrition: proportion of children under 5 who are under weight ... 
 
 
 
Net enrolment in primary education 

Completion of 4th grade of primary education 

Literacy rate of 15 to 24 year-olds 
 
 
Ratio of girls to boys in primary and secondary education 

Ratio of literate females to males (15 to 24 year-olds) 
 
 
Infant mortality rate 

Under-5 mortality rate 

 
 
Maternal mortality ratio 
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Births attended by skilled health personnel 

 
 
Contraceptive prevalence rate 

HIV prevalence in 15 to 24 year-old pregnant women 
 
 
Countries with effective processes for sustainable development 

Population with access to an improved water source 

Forest area as a percentage of national surface area 

Biodiversity: protected land area 

Energy efficiency: GDP per unit of energy use 

Carbon dioxide emissions per capita ... 
 
 
More information about these goals and indicators can be found at www.oecd.org/dac/indicators. 
For a broader set of goals and indicators used by the United Nations in its common country 
assessments, see www.cca-undaf.org. 

Data for the international development goals and related indicators are available from the World 
Bank at www.worldbank.org/data. The International Monetary Fund provides links to national 
data sources and information on data quality and standards through its Dissemination Standards 
Bulletin Board: dsbb.imf.org." 

 
A Better World for All: Progress towards the International Development Goals 
IMF, OECD, UN, World Bank 
June 2000 
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/jointpub/world/2000/eng/bwae.pdf  

 

 

 
 
 
 

""During the 1990s, United Nations world conferences set major goals for economic and social 
development",  
 
said United Nations Secretary-General Kofi Annan.  
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"All countries, developed and developing alike, signed on to this agenda, often at the highest 

political level.  
 
Since then, people have been asking whether the world has made good on these commitments. 
What has worked? What did not, and why? And what can we do better?" " 

 
UN Secretary-General 
26 June 2000 
https://www.unis.unvienna.org/unis/en/pressrels/2000/soc342.html 
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NGOs demand focus on rights and the 1995 Copenhagen commitments 
 
 
"Joint Statement by NGO Caucuses 

June 2000 

NGO's, people's organisations and movements, organised in the Caucuses, are outraged about the 
document released on Monday 26th of June at the United Nations General Assembly Special 
Session on the Social Summit + 5, called "A Better World for All". 

 
 
Process Derailed 

"A Better World for All" was released as a joint document produced by the OECD, IMF, World 
Bank and the United Nations. It is based on the seven pledges made by the OECD member 
countries in "Shaping the 21st Century", released in 1996.  
 
Although these pledges were said to be extracted from the UN Conferences and the Social Summit, 
they were only a small selection."  
 
[MB: Also, some were significantly watered down from the UN conferences' commitments, such 
as those from the 1990 World Summit for Children and 1996 World Food Summit.] 
 
 
"The goal to reduce the proportion of people living in poverty by half between 1990 and 2015 was 
introduced as a new goal by the OECD.  
 
With the increased emphasis given by industrialised countries on the targets formulated by the 
OECD, this new target has been elevated to being the principal target. The IMF presented it as the 
principal target last year. 

We have always welcomed specific objectives and time-bound targets. But we have also 
recognised that these objectives need to be agreed in an inclusive process of negotiations, with 
transparent procedures.  
 
While the OECD represents only the northern countries, the same as those who are the majority 
shareholders of the World Bank and the IMF, the UN represents the nations of the world on an 
equal basis. ... 
 

 
Patronising The Poor - Ignoring Poverty In The North  

We are also appalled by the content of the report.  
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In Copenhagen we made headway in changing the notion of  
 
"the poor" as "victims of poverty"  
 
into  
 
"people living in poverty"  
 
who are  
 
"citizens universally entitled to development who should fully enjoy economic, social cultural, 
civil and political rights."  
 
"A Better World for All" carries the image of poor people who need help and will be grateful when 
assisted.  
 
The promotion of this image does not empower people living in poverty to demand their rights.  
 
"A Better World for All" portrays poverty as a problem only in the South. No statistics are 
provided of poverty in the North. In dealing with global poverty the document totally ignores the 
persistence of poverty in the North. The images show exactly the real nature of the new consensus: 
the North identifying the problems of the South and providing the solutions for the South....  

 
Backward Steps  

"A Better World for All" is also regressing on the notions developed in Copenhagen on the 
enabling economic environment.  
 
It fails to recognise the role hat the International Financial Institutions (IFIs) played in 
demanding economic policies that generated poverty.  
 
The very policies of the Bretton Woods institutions focused on export-led growth and with 
disregard of wealth distribution and environmental sustainability have been an obstacle for 
national governments to develop social policies.  
 
 
Globalisation has failed to respect worker's rights, including the principles contained in the ILO 
Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights of Work; and to provide decent work for the 
majority of the world's people.  
 
This has had devastating consequences for workers and people in general, especially for women 
and children.  
 
Rather than recognising how to contribute to improve the economic environment, "A Better World 
for All" proposes that poverty eradication can be achieved by further opening up of the markets of 
developing countries.  
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It is indeed evident from the recent financial crises in the East-Asian region and elsewhere 
stemming largely from rapid financial liberalisation that these policies are not sustainable. ... 

 
 
NGOs Call For 2005 Summit  

The Copenhagen Summit brought together the largest gathering of World leaders in history. The 
importance of the Summit must be demonstrated by concrete results that can be monitored.  
 
It is therefore imperative that in 2005, the mid point between the historic Summit and the date set 
for achieving many of the critical targets should be marked by another gathering of meeting of 
world leaders.  
 
This is the best way to re-assert the centrality of the Copenhagen commitments at the beginning of 
the new Millennium, and to ensure that they receive the political attention that they deserve.  

 
 
NGOs Call On Member States To Reject Document  

NGOs call on Members of the United Nations to disassociate themselves from the document. The 
contents of this document does not reflect the spirit, opinion and positions of the United Nations as 
a whole, nor that of civil society.  
 
Additionally the UN Agencies have published documents which proclaim a different vision and 
propose policies which contradict the "A Better World for All" document. NGOs at this conference 
have pledged to continue to intensify a global campaign against the vision portrayed in this 
partisan document." 
 
 
Joint Statement by NGO Caucuses 
Geneva 
28 June 2000 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/176/31860.html   
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"Summary of the Session 

The United Nations General Assembly convened a special session in Geneva in June-July 2000 to 
assess the achievements made at the Social Summit of Copenhagen and to discuss new initiatives. 

Agreement was reached on a wide array of initiatives to reduce poverty and spur job growth in the 
global economy at the United Nations General Assembly special session on social development 
that ended today in Geneva. 

At a time of widely diverging interests between developing and developed countries over trade and 
economic issues, countries managed to agree on a series of measures to promote social 
development while mitigating the adverse effects of globalization. 

The resulting agreement provides specific targets and strategies that will have major ramifications 
for national governments and international institutions in setting and achieving social 
development objectives. 
 
… 
 
Without renegotiating the outcome of the Social Summit, the special session managed to go 
beyond Copenhagen to reach agreements on ever more sensitive issues, such as  
 
national taxation,  
new and innovative sources of finance and on  
the need for greater  
openness, transparency and accountability  
in national governments  
and in international organizations such as  
the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Trade Organization 
(WTO)."  
 
Social Summit +5 
Twenty Fourth Special Session of the General Assembly 
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/social-summit-5.html 
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The poor are bad for "growth": Economists, governments and others recommend policies 

for the poor using statistics which look better if they die. 

 

 

Matt Berkley, notes 25 June 2000: 
 

Comments on Dollar/Kray  

[later explanation:  Dollar and Kraay were the authors of a document heavily publicised by the 
World Bank, for example on its home page.  It made several claims, including that average 
economic activity in a country ("growth") was "good for the poor" because it benefits the poorest 
people in the same proportion as others, and that social spending was of no special benefit to the 
poorest.] 

 
...If exchange rates are not involved (i.e. it’s not a dollar measure) then how is the purchasing 
power of the poor’s money assessed? 

 
[MB later note:  The answer to this question is:  It is not.  The tradition in economists' large policy 
studies is to use the wrong inflation rates.  The studies did not look at poor people’s prices at all 
when recommending policies.] 

 
 
Under this way of measuring income, what happens if a) a lot of people die off, e.g. children;    

[One of my thoughts had been “they can’t know the average rise for the poorest in each country, 
because they don’t know how many survived”.] 
 

b) people lose or gain land through inheritance or having to sell at a knockdown price? 

...For subsistence farmers the most important determinants of food security are ownership of land, 
favourable weather, and agricultural efficiency   -   people eat free food.    
 
An increase in the amount of money going round the system may reflect an increase in 
landlessness. 
 

 
[I was wrong in principle about "free food".  The World Bank statistics are supposed to include, or 
mostly include, the value of food which people farm, gather, hunt or fish.   
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However, the extent to which that is done reasonably accurately is not clear. 
 
What I said may be right for another reason.  The statistics exclude the value of living in your own 
home.  That would seem to falsely indicate people who lose their family homes, or do not own a 
home whereas their parents did, as richer because they now pay rent.   That is in addition to this 
method failing to include the capital loss or non-acquisition of capital.   If population pressures 
(land being subdivided among offspring) or urbanisation lead to less land ownership, these kinds 
of consideration may be significant. 

It also occurred to me around that time that it was odd if economists' global studies for policy 
advice did not consider what people needed in each country whose policies were supposed to  be 
compared. 
    
I found the idea strange that "poverty" could be assessed by looking at income but not needs.]  

 

 
 
MB, document 25 June 2000: 

 

.....Sen also talks about capabilities, in contrast to income, as important aims of development.    I 
like this more, but I would like to see more of an emphasis on increasing capabilities by removing 
constraints (the main one being risk of dying) since these are what matter most to people.    

To make sensible decisions about enabling people to avoid the worst things happening to them, 
policy makers need to know the evolving situation of the people most at risk.    
 
Unfortunately even the big reports from the UN Devt Programme and UNICEF just give health 
and “human development index” figures for whole countries.      
 
This is a very poor basis for policy  -   it’s not surprising that lots of people die off.      

... 

 

Note 28 June 2000 

... Child deaths in a family result in a higher per capita income within the household (the income 
is then shared among fewer people), despite the wasted effort that has gone into being pregnant 
and looking after the child who died.    
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[Later note: At the country level, in the longer term, that is not true.  People have fewer babies if 
they are confident they will survive.] 
 

......................................................... 

 

 
DfID Development Forum, 5 July 2000 
Church House, London:  

 
I could not understand why people were so keen on reducing the proportion of poor people.   
 
At the time life expectancy was falling in some African countries due to AIDS. 
 
In a workshop on trade and poverty I made the point to one of the Department’s most senior 
economists, whose name I think was John Burton, that if a child dies in a family, average income 
rises.    

He did not reply.    At least one participant laughed.    

By then I  had begun putting the problem that statistics look better if the poor die to academics. 

 
 
 

..................................................... 
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G8 "commit/to working/to… 

 

Reduce the number of HIV/AIDS-infected young people by 25% by 2010… 

 

Reduce TB deaths and prevalence of the disease by 50% by 2010 … 

 

Reduce the burden of disease associated with malaria by 50% by 2010"  

 

(June 2000) 

 

 

 
 
In 2000 the G8 committed to the easier 1990 baseline for "poverty" but different health goals: 
 
 
 
"We, the Leaders of eight major industrialised democracies and the President of the European 
Commission... 
 
...commit ourselves to the agreed international development goals,  
 
including the overarching objective of reducing the share of the world's population living in 
extreme poverty to half its 1990 level by 2015. ..." 

[Strange.  When was the G8 claiming that was agreed?   Does it mean the OECD goal? 
 
Why did the G8 not mention UN member states' "agreed international development goals "such as 
the more ambitious World Food Summit pledge?] 
 

"...the percentage of poor in developing countries declined from 29% in 1990 to 24% in 1998.  
 
... 

We therefore commit ourselves to working in strengthened partnership with governments, the 
World Health Organisation (WHO) and other international organisations, industry (notably 
pharmaceutical companies), academic institutions, NGOs and other relevant actors in civil society 
to deliver three critical UN targets:  

• Reduce the number of HIV/AIDS-infected young people by 25% by 2010  
(UN Secretary-General Report to the General Assembly on 27/3/2000); 
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• Reduce TB deaths and prevalence of the disease by 50% by 2010  
(WHO Stop TB Initiative); 
 

• Reduce the burden of disease associated with malaria by 50% by 2010  
(WHO Roll Back Malaria)." 

G8 COMMUNIQUÉ OKINAWA  
23 July 2000 
http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/economy/summit/2000/documents/communique.html 

 
 
 
 
The HIV goal was in the Secretary-General's report "We the Peoples", often known as the 
Millennium Report. 

The specific goal was not reflected in the. Millennium Declaration.  

However, countries made various statements in 2000 that they supported the report. 

 

 
 
 
 
…………………… 
 
 
 
 
"The amount of money freed up for the poorest countries of the world so far is still disappointing. 
It will come, but only if world leaders meet and talk and make promises in blazes of publicity to 
which we can hold them." 

The G8 summit - more than just chat and flowery shirts 
Editorial 
The Independent 
July 2000 
http://www.independent.co.uk/voices/editorials/the-g8-summit-more-than-just-chat-and-flowery-
shirts-5369993.html 
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The day after the G8 commitments, the UK made a statement easily read as saying it wanted the 
Millennium Summit to accept the 2000-baseline Millennium Report: 

 
 
 
"Mr. Hain: The UK wants the Millennium Summit,  
through wide-ranging discussion on the role of the UN in the 21st Century,  
to result in an action-oriented concluding document  
which sets the UN forward-looking  
objectives on a range of key issues,  
as outlined by the UN Secretary-General in his  
Millennium Report." 

House of Commons Hansard Written Answers 
24 July 2000  
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm199900/cmhansrd/vo000724/text/00724w13.htm  

 
 
 
"According to the report of the Secretary-General (A/54/2000) to the Millennium Assembly [We 
the Peoples, the Millennium Report], one of the most urgent tasks was “... to reduce by half, 
between now and 2015, the proportion of people who lack sustainable access to adequate sources 
of affordable and safe water”.  
If that goal was achieved it would constitute a decisive step along the path towards full coverage." 

Economic and Social Council 
Provisional summary record of the 41st meeting 
26 July 2000 
http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/PRO/N00/553/97/PDF/N0055397.pdf?OpenElement  

 

..................................................................... 

 

Email to Simon Maxwell, Director, Overseas Development Institute, London, 27 July 2000 

 
Subject:  Possibilities 
To:  s.maxwell@odi.org 

 
...It was good to talk the other day.....I would be very keen to talk further about possibilities for 
independent policy work, based on a rehumanising of economics. 
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What I would like to do is get data which reflects the life courses of individuals, then present this 
to policy-makers and the public in terms that relate to what we value in our own lives - e.g...we 
think it's worse to lose a child than to lose our job... 

I believe that there already exist data and projections for death rates, which inform the 
projections of income-poverty rates .  
 
[Later note:  Perhaps there were not, even though they are necessary.] 
 

Current projections for 2015 must surely be incorporating something over 100 million early 
deaths... 
 
If these people die, the income figures look a lot better.   

It's possible to say how many people might die early given certain policies. One catalyst for this 
approach could be "we need a rethink due to HIV and the digital divide". 

I hope what I'm talking about here amounts to concentrating on real (blindingly obvious) facts that 
get obscured. 

 

 

............................................. 

 

 

Note 30 July 2000 

 
I don’t agree even with “eradicating poverty” if this means too many people dying off first. 

 

. 

 

 

Note 31 July 2000 

 

There’s a problem of comparing welfare at the start of a period with welfare at the end.   Why?  
Because the death rates are so high among the most-vulnerable that a lot of the people at the end 
are different.    If the poorest die off there are fewer poor people and the figures look better. 
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................................................................ 

 

 

Email to Professor Jonathan Morduch, Princeton 
(later Chairman of the UN Expert Committee on Poverty Statistics) 

 
3 August 2000 

To:  jmorduch@princeton.edu 

...What strikes me is that in policy debates people look at "reducing poverty" without looking at 

how many people die in the interim.    

This seems to me the worst flaw in simple economic analysis... 
 
if the poorest die, the income figures look better. 

So my question is this:  
 
even if cost-benefit analysis often focuses on narrow policy options,  
 
is there any reason for the total mix of a government's policies not to be evaluated on the number 
of deaths among the most-vulnerable? 

 

http://mattberkley.com/morduch.htm 

 
 
 

.................................................. 

 
 
 
Weisbrot and colleagues write of flaw in World Bank researchers' claim on crises' effect on the 
poorest: 
 
 
"In a paper released last March by the World Bank's Development Research Group, Bank 
economists David Dollar and Aart Kraay confront critics of World Bank/IMF policies with new 
empirical research on incomes in both developed and less developed countries.  
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The authors conclude that "growth generally does benefit the poor and that anyone who cares 
about the poor should favor the growth-enhancing policies of good rule of law, fiscal discipline, 
and openness to international trade."... 
 
...Apart from the general problem of measurement error, there are measurement problems which 
are systematic. For example, there is likely to be a very strong selection bias issue.  
 
This operates both within countries and across countries.  
 
Across countries, those that don't appear in the sample are likely to be disproportionately the 

countries which are doing especially poorly. ... 

          The problem within countries is perhaps more serious. The identity of the bottom quintile of 
households is going to depend in part on economic conditions.  
 
If conditions for the poor turn very bad, then many of the households that would have otherwise 
made up the bottom quintile may not exist.  
 
In some cases, young people who may have otherwise married and formed their own household, 
instead stay with their parents.  
 
The same may also be the case with elderly people moving back in with children.  
 
Some young families may emigrate and look for jobs in other countries.  
 
And, in many cases, some of the poor will die due to bad economic conditions. In short, the 
bottom 20 percent of households will not be the same group of people under all economic 
circumstances. 

          This effect can be large. Suppose that 10 percent of the households who would have 
comprised the bottom quintile under normal economic conditions don't exist because of factors 
related to an economic downturn.  
 
The sample would instead include the households who would have otherwise been in the 21st and 
22nd percentile of the income distribution, as part of the bottom quintile.  
 
This would lead to a substantial upward bias in the measure of the income of this group.  
 
In the case of the United States, this substitution would increase the reported income of the bottom 
quintile by approximately 7 percent.[24]  
 
It would be necessary to examine the pattern of household creation and mortality rates within 
each country to determine the extent to which economic circumstances affect the composition of 
households within the nation.  
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Without this information, a test of whether economic crises  disproportionately hurt poor 
households, like the one that appears in the DK paper, does not shed much light on the question." 

Growth May Be Good for the Poor-- But are IMF and World Bank Policies Good for Growth? 
A Closer Look at the World Bank's Most Recent Defense of Its Policies 
By Mark Weisbrot, Dean Baker, Robert Naiman, and Gila Neta  
Mark Weisbrot and Dean Baker are co-directors of the Center for Economic and Policy Research 
(CEPR). Robert Naiman is senior policy analyst at CEPR. Gila Neta is a research associate at 
CEPR. The authors are grateful to Joyce Kim for valuable research and editorial assistance. 
Draft published August 7, 2000 
web.archive.org/web/20000815073236/http://www.cepr.net/response_to_dollar_kraay.htm 

 

 

........................................................ 

 
 

"In endorsing the proposal for the Millennium Assembly and Millennium Summit...the General 
Assembly decided that the turn of the century constitutes a unique and symbolically compelling 
moment for the membership of the United Nations to articulate and affirm an animating vision for 
the United Nations in the new era." 

United Nations Millennium Assembly Website 
web.archive.org/web/20000815060358/http://www.un.org/millennium/  

 

.......................................................... 
 
 
 

In summer 2000, I told Claire Melamed of Christian Aid and Ed Anderson of Sussex University 
on the phone about the fact that the World Bank researchers were using a method in which the 
figures looked better if the poor die. 
 
 

10 August 2000 
Re: Dollar and Kraay 
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To:     cmelamed@christian-aid.org 
File:   C:\CEPR on D and K.zip (129522 bytes) DL Time (32000 bps): < 1 minute 

Claire  

Thanks for the papers. [sent after phone call to discuss mortality error in the context of World 
Bank publicising the strange Dollar and Kraay claims] 

I've found another one, from the Center for Economic Policy and Research in Washington - 
released on Monday. 

It mentions the possibility that the poorest dying off can make the figures look better. This still 
seems plausible to me, but more plausible is that the figures look better if non-productive people 
die. 

I wonder what you think of the following. 

On the first point, if deaths of the poorest households turn out not have a statistically significant 
effect on the income figure for the poorest quintile, why is this? I would have thought for the same 
reason that the average income in the quintile isn't far from the top income: if you're very far 
below the top you drop out of the figures, because the consumption level isn't enough to sustain 
life.  

On the second point, It looks to me as though the biggest influence on per capita income figures is 
the proportion of non-productive members of households - largely children. One reason why 

per capita income figures go up can be that fertility rates have gone down (this might be due 
to growth among the poor, national growth, or something else). Per capita incomes in China have 
gone up - there aren't many children.  ... 
 
 
[Later note: ie not many children per adult, so more earners per capita - not the same thing as 
incomes rising for people given their age.] 

 

 

10 August 2000 
Growth and survival 
To: e.w.j.anderson@ids.ac.uk 

Dear Ed, 

Here are some thoughts on what we discussed [on the telephone]. 

The CEPR paper mentions the possibility that the poorest dying off can make the figures look 
better. This still seems plausible to me, but more plausible is that the figures look better if non-
productive people die. ... 
 
It would seem sensible to compare countries' national and bottom-quintile growth rates along 
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with 1) fertility rates; 2) ratios of productive to non-productive members of households; and 

3) death rates among non-productive members of households (under-fives would be a good start).  

In practice there are more children than adults - so many that more than 50% of all deaths in the 
global poorest quintile are of people under 15, even though the death rate for people in this age 
group is 21% . A small percentage increase in their death rate results in a large number of children 
dying.  

I do wonder how in a situation where a high numbers of children die, there could be more debate 

about the effects of growth on fertility rates and survival rather than on tiny changes in 

income. 

 
 

 

 

10 August 2000 
To: weisbrot@cepr.net 
Subject: Growth and survival 
 
Dear Mark 
 
I've seen your new paper on growth and the poor, and was relieved that someone has raised the 
possibility that income figures look better if the poorest die off. 
 
This seems plausible to me, but maybe more plausible is that the figures look better if non-
productive people die. 
 
I wonder what you think of the following. 
 
On the first point, Jonathan Morduch at Princeton has suggested to me that deaths of the poorest 
households may not have a statistically significant effect on the income figure for the poorest 
quintile. If he is right, why is this? I would have thought for the same reason that the average 
income in the quintile isn't far from the top income: if you're very far below the top you drop 

out of the figures, because the consumption level isn't enough to sustain life... 

 

 

 
............................................. 
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Note 11 August 2000 

..I don’t agree with the main International Development Target that gets attention:  reducing the 
proportion of people living on under $1 a day by half by 2015.    If  the poorest or least 
productive people die off, it looks like better progress has been achieved... 

 

.......................................... 

 

 
"The Secretary-General of the United Nations welcomed the colleagues from the Bretton Woods 
institutions. ...  

In his report entitled 'We the peoples: the role of the United Nations in the twenty-first century' 
(A/54/2000) (Millennium Report), he had proposed reducing by half, before the year 2015, the 
proportion of people in the world living on $1 a day or less." 

Report of the Economic and Social Council for 2000 
21 August 2000 
http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N00/613/81/PDF/N0061381.pdf?OpenElement  

 
 
MB note: A footnote states, "The present report is a preliminary version of those sections of the 
report ".  I am not aware of any other version issued. 

  

..................................... 

 
 
 
"Secretary General Kofi Annan's Millennium Report entitled "We the Peoples: The Role of the 
United Nations in the 21st Century," released in April, will be the basis for the round table 
discussions.  
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In the report, Annan asked world leaders to take action in several areas: to halve the proportion 
of people (currently 22 percent) whose income is less than one dollar a day and halve the 
proportion of people (currently 20 percent) who do not have access to safe drinking water by 
2015... 

...the deputy secretary general pointed out. "What the Summit will do is elevate the level of 
commitment to make it a commitment by the leaders themselves. This makes a big difference."  

U.S. Department of State 
30 August 2000 
wfile.ait.org.tw/wf-archive/2000/000830/epf304.htm  

  

 

  

"We, the Council of Presidents of the General Assembly of the United Nations, on the occasion of 
the Millennium Summit, declare as follows:... 
 
We support the recommendations of the Secretary-General regarding the urgent need for new 
and comprehensive efforts by the United Nations... to combat poverty" 

1 September 2000  
http://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/7391679.88300323.html 

  

 

 
"...summit…will almost certainly endorse a UN declaration...  
halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less than a dollar a 
day." 

The Guardian  
2 September 2000 
www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/02/cuba.ewenmacaskill 
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"Annan's Millennium report is to be endorsed by a stirring nine-page Assembly declaration... 

Drawing on Annan's near-utopian objectives, it will set such goals as halving by the year 2015 the 
22 percent of the world's population now existing on less than a dollar a day ..." 

Reuters 
3 Sept 2000 
ww1.utusan.com.my/utusan/info.asp?y=2000&dt=0903&pub=Utusan_Express&sec=Features&pg
=fe_04.htm#ixzz3eeMIsZ4X 

  

  
 

"When the summit meeting ends, there will be commitments to some very ambitious goals, part of 
an action plan advertised on billboards around New York.  
 
World leaders will pledge to halve the number [?] of the world's people who live on less than $1 a 
day. [not a real dollar]  
 
There are more than a billion of them. Almost an equal number -- many of the same people -- do 
not have access to clean [?] water.   

Their number [?] should also be halved by 2015. " 

Barbara Crossette 
Globalization Tops 3-Day U.N. Agenda For World Leaders 
New York Times 
3 September 2000 
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/03/world/globalization-tops-3-day-un-agenda-for-world-
leaders.html  

 

 

 
"Diplomacy: This week, the secretary-general will seek a pact on slashing extreme poverty, 
reversing the spread of AIDS and boosting peacekeeping. The sidelines are where much of the real 
action is expected to occur. 
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UNITED NATIONS — In what may be the largest gathering of presidents, premiers and potentates 
in history, more than 150 international leaders will converge on the United Nations this week with 
a formidable goal: solving the world's direst problems. 

For U.N. Secretary-General Kofi Annan, the Millennium Summit is a symbolic chance to reinvent 
the troubled world body. By the end of the week, he wants each leader to pledge support for a bevy 
of targets, including halving extreme poverty by 2015" 

Millennium Summit at U.N. to Draw 150 Leaders 
Los Angeles Times 
4 September 2000 
http://articles.latimes.com/2000/sep/04/news/mn-15340 

 
 

 

"When the summit meeting ends, there are to be commitments to ambitious global targets. World 
leaders will pledge to halve the number [!] of the world’s people who live  
 
[seems to imply a baseline of 2000]  
 
on less than $1 a day. There are more than a billion such people. 

Almost an equal number — many of them the same ones — do not have access to clean water.  
 
Their number [!] should also be cut in half by 2015, leaders will say." 

"Reuters and The Associated Press contributed to this report."  

5 September 2000 
http://abcnews.go.com/International/story?id=82712&page=1&singlePage=true  

 
 
 
Above references to "number" rather than "proportion" are incorrect.   
 
However, the more important aspect may be an expectation among journalists that the leaders 
would agree a 2000 baseline:  
 
"halve the number...who live...there are more than..."..."do not have...their number should also be 
cut in half"  
 
-  present tenses. 
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"The draft Declaration, which is annexed to the resolution, contains 32 operative paragraphs.  
 
It commences with a statement of shared values and principles from the gathered Heads of State 
and Government, in which they reaffirm their faith in the United Nations and its Charter, and 
acknowledge their collective responsibility to uphold the principles of human dignity, equality 
and equity.  
 
The draft Declaration states that the central challenge of today is to ensure that globalization 
becomes a positive force for all the world’s people.  
 
Freedom, equality, solidarity, tolerance, respect for nature and shared responsibility are 
identified as fundamental values essential to international relations. 

To translate those values into action, the draft Declaration assigns special significance to certain 
key objectives, identified under seven headings.  
 
Under the heading "Peace and Security", it would have those at the Summit commit to sparing no 
effort to free people from the scourge of war and also seek to eliminate the dangers posed by 
weapons of mass destruction. 

Among the objectives listed under "Development and Eradication of Poverty", the Summit would 
resolve to halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people whose income is less than 
a dollar a day and the proportion who suffer from hunger." 
 
 
[Note that the Millennium Declaration considers more people than those who are "chronically 
malnourished" as in the later FAO reports on the so-called "MDGs".   
But in 2000, as in 1996, world leaders were less ambitious than the previous focus on 
malnutrition.] 

United Nations 
Press Release 
5 September 2000 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2000/20000905.ga9745.doc.html 
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Address by Harri Holkeri, President of the General Assembly 2000-1: 

 
"...the Summit is a unique, symbolic moment. The Summit Declaration ...will guide our work....for 
years to come. … 
 
The Declaration will constitute an authoritative mandate for our work.… 
 
...the Secretary-General...His report entitled "We the peoples" (A/54/2000) laid an indispensable 
foundation for the work of the Summit. It has also set for us new standards in clarity of purpose, 
relevance and readability. ... 
 
It will be the responsibility of the General Assembly to...put into practice the political commitment 
of our Heads of State or Government. The General Assembly and its Main Committees ...must 
reflect the results of the Summit in their work. We need to avoid a business as-usual mentality."  
 

Harri Holkeri, President of the General Assembly 2000-2001 
5 September 2000 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/55/PV.1 

 

 

 

 

Below is a document claimed to be "President's Working Draft" of the Millennium Declaration, 
from: 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20001213104100/http://www.sovereignty.net/p/gov/madeclaration.htm 
. 

 
 
One passage different from the adopted version of the Millennium Declaration is: 
 
"14. We resolve further: 

•  To halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people (currently 22 per cent) whose 
income is less than one dollar a day. 

•  To halve, by the same date, the proportion of people (currently 20 per cent) who are unable to 
access, or to afford, safe drinking water." 
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Millennium Assembly & Summit Declaration 

PRESIDENT'S WORKING DRAFT 

[Anonymous] Editor's note: This is the near-final draft, prepared by a handful of selected 
delegates and U.N. staff for General Assembly President Theo-Ben Gurirab of Namibia, which 
will be presented to the delegates to the Millennium Assembly and Summit meeting at the United 
Nation in New York, September 6 - 9, 2000. Delegates will undoubtedly make minor word 
changes during the session, but the essence of the Declaration will remain. 

 

I. Values and Principles 

1. We, the Heads of State and Government of the Member States of the United Nations, have 
gathered at the dawn of a new Millennium at United Nations Headquarters in New York to 
reaffirm our faith in the Organization and its Charter as indispensable foundations of a more 
peaceful, prosperous and just world. 

2. We recognize that, in addition to our separate responsibilities to our individual societies, we 
have a collective responsibility to uphold the principles of equality and equity at the global level. 
As leaders we have a duty, therefore, to all the world's people, especially to the most vulnerable 
and, in particular, the children of the world, to whom the future belongs. 

3. We reaffirm our commitment to the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter, 
which have proved timeless and universal. Indeed, their relevance and capacity to inspire have 
increased as nations and peoples have become increasingly inter-connected and interdependent 

4. We believe that the central challenge we face today is to ensure that globalization becomes a 
positive force for all the world's people. For while globalization offers great opportunities, at 
present its benefits are very unevenly distributed and its costs mainly borne by the developing 
countries. To be inclusive and equitable, globalization requires broad and sustained effort to create 
a shared future, based upon our common humanity in all its diversity. It also requires policies and 
measures that are sensitive to the needs of developing countries. 

5. We consider certain fundamental values to be essential to international relations in the 21st 
Century. These include: 

• Multilateralism: The management of worldwide economic and social development as 
well as risks and threats to international peace and security must be a shared responsibility. 
As the most universal and most representative organization in the world, the United 
Nations must play a central role in exercising this responsibility. 
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• Freedom: Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children in 
dignity, free from hunger and from the fear of violence, oppression or injustice. 
Democratic and participatory governance based on the will of the people best assures these 
rights. 

• Equality: No individual and no nation must be denied the opportunity to benefit from 
development. The equal rights and opportunities of women and men must be assured. 

• Solidarity: Global challenges must be managed multilaterally, and in a way that shares the 
costs and burdens fairly in accordance with the most basic principles of equity and social 
justice. Those who suffer, or who benefit least, are entitled to help from those who benefit 
most. 

• Tolerance: Human beings must respect each other, in all their diversity of faith, culture 
and language. Differences within and between societies should neither be feared nor 
repressed, but cherished as a precious asset of humanity. Dialogue among all civilizations 
should be actively promoted. 

• Respect for nature: Prudence must be shown in the management of all living species and 
natural resources, in accordance with the precepts of sustainable development. Only so can 
the immeasurable riches provided to us by nature be preserved and passed on to our 
descendants. The current unsustainable patterns of production and consumption must be 
seriously addressed in the interest of our future welfare. 

6. In translating these shared values into actions we have identified the key objectives to which we 
assign particular significance. 

 

II. Peace, Security and Disarmament 

7. We will spare no effort to free our peoples from the scourge of war, both intra and interstate, 
which has claimed more than 5 million lives in the past decade. We will at the same time seek to 
eliminate the dangers posed by weapons of mass destruction. 

8. We resolve therefore: 

• To strengthen respect for the rule of law, in international as in national affairs, and in 
particular to ensure the implementation of both the agreed provisions of treaties on the 
control of armaments and of international humanitarian and human rights laws. In this 
connection, we urge all States to sign and ratify the Rome Statute of the International 
Criminal Court. 

• To enhance the effectiveness of the United Nations in the maintenance of peace and 
security, by giving it the resources and the tools required to promote conflict prevention, 
the peaceful resolution of disputes, post-conflict peace building and reconstruction, and by 
strengthening the capacity of the Organization to conduct peace keeping operations. 

• To take concerted action against the menaces of terrorism and drug trafficking and to 
expedite the adoption of an International Convention against Terrorism. 

• To minimize the adverse effects of economic sanctions on innocent populations, and to 
subject sanctions regimes to regular reviews and to eliminate the adverse effects of 
sanctions on third parties. 
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• To take concerted action to prevent the illegal traffic in small arms and light weapons, 
especially by creating greater transparency in arms transfers and supporting regional 
disarmament measures, in the light of the recommendations of the International 
Conference on Illicit Trade in Small Arms and Light Arms in all its aspects. 

• To call on all States to sign and ratify the Ottawa Treaty banning the manufacture, 
production, use and export of anti-personnel landmines. 

• To strive towards the elimination of weapons of mass destruction, particularly nuclear 
weapons, and to convene a major international conference to identify ways of eliminating 
nuclear dangers. 

 

III. Development and Poverty Eradication 

9. We will spare no effort to free our fellow men, women and children from the abject and 
dehumanizing conditions of extreme poverty, to which more than a billion of them are currently 
confined. We are committed to fully realising the right to development and freedom from want. 

10. We resolve, therefore, to create an enabling environment- at national and global levels alike- 
which is conducive to development, the empowerment of women and the elimination of poverty. 

11. At the national level, it is now widely accepted that success in meeting these objectives 
depends in large measure on the quality of governance within a country. Internationally, success 
depends on the existence of an open, equitable, rule-based, predictable and non-discriminatory 
multilateral trading system, which guarantees special and differential treatment of developing 
countries, and on corresponding provisions to facilitate investments, transfer of technology and 
knowledge as well as financial flows. 

12. We also resolve to promote the special needs of the least developed countries and towards that 
end, call on the industrialized countries to: adopt, by the time of the 3rd United Nations Conference 
on the Least Developed Countries, a policy of duty-free and quota-free access for essentially all 
exports from the least developed countries; to implement the enhanced program of debt relief for 
the heavily indebted poor countries without further delay; to agree to cancel all official debts of 
those countries in return for their making demonstrable commitments to poverty reduction; and to 
grant more generous development assistance, especially to countries which are genuinely making 
an effort to apply their resources to poverty reduction. 

13. We also resolve to address the debt problems of low and medium income countries in a 
comprehensive and definitive manner. 

14. We resolve further: 

�  To halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people (currently 22 per cent) whose 
income is less than one dollar a day. 
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�  To halve, by the same date, the proportion of people (currently 20 per cent) who are unable to 
access, or to afford, safe drinking water. 

�  That by the same date children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full 
course of primary schooling and that girls and boys will have equal access to all levels of 
education. 

That by then we have halted, and begun to reverse, the spread of the HIV/AIDS, the scourge of 
malaria and other major diseases which afflict humanity. 

�  That, at the same time, we will have reduced the maternal mortality by three- fourths and under 
5 infant mortality by two-thirds of their current rates. 

�  That, by 2020, we will have achieved significant improvements in the lives of at least 100 
million slum dwellers in the developing and transitional countries, in accordance with the Cities 
Without Slums initiative. 

15. We also resolve: 

• To promote gender equality in its own right, and as an effective means of combating 
poverty, hunger and disease, and of stimulating development. 

• To develop and implement successful strategies that give young people everywhere the 
opportunity of finding decent and productive work. 

• To encourage the pharmaceutical industry to make essential drugs more widely available 
and affordable to all people in developing countries who need them. 

• To ensure that the benefits of new technologies, especially information technology, are 
available to all. 

• To strengthen cooperation between the United Nations and regional organisations in 
accordance with the provisions of Chapter VIII of the UN Charter. 

• To commit our governments to national policies and programmes directed specifically at 
reducing poverty in the poorest countries, to be developed and applied in consultation with 
civil society. 

• To develop strong partnerships with the private sector and civil society organizations in 
pursuit of development and poverty eradication. 

• To provide special assistance to children orphaned by HIV/AIDS, as well as those 
suffering from other diseases and their effects. 

 

IV. Protecting our Common Environment 

16. We must spare no effort to free all of humanity, and above all our children and grandchildren, 
from the threat of living on a planet irredeemably spoilt by human activities, and whose resources 
can no longer provide for their needs. 

17. We resolve, therefore, to adopt in all our environmental actions a new ethic of conservation 
and stewardship and, as first steps agree:  
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• To adopt and ratify the Kyoto Protocol, so that it can enter into force no later than 2002- 10 
years after the Rio Conference, and 20 years after the first United Nations Conference on 
the Human Environment and to begin the required reduction of emissions of greenhouse 
gasses, especially in developed countries. 

• To press for the full implementation of the Convention of Biological Diversity and the 
Convention to Combat Desertification. 

• To arrest the unsustainable exploitation of water resources by developing water 
management strategies at the regional, national and local levels including pricing structures 
promoting both equitable access and adequate supplies. 

• To intensify cooperation to reduce the number and effects of natural and man-made 
disasters. 

• To ensure free access to the information on the genetic code, since this belongs to all 
humanity. 

V. Good Governance, Democracy and Human Rights 

18. We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as the 
respect for all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the 
right to development. 

19. We resolve, therefore: 

• To fully observe and uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
• To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of civil, political, 

economic, social and cultural rights. 
• To support capacity building in all our countries to implement the principles and practices 

of democracy and respect for human rights including minority rights. 
• To press for more inclusive and participatory political processes in all of countries. 
• To rectify the prevailing imbalance in global decision-making, whereby rules to facilitate 

the expansion of markets have become more robust and enforceable, while measures and 
international cooperation that promote equally valid social objectives- such as development 
and poverty eradication, human rights, labour standards or environmental concerns- have 
lagged behind in implementation. 

• To ensure the right of the media to perform its essential role of informing the public, and 
the right of the public to receive ideas and information provided by the media. 

 

 

VI. Protecting the Vulnerable 

20. We will spare no effort to ensure that women and children and all civilian populations who 
suffer disproportionately the consequences of natural disasters and armed conflicts, are given 
every assistance and protection to regain normal life. 

We resolve, therefore: 
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• To expand the protection of civilians in complex emergencies. 
• To combat violence against women in all its forms, 
• To encourage the ratification and full implementation of the Convention of the Rights on 

the Child, as well as the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on 
the Involvement of Children in Armed Conflicts. 

 

VII. Meeting the Special Needs of Africa 

21. Extreme poverty in Sub-Saharan Africa affects a higher proportion of the population than in 
any other region. It is compounded by a higher incidence of conflict, HIV/AIDS and other 
hardships. 

22. We resolve, therefore, that we will take special measures to address these and other critical 
needs of Africa, including the need for debt cancellation, improved market access and enhanced 
ODA and FDI flows and give our full support to Africans in their struggle for durable peace and 
sustainable development. 

 

VIII. Strengthening the United Nations 

23. We will spare no effort to make the United Nations a more effective instrument for pursuing 
all of these priorities; the fight against poverty, ignorance and disease; the fight against injustice; 
the fight against violence, terror and crime; and the fight against the degradation and destruction of 
our common home. 

24. We resolve, therefore: 

• To restore the centrality and enhance the effectiveness of the General Assembly as the 
chief deliberative and representative organ of the United Nations. 

• To call for the speedy reform and enlargement of the Security Council, making it more 
representative, effective and legitimate in the eyes of all the world's people. 

• To further strengthen the Economic and Social Council, building on its recent 
achievements, so that it may be able to fulfill the role ascribed to it in the Charter. 

• To ensure that the Organization is provided with adequate resources, on a timely and 
predictable basis, so that it may carry out its mandates. 

• To urge the Secretariat to make the best use of those resources in the interests of all 
Member States, by adopting the best management practices and technologies available, and 
by concentrating on those tasks that reflect the priorities of Member States. 

• To ensure greater policy coherence and enhance cooperation amongst the United Nations, 
its Agencies, the Breton- Woods Institutions, as well as other multilateral bodies, with a 
view to securing a fully coordinated approach to the problems of peace and development. 

• To give full opportunities to civil society, parliamentarians, the private sector and other 
non-state actors to contribute to the achievement of the Organization's goals and programs. 
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25. We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration and, in cooperation with the Secretariat, issue 
periodic reports for information and further action. 

26. We solemnly reaffirm on this historic occasion that the United Nations is the indispensable 
common house of the entire human family, and through which it will be able to realise its 
universal aspirations for peace, cooperation and development. We will therefore pledge our 
unstinting support for the attainment of these common objectives. 
 

.................. 
 
Above text is claimed to be General Assembly President's Working Draft for Millennium 
Declaration: 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20001213104100/http://www.sovereignty.net/p/gov/madeclaration.htm 
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Summit speeches praised 2000-baseline proposals 

 

 

Note: The Secretary-General's report "specifically" urged the Summit to halve the proportion of 
the world's people without access to safe and affordable water "between now and 2015" and to 
halve the proportion "currently" 22 per cent on under a dollar a day. 
 
The speeches are available at: www.un.org/ga/55/pvlista55.htm . 

 
 
Spain: "... we must overcome poverty.... It would be unforgivable if we do not gather the means to 
do it. We heartily support the objectives set out to this end in the Secretary-General’s report for 
the Millennium Summit..." 

  
 

King Harald of Norway: "We have all agreed on the goals for international development. We have 
the knowledge to achieve them, and we have the resources to achieve them. We live in an age of 
unparalleled promise and prosperity. We will not be forgiven, and we should not be forgiven, if we 
fail to fulfil this promise, if we fail to share this prosperity with the neediest among us." 

  
 
 
"Let this be remembered as the time when the leadership of the world rose to the occasion and, 
using all its God-given wisdom, laid down the foundations of a healthy, safe and progressive 
global village to be our collective destiny in the new millennium. To that end, I pledge most 
solemnly the full cooperation of the Organization of the Islamic Conference." 

 
  

Egypt: "I want to congratulate the Secretary-General on the valuable report he submitted to the 
Millennium Summit; I call for a discussion of the ideas set out in that report in universities and 
other academic and research centres and intellectual forums." 

 
 
 
"to shine a light on....who is not doing what they promised to do may also help..." 
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Kofi Annan 
Millennium Summit  
5 September 2000 

 

"the Declaration we are about to adopt at this Summit...the specificity of the language and the 
time scales mean that we can and will be held accountable" 
 
Prime Minister of Ireland, 6 September 2000 

 
  

"The numerous specific goals and programmes outlined in this [Millennium] report could well be 
considered the United Nations plan of action for the twenty-first century... 

Afghanistan fully endorses the values and goals presented by the Secretary-General" 

  

 

"...Millennium Report serves as an excellent reference for checking whether our homework has 
been properly done." 
 
Mr Persson, Prime Minister of Sweden 
 
 
 
 
"Secretary-General...the report he presented...sets out clear and precise objectives. Belgium fully 
supports it. My country commits itself ...to support all actions that can help attain those 
objectives" 

 

 
"Kofi Annan has called upon the international community to endeavour to halve the number [?] of 
people living in extreme poverty by the year 2015. ...which I would very much like to support. The 
German Government will therefore develop an action plan detailing how Germany itself can help 
to ensure that this objective is actually achieved." 
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"I would like to reiterate Thailand's support for the Secretary-General's millennium report and 
our pledge to work with the international community in realizing the practical recommendations 
contained in it." 

 

 
  

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

"The Clinton Administration strongly supports Secretary General Kofi Annan's call to action on 
poverty alleviation, on economic and social development" 
 
U.S. Efforts on the Millennium Report "Call To Action" on Poverty and Economic Development 
Issues 
The White House September 7, 2000 
http://clinton5.nara.gov/WH/new/html/Wed_Oct_4_132349_2000.html   
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"President Clinton is strongly committed to working…to meet the vision of a sustainable future 
outlined in the Secretary General's Millennium Report." 

The White House September 7, 2000 
http://clinton5.nara.gov/WH/new/html/Wed_Oct_4_133235_2000.html  

 

 

 

"The leaders put their names to many ambitious goals, including halving the number of people 
living in extreme poverty, and the number who do not have access to clean water, by 2015.  
 
They will also try [?] to reverse the spread of AIDS by then, and to give all children a full primary 
education.  
 
Whether these goals are precise enough to allow progress towards achieving them to be regularly 
monitored, as the UN's secretary-general, Kofi Annan, is determined to do, remains doubtful." 

The Economist 
7 September 2000 
www.economist.com/node/359949  
 
 
 
[That did not stop the Economist and others from making unfounded claims in later years.] 
 
 
 
 
"They are saying admirable things. The next step is to do them  

At the largest assembly ever of world leaders, they ... promised fine things they [!] will soon 

forget. ...  
 
 

[Ironic, since the Economist itself later misrepresented the promises as including progress in the 
1990s] 
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This time may be different, says Kofi Annan, the UN's secretary-general,  
 
 
[As it turned out, it was not different, if "forgetting" counts as prime ministers later understating 
what they promised.] 
 
 
who wrote the report that became the basis for the declaration that the summiteers will be signing 
on September 8th.  
 
One of the reasons for thinking so is that this bid to better the world, to ensure that 
“globalisation” becomes a beneficial force for all - and not, as at present, regarded by the poorest 
as a term of abuse - is an unusually collective effort ... 
 
In all this, the UN sees itself as catalyst and target-setter - and monitor of the steps that may, or 
may not, be taken to turn the pledges into reality.  

[!] 
 
A main target, set by Mr Annan and agreed to by the summiteers, is to halve by 2015 the 22% of 
people who live on less than a dollar a day... 
 
Towards this end, the declaration calls on the industrialised world to adopt a policy of duty- and 
quota-free access for exports from the least-developed countries, and to be much more generous 
about debt cancellation.  
 
The special needs of Africa, the poorest continent, receive special attention.  
 
If such commitments do succeed in making the rich world a little less selfish in its dealings with 
the poor world, the puff and flummery will have been worth while." 

 

[Under John Micklethwait and Zanny Minton Beddoes, the Economist has continued to publish 
falsehood and misleading information about what was agreed at this summit, even after being sent 
the truth by the Press Complaints Commission in 2013.] 
 
The Economist 
Editorial 
7 September 2000 
www.economist.com/node/359559  
https://web.archive.org/web/20141116232510/http://www.economist.com/node/359559 
http://users.ox.ac.uk/~ssfc0041/Economist-Millenium.html 
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Note:  
 
Some media coverage of the Summit outcome may have been influenced by the circulation of a 
"President's Draft" which, like the Secretary-General's Millennium Report, mentioned particular 
percentages to be halved, clearly implying a 2000 baseline - rather than by taking the actual 
declaration to be referring to a 2000 baseline.    
 
However, in any case it is not clear why anyone would have thought the declaration was referring 
to anything other than a 2000 baseline.  

 

 

The chairman of one of the "round table" discussions between leaders claimed that his group were 
focussed on goals proposed by Kofi Annan, at least some of which had baselines of 2000: 
 
 
"The Co-Chairperson (Finland):  
 
I now give the floor to the Chairman of the round table held yesterday afternoon... 
 
 
President Chávez Frías ( spoke in Spanish ):  
 
...round table with heads of State, representatives of Governments of America, Asia, Africa, 
Europe and Oceania. ... 
 
 ...we spent about four hours there... 
 
I am going to make a major effort in these first few minutes to reflect the spirit that prevailed... 

My colleagues and I agree on one question based on the deliberations we are witnessing here and 
on the excellent report submitted by the Secretary-General to guide us at this Millennium Summit. 
How can the goals determined there be met? ... 

Let us inform our peoples about what was discussed here, about the conclusions that were drawn 
in this Summit..."  

 ..................................................... 
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"[the President of Venezuela] said there was also agreement [in the Roundtable] that the 
Secretary-General’s proposals could only be implemented through unity. ... 

The participants in the Third Roundtable were: Australia, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, Belize, Bhutan, 
Bolivia, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, Comoros, Congo, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea Bissau, Hungary, 
India, Iraq, Israel, the Kyrgyz Republic, Liechtenstein, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia, 
Maldives, the Republic of Moldova, Monaco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nauru, the Netherlands, 
Niger, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, San Marino, Sierra Leone, 
Solomon Islands, the Sudan, Tongo, Trinidad and Tobago and Zimbabwe." 

 
Third Millennium Summit Roundtable Press Conference chaired by President of Venezuela 
8 September 2000 
web.archive.org/web/20110826230801/http://www.un.org/News/briefings/docs/2000/20000908.ch
avezpc.doc.html  

  

 

 
"This Summit embodies the commitment of the world's political leaders to strengthen the 
foundations of the United Nations… 
 
In the international arena, there is no alternative to strong, multilateral institutions based on 
impeccable democratic legitimacy.  
 
Decisions and procedures must be transparent. Civil society must be more directly involved." 

Romano Prodi 
President of the European Commission 
8 September 2000  

  

  

 
"let us be honest at this Millennium Summit, too many times we have set new deadlines to reach 
old goals." 
 
Prime Minister of Denmark, 8 September 2000 
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"A declaration to be signed on Friday when the summit meeting ends has set ambitious 
benchmarks.... 
 
One such goal proposes to reduce by half over the next 15 years the number [?] of people earning 
less than a dollar a day.  
 
To achieve that, President Hugo Chavez of Venezuela reckoned, ''we should increase that income 
to levels of fairness and dignity for 140,000 persons each day of each month and of each year from 
the present until Dec. 31, 2015. ... 
 
The Italian prime minister, Giuliano Amato, agreed that radical efforts were required. " 

"Published: September 8, 2000  
United Nations, Sept. 7" 
www.nytimes.com/2000/09/08/world/summit-in-new-york-the-orators-un-speakers-urge-increase-
in-charity-to-the-poor.html  

 

 

Short extracts from the Millennium Declaration: 
 

 
"We resolve...by the year 2015...to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-
five child mortality by two thirds, of their current rates. ... 
 
[to about 3.6 million child deaths in 2015, or 10,000 deaths a day, not the 4.3 million a year 
implied by the easier MDG target proposed later] 

We resolve... 
 
• To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by all 
citizens in all our countries. 

• To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the right of the public to 

have access to information. ... 

We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic 
reports ... 

We...pledge our unstinting support for these common objectives and our determination to achieve 
them." 
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8 September 2000 
www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm  

 

 

Longer extracts from the Millennium Declaration: 

 

  
"We, heads of State and Government… 
 
...recognize that...we have a collective responsibility to uphold the principles of human dignity, 
equality and equity at the global level. As leaders we have a duty therefore to all the world’s 
people, especially the most vulnerable and, in particular, the children... 
 
 
6. We consider certain fundamental values to be essential to international relations in the twenty-
first century. These include:  
 
Freedom. Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children in dignity…. 
 
Democratic and participatory governance based on the will of the people best assures these 
rights. … 
 
 
 
11. We will spare no effort to free our fellow men, women and children from the abject and 
dehumanizing conditions of extreme poverty…. 
 
We are committed to making the right to development a reality for everyone... 
 
 
 
12. We resolve therefore to create an environment – at the national and global levels alike – which 
is conducive to development and to the elimination of poverty. 
 
 
13. Success in meeting these objectives depends, inter alia, on good governance within each 
country.  
 
It also depends on good governance at the international level and on transparency in the 
financial, monetary and trading systems.  
 
We are committed to an open, equitable, rule-based, predictable and non-discriminatory 
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multilateral trading and financial system. 
 
 
 
19. We resolve further:  
 
To halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than one 
dollar a day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger and, by the same date, to halve 
the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water. … 
 
By the same date, to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child 
mortality by two thirds, of their current rates. ... 
 
 
...To ensure that the benefits of new technologies, especially information and communication 
technologies, in conformity with recommendations contained in the ECOSOC 2000 Ministerial 
Declaration, are available to all.  
 
 
 
V. Human rights, democracy and good governance 
 
24. We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as 
respect for all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including 
the right to development. 
 
 
 
25. We resolve therefore: 
 
- To respect fully and uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
 
- To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of civil, political, economic, 
social and cultural rights for all. … 
 
- To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by 
all citizens in all our countries. 
 
- To strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement the principles and practices of 
democracy and respect for human rights… 
 
- To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the right of the public to 
have access to information. ... 
 
 
 
29. We will spare no effort to make the United Nations a more effective instrument for pursuing all 
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of these priorities..... 
 
 
31. We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic 
reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further action. 

 
32....We therefore pledge our unstinting support for these common objectives and our 
determination to achieve them." 

 
8 September 2000 
un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 
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The Millennium Declaration includes pledges which do not "expire":   

 

Leaders pledge constant effort for "genuine participation by all citizens in politics";  

 

to "ensure" public's right to information.   

 

"We request the General Assembly to review regularly progress on these goals" 

 
 
 
 
 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/55/L.2)] 

55/2. United Nations Millennium Declaration 

The General Assembly 

Adopts the following Declaration: 

United Nations Millennium Declaration 
 

 
I. Values and principles 
 

1. We, heads of State and Government, have gathered at United Nations Headquarters in New 
York from 6 to 8 September 2000, at the dawn of a new millennium, to  
 
reaffirm our faith in the Organization and its Charter as indispensable foundations of a  
 
more peaceful, prosperous and just world. 

 
 
2. We recognize that, in addition to our separate responsibilities to our individual societies, we 
have a collective responsibility to uphold the principles of human dignity, equality and equity at 
the global level.  
 
As leaders we have a duty therefore to all the world’s people,  
 
especially the most vulnerable  
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and, in particular, the children of the world, to whom the future belongs. 

 
 
3. We reaffirm our commitment to the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United 
Nations, which have proved timeless and universal.  
 
Indeed, their relevance and capacity to inspire have increased, as nations and peoples have become 
increasingly interconnected and interdependent. 

 
 
4. We are determined to establish a just and lasting peace all over the world  
 
in accordance with the purposes and principles of the Charter.  
 
 
We rededicate ourselves to support all efforts to uphold  
 
 
  the sovereign equality of all States,  
 
  respect for their territorial integrity and political independence,  
 
  resolution of disputes by peaceful means and in conformity with the principles of justice     
  and international law,  
 
  the right to self-determination of peoples which remain under colonial domination and  
  foreign occupation,  
 
  non-interference in the internal affairs of States,  
 
  respect for  
 
  human rights and fundamental freedoms,  
 
  respect for the  
 
  equal rights of all  
 
  without distinction as to race, sex, language or religion  
 
  and  
 
  international cooperation in solving international problems of an economic, social, cultural  
  or humanitarian character. 
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5. We believe that the central challenge we face today is  
 
to ensure that globalization becomes a positive force for all the world’s people.  
 
 
For while globalization offers great opportunities, at present  
 
its benefits are very unevenly shared, while  
 
its costs are unevenly distributed.  
 
 
We recognize that developing countries and countries with economies in transition  
face special difficulties in responding to this central challenge.  
 
Thus, only through broad and sustained efforts to create a shared future, based upon our common 
humanity in all its diversity, can  
 
globalization  
 
be made fully  
 
inclusive and equitable.  
 
 
These efforts must include policies and measures, at the global level,  
which correspond to the needs of developing countries and economies in transition  
and are formulated and implemented with their effective participation. 

 
 
6. We consider certain fundamental values to be essential to international relations in the twenty-
first century.  
 
These include: 

 
• Freedom.  
 
Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children  
 
 
in dignity,  
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free from hunger  
 
and from the fear of  
 
violence,  
 
oppression  
 
or  
 
injustice.  
 
 
 
Democratic and participatory governance based on  
 
the will of the people  
 
best assures these rights. 

 
 
 
•. Equality.  
 
 
No individual and no nation must be denied the opportunity to benefit from development.  
 
The equal rights and opportunities of women and men  
 
must be assured. 

 
 
 
• Solidarity.  
 
Global challenges must be managed in a way that  
distributes the costs and burdens fairly  
in accordance with  
basic principles of  
equity and  
social justice.  
 
Those who suffer or who benefit least deserve help from those who benefit most. 
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• Tolerance.  
 
Human beings must respect one other, in all their diversity of belief, culture and language. 
 
Differences within and between societies should be neither feared nor repressed, but cherished 
as a precious asset of humanity.  
 
A culture of peace and dialogue among all civilizations should be actively promoted. 

 
 
• Respect for nature.  
 
Prudence must be shown in the management of all living species and natural resources, in 
accordance with the precepts of sustainable development.  
 
Only in this way can the immeasurable riches provided to us by nature be preserved and passed 
on to our descendants.  
 
The current unsustainable patterns of production and consumption must be changed in the 
interest of our future welfare and that of our descendants. 

 
• Shared responsibility.  
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Responsibility for  
 
managing worldwide economic and social development, as well as  
 
threats to international peace and security,  
 
must be shared among the nations of the world and  
should be exercised multilaterally.  
 
 
As the most universal and most representative organization in the world, the United Nations must 
play the central role. 

 
 
7. In order to translate these shared values into actions, we have identified key objectives to which 
we assign special significance. 

 
 
 
 
 
II. Peace, security and disarmament  

 
8. We will spare no effort to free our peoples from the scourge of war,  
 
whether within or between States,  
which has claimed more than 5 million lives in the past decade.  
 
 
We will also seek to eliminate the dangers posed by weapons of mass destruction. 

 
 
 

9. We resolve therefore: 

• To strengthen respect for the rule of law in international as in national affairs and, in particular,  
 
to ensure compliance by Member States with the decisions of the International Court of 
Justice, in compliance with the Charter of the United Nations, in cases to which they are parties. 
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• To make the United Nations more effective in maintaining peace and security  
 
by  
giving it the resources and tools it needs for  
 
conflict prevention,  
peaceful resolution of disputes,  
peacekeeping,  
post-conflict peace-building and  
reconstruction.  
 
 
In this context, we take note of the report of the Panel on United Nations Peace Operations and 
request the General Assembly to consider its recommendations expeditiously. 

 
• To strengthen cooperation between the United Nations and regional organizations, in accordance 
with the provisions of Chapter VIII of the Charter. 
 

• To ensure the implementation, by States Parties, of treaties in areas such as  
 
arms control 
 
 and  
 
disarmament  
 
and of  
 
international humanitarian law  
 
and  
 
human rights law,  
 
 
and call upon all States to consider signing and ratifying the Rome Statute of the International 
Criminal Court. 

 
• To take concerted action against international terrorism, and to accede as soon as possible to all 
the relevant international conventions. 
 

• To redouble our efforts to implement our commitment to counter the world drug problem. 
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• To intensify our efforts to fight transnational crime in all its dimensions, including  
 
trafficking  
 
as well as  
 
smuggling in human beings  
 
and  
 
money laundering. 

 
 
• To minimize the adverse effects of United Nations economic sanctions on innocent 
populations,  
 
to subject such sanctions regimes to regular reviews and  
 
to eliminate the adverse effects of sanctions on third parties. 

 
 
• To strive for the elimination of weapons of mass destruction,  
 
particularly nuclear weapons, and to  
 
keep all options open for achieving this aim,  
 
including the possibility of convening an international conference to identify ways of eliminating 
nuclear dangers. 

 
 
• To take concerted action to end illicit traffic in small arms and light weapons,  
 
especially by  
 
making arms transfers more transparent and  
 
supporting regional disarmament measures,  
 
taking account of all the recommendations of the forthcoming United Nations Conference on Illicit 
Trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons. 
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• To call on all States to consider acceding to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, 
Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on Their Destruction, as well 
as the amended mines protocol to the Convention on conventional weapons. 

 
 
10. We urge Member States to observe the Olympic Truce, individually and collectively, now and 
in the future, and to support the International Olympic Committee in its efforts to promote peace 
and human understanding through sport and the Olympic Ideal. 

 
 
 
 

III. Development and poverty eradication 

 
11. We will spare no effort to free our fellow men, women and children from the abject and 
dehumanizing conditions of extreme poverty,  
 
to which more than a billion of them are currently subjected.  
 
We are committed to  
 
making the right to development  
 
a reality for everyone and to  
 
freeing the entire human race  
 
from want. 

 
 
12. We resolve therefore to create an environment – at the national and global levels alike – which 
is conducive to  
 
development  
 
and to  
 
the elimination of poverty. 
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13. Success in meeting these objectives depends, inter alia, on good governance within each 
country.  
 
It also depends on  
 
good governance at the international level and on  
 
transparency in the financial, monetary and trading systems.  
 
 
We are committed to an  
 
open,  
equitable,  
rule-based,  
predictable and  
non-discriminatory  
multilateral  
trading and financial system. 

 
 
14. We are concerned about the obstacles developing countries face in mobilizing the resources 
needed to finance their sustained development.  
 
We will therefore make every effort to  
 
ensure the success of the High-level International and Intergovernmental Event on Financing 
for Development, to be held in 2001. 

 
 
15. We also undertake to address the special needs of the least developed countries.  
 
In this context, we welcome the Third United Nations Conference on the Least Developed 
Countries to be held in May 2001 and will endeavour to ensure its success.  
 
We call on the industrialized countries: 

• To adopt, preferably by the time of that Conference, a policy of duty- and quota-free access for 
essentially all exports from the least developed countries; 

• To implement the enhanced programme of debt relief for the heavily indebted poor countries 
without further delay and  
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to agree to cancel all official bilateral debts of those countries in return for their making 
demonstrable commitments to poverty reduction; and 

• To grant more generous development assistance, especially to countries that are genuinely 
making an effort to apply their resources to poverty reduction. 

 
 
16. We are also determined to deal comprehensively and effectively with the debt problems of 
low- and middle-income developing countries, through various national and international 
measures designed to make their debt sustainable in the long term. 

 
17. We also resolve to address the special needs of small island developing States, by 
implementing the Barbados Programme of Action and the outcome of the twenty-second special 
session of the General Assembly rapidly and in full.  
 
We urge the international community to ensure that, in the development of a vulnerability index, 
the special needs of small island developing States are taken into account. 

 
 
18. We recognize the special needs and problems of the landlocked developing countries, and 
urge both bilateral and multilateral donors to increase financial and technical assistance to this 
group of countries to meet their special development needs and to help them overcome the 
impediments of geography by improving their transit transport systems. 

 
 
 
 
19. We resolve further: 

 
• To halve, by the year 2015,  
 
the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than one dollar a day and  
 
the proportion of people who suffer from hunger and, by the same date, to halve  
 
the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water. 

 
 
 
• To ensure that, by the same date,  
 



598 
 

children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full course of primary 
schooling and that  
 
girls and boys will have equal access to all levels of education. 

 
 
• By the same date, to have reduced  
 
maternal mortality by three quarters, and  
 
under-five child mortality by two thirds, of their  
 
current rates. 

 
 
• To have, by then, halted, and begun to reverse,  
 
the spread of HIV/AIDS,  
 
the scourge of malaria and  
 
other major diseases that afflict humanity. 

 
 
• To provide special assistance to children orphaned by HIV/AIDS. 

 
• By 2020, to have achieved a significant improvement in the lives of at least 100 million slum 
dwellers as proposed in the "Cities Without Slums" initiative. 

 
 
 
 
20. We also resolve: 

• To promote  
 
gender equality and the  
 
empowerment of women  
 
as effective ways to combat poverty, hunger and disease and to stimulate  
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development that is truly sustainable. 

 
 
• To develop and implement strategies that give  
 
young people everywhere  
 
a real chance to find decent and productive work. 

 
 
• To encourage the pharmaceutical industry to make essential drugs more widely available and 
affordable by all who need them in developing countries. 

 
 
• To develop strong partnerships with the private sector and with civil society organizations in 
pursuit of development and poverty eradication. 

 
 
• To ensure that the benefits of new technologies,  
 
especially information and communication technologies,  
 
in conformity with recommendations contained in the ECOSOC 2000 Ministerial Declaration,  
 
are available to all. 

 
 
 
 
 

IV. Protecting our common environment 

 
 
21. We must spare no effort to free  
 
all of humanity,  
 
and above all our children and grandchildren,  
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from the threat of living on a planet irredeemably spoilt by human activities,  
and whose resources would no longer be sufficient for their needs. 

 
 
 
 
22. We reaffirm our support for the principles of sustainable development,  
 
including those set out in Agenda 21, agreed upon at the United Nations Conference on 
Environment and Development. 

 
 
 
23. We resolve therefore to adopt in all our environmental actions a new ethic of conservation 
and stewardship and, as first steps,  
 
we resolve: 

• To make every effort to ensure the entry into force of the Kyoto Protocol,  
 
preferably by the tenth anniversary of the United Nations Conference on Environment and 
Development in 2002, and to embark on the required reduction in emissions of greenhouse 
gases. 

• To intensify our collective efforts for the management, conservation and sustainable 
development of all types of forests. 

• To press for the full implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the 
Convention to Combat Desertification in those Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or 
Desertification, particularly in Africa. 

• To stop the unsustainable exploitation of water resources  
 
by developing water management strategies at the regional, national and local levels,  
which promote both equitable access and adequate supplies. 
 

• To intensify cooperation to reduce the number and effects of natural and man-made disasters. 

• To ensure free access to information on the human genome sequence. 
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V. Human rights, democracy and good governance 

 
 
24. We will spare no effort to  
 
promote democracy and  
 
strengthen the rule of law, as well as  
respect for all internationally recognized  
human rights and  
fundamental freedoms, including  
the right to development. 

 
 
25. We resolve therefore: 

• To respect fully and  
uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

• To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of  
civil,  
political,  
economic,  
social and  
cultural rights  
 
for all. 

 
 
• To strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement  
 
the principles and practices of democracy and  
 
respect for human rights, including minority rights. 
 
 

• To combat all forms of violence against women and to implement the Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. 
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• To take measures to ensure respect for and protection of the human rights of migrants, migrant 
workers and their families, to eliminate the increasing acts of racism and xenophobia in many 
societies and to promote greater harmony and tolerance in all societies. 

 
• To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by 
all citizens in all our countries. 

 
• To ensure  
 
the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and  
 
the right of the public to have access to information. 
 

 
 
 

VI. Protecting the vulnerable 

 
26. We will spare no effort to ensure that children and all civilian populations that suffer 
disproportionately the consequences of  
 
natural disasters,  
genocide,  
armed conflicts and  
other humanitarian emergencies  
 
are given every assistance and protection so that they can resume normal life as soon as possible. 

 
We resolve therefore: 

• To expand and strengthen the protection of civilians in complex emergencies, in conformity with 
international humanitarian law. 
 

• To strengthen international cooperation, including burden sharing in, and the coordination of 
humanitarian assistance to, countries hosting refugees and to help all refugees and displaced 
persons to return voluntarily to their homes, in safety and dignity and to be smoothly 
reintegrated into their societies. 
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• To encourage the ratification and full implementation of  
 
the Convention on the Rights of the Child  
 
and its optional protocols on  
 
the involvement of children in armed conflict and on  
the sale of children,  
child prostitution and  
child pornography. 
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VII. Meeting the special needs of Africa 

 
27. We will  
 
support the consolidation of democracy in Africa and  
 
assist Africans in their struggle for lasting peace, poverty eradication and sustainable 
development, thereby bringing Africa into the mainstream of the world economy. 

 
 
28. We resolve therefore: 

• To give full support to the political and institutional structures of emerging democracies in 
Africa. 

• To encourage and sustain regional and subregional mechanisms for preventing conflict and 
promoting political stability, and to ensure a reliable flow of resources for peacekeeping 
operations on the continent. 

• To take special measures to address the challenges of poverty eradication and sustainable 
development in Africa, including debt cancellation, improved market access, enhanced Official 
Development Assistance and increased flows of Foreign Direct Investment, as well as transfers of 
technology. 

• To help Africa build up its capacity to tackle the spread of the HIV/AIDS pandemic and other 
infectious diseases. 
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VIII. Strengthening the United Nations 
 
 

29. We will spare no effort to make the United Nations a more effective instrument for pursuing 
all of these priorities:  
 
the fight for development for all the peoples of the world,  
 
the fight against poverty, ignorance and disease;  
 
the fight against injustice;  
 
the fight against violence, terror and crime; and  
 
the fight against the degradation and destruction of our common home. 

 
 
 
30. We resolve therefore: 

• To reaffirm the central position of the General Assembly as the chief deliberative, policy-making 
and representative organ of the United Nations, and to enable it to play that role effectively. 

• To intensify our efforts to achieve a comprehensive reform of the Security Council in all its 
aspects. 

• To strengthen further the Economic and Social Council, building on its recent achievements, to 
help it fulfil the role ascribed to it in the Charter. 

• To strengthen the International Court of Justice, in order to ensure justice and the rule of law in 
international affairs. 

• To encourage regular consultations and coordination among the principal organs of the United 
Nations in pursuit of their functions. 

• To ensure that the Organization is provided on a timely and predictable basis with the resources 
it needs to carry out its mandates. 

• To urge the Secretariat to make the best use of those resources,  
in accordance with clear rules and procedures agreed by the General Assembly,  
in the interests of all Member States, by adopting the best management practices and technologies 
available and by concentrating on those tasks that reflect the agreed priorities of Member 
States. 
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• To promote adherence to the Convention on the Safety of United Nations and Associated 
Personnel. 

 
• To ensure greater policy coherence and better cooperation between the United Nations, its 
agencies, the Bretton Woods Institutions and the World Trade Organization, as well as other 
multilateral bodies, with a view to achieving a fully coordinated approach to the problems of peace 
and development. 

 
• To strengthen further cooperation between the United Nations and national parliaments through 
their world organization, the Inter-Parliamentary Union, in various fields, including  
 
peace and security,  
 
economic and social development,  
 
international law and  
 
human rights and  
 
democracy and  
 
gender issues. 

 
• To give greater opportunities to the private sector, non-governmental organizations and civil 
society, in general, to contribute to the realization of the Organization’s goals and programmes. 

 
 
31. We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and  
 
ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic reports for consideration by the General Assembly 
and as a basis for further action. 

 
32. We solemnly reaffirm, on this historic occasion, that the United Nations is the indispensable 
common house of the entire human family, through which we will seek to realize our universal 
aspirations for peace, cooperation and development.  
 
We therefore pledge  
 
our unstinting support for these common objectives  
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and  
 
our determination to achieve them. 

 
8th plenary meeting 

8 September 2000 

 
 

----- 

 
 
United Nations Millennium Declaration 
8 September 2000 
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"The Secretary-General:  

...Your Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen.  

...thank you all for ...having given us clear guidance. ....  

I have read carefully the Declaration you have just adopted. ... 

You have said that your first priority is the eradication of extreme poverty. You have set specific 
targets to that goal...we all know the targets can be reached. ... 

It lies in your power, and therefore it is your responsibility, to reach the goals that you have 
defined. Only you can determine whether the United Nations rises to the challenge. For my part, I 
hereby rededicate myself as from today to carrying out your mandate. I know that the whole staff 
of the United Nations does the same." 

 

"The Co-Chairperson (Namibia): We have come to the close of this historic Millennium Summit... 

We cannot, therefore, afford to go back home from here and continue business as usual. We, as 
heads of State or Government, have the mandate and the responsibility individually and 
collectively to take bold steps.... 
 
We must act now by translating our commitments into action. It is time to combine our vision and 
our renewed commitment with the increased resources for the United Nations in a purposeful 
manner.... 
 
We must fulfil our promises..." 

[The following text of the co-chairperson's statement is from a press release, 
www.un.org/press/en/2000/20000908.ga9758.doc.html , since the official record refers to a non-
existent paragraph in the Declaration:] 
 
 

"I ... call upon [the new President of the General Assembly, Harri Holkeri] to ensure the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration and pay particular attention to paragraph 31."  

 
Paragraph 31 of the Millennium Declaration reads: 

 
"We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
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implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic 
reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further action." 

 

 
 

.............................................................. 

 
  

 
"...Millennium Declaration ... endorsed targets... halving by the year 2015 the 22 percent of the 
world's population now existing on less than a dollar a day."  
 
Reuters  
8 September 2000  
itnsource.com/en/shotlist/RTV/2000/09/08/009080017/?s=millennium%20summit  

 
 
 
 

"Progress has been made in reducing poverty during the 1990s, most notably in China between 
1993 and 1996..." 
 
UK Department for International Development  
Target Strategy Paper:  
Halving world poverty by 2015 - economic growth, equity and security 
September 2000 
www.albacharia.ma/xmlui/bitstream/handle/123456789/31730/1574Target_Strategy_Paper__Halv
ing_worldpovertyby_2015_-_economic_growth,_equity_and_security%255B2000%255Dc.pdf  

 
 

 

 

"En los próximos tres quinquenios los mandatarios se comprometieron, entre otras cosas, a 
reducir a la mitad el número [?] de personas que vive en el mundo con un presupuesto diario 
inferior a un dólar (192 pesetas). Y hay un colectivo de más de mil millones de almas en esta 
circunstancia." 
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http://www.lavozdegalicia.es/internacional/2000/09/08/0003_187583.htm 

 

 

.................................. 

 

"World leaders make many promises on war, education, poverty 

Nicole Winfield 

Friday 8 September 2000 

With a bang of a gavel and a round of applause, more than 150 world leaders wrapped up their 
Millennium Summit with promises to send every child to school and deliver hundreds of millions of 
people from destitution by the year 2015. 
 
... the summit closed with a stern warning from Secretary-General Kofi Annan that the promises 
the leaders made in an eight-page Millennium Declaration not remain words on paper. ... 
 
In the declaration, the world leaders made a commitment to a new agenda for the 21st century - 
with a lofty goal of promoting democracy, strengthening human rights, ending wars and ensuring 
that all of the Earth's 6 billion inhabitants share in its wealth and prosperity." 

"In the summit declaration, the leaders promise major changes and set tough targets - to cut in 
half the proportion of people living on less than dlrs 1 a day, and the number [?] of people who do 
not have safe drinking water, by the year 2015." 

"Annan praised the leaders for committing themselves to such concrete pledges. 

"I am struck by the remarkable convergence of views on the challenge that faces us," Annan said. 
"And by the urgency of your call to action." " 

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/world-leaders-make-many-promises-on-war-
education-poverty-699351.html 
 
 
 
 
 
.............................................. 
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"The 147 leaders even managed to adopt an eight-page declaration. Though its goals were wildly 
ambitious - for instance, it pledged to halve those living on under one dollar a day by 2015 - at 
least it had the blessing of the most powerful on the planet. ... 
 
The UN Secretary General Kofi Annan urged the leaders to go home remembering what they had 
committed themselves to. "It lies in your power, and therefore it is your responsibility, to reach the 
goals that you have defined. Only you can determine whether the United Nations rises to the 
challenge,'' Annan said." 

Third World leaders deliver harsh truths to Millennium Summit 
The Independent 
9 September 2000 
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/third-world-leaders-deliver-harsh-truths-to-
millennium-summit-699412.html 
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......................... 
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"SUMMIT IN NEW YORK; In Statement By the U.N.: The Need For Balance 

Published: September 9, 2000 

Following are excerpts from the United Nations Millennium Declaration from the General 
Assembly:  

We believe that the central challenge we face today is to ensure that globalization becomes a 
positive force for all the world's people. For while globalization offers great opportunities, at 
present its benefits are very unevenly shared, while its costs are unevenly distributed.  

We recognize that developing countries and countries with economies in transition face special 
difficulties in responding to this central challenge. ... 
 
Thus, only through broad and sustained efforts to create a shared future, based upon our common 
humanity in all its diversity, can globalization be made fully inclusive and equitable. These efforts 
must include policies and measures, at the global level, which correspond to the needs of 
developing countries and economies in transition, and are formulated and implemented with their 
effective participation.  

We consider certain fundamental values to be essential to international relations in the 21st 
century. These include:  

FREEDOM -- Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children in dignity, 
free from hunger and from the fear of violence, oppression or injustice. Democratic and 
participatory governance based on the will of the people best assures these rights.  

EQUALITY -- No individual and no nation must be denied the opportunity to benefit from 
development. The equal rights and opportunities of women and men must be assured.  

SOLIDARITY -- Global challenges must be managed in a way that distributes the costs and 
burdens fairly in accordance with basic principles of equity and social justice. Those who suffer, 
or who benefit least, deserve help from those who benefit most.  

TOLERANCE -- Human beings must respect each other, in all their diversity of belief, culture and 
language. Differences within and between societies should neither be feared nor repressed, but 
cherished as a precious asset of humanity. A culture of peace and dialogue among all civilizations 
should be actively promoted.  
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RESPECT FOR NATURE -- Prudence must be shown in the management of all living species and 
natural resources, in accordance with the precepts of sustainable development. Only in this way 
can the immeasurable riches provided to us by nature be preserved and passed on to our 
descendants. The current unsustainable patterns of production and consumption must be changed, 
in the interest of our future welfare and that of our descendants.  

SHARED RESPONSIBILITY -- Responsibility for managing worldwide economic and social 
development, as well as threats to international peace and security, must be shared among the 
nations of the world and should be exercised multilaterally. As the most universal and most 
representative organization in the word, the United Nations must play the central role. . . .  

We resolve further:  

- To halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people whose income is less than $1 a 
day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger; and also, by the same date, to halve the 
proportion of people who are unable to reach, or to afford, safe drinking water. ... 

 - By [2015], to have reduced maternal mortality by 

three-quarters, and under-5 child mortality by two-thirds, of 

their current rates." 

www.nytimes.com/2000/09/09/world/summit-in-new-york-in-statement-by-the-un-the-need-for-

balance.html 
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BBC reporting in 2000 that the Millennium Declaration made commitments for 2015 – bizarrely 

contradicted by information from the More or Less "sleuths" including the BBC's "MDG expert" 

in  July 2015.   
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"SUMMIT IN NEW YORK: THE OVERVIEW; U.N. MEETING ENDS WITH DECLARATION OF 
COMMON VALUES 

By BARBARA CROSSETTE  

Published: September 9, 2000 

UNITED NATIONS, Sept. 8— Three days of brainstorming by the leaders of virtually all the 
world's nations ended tonight with a brave attempt to agree on a set of goals for the next 

millennium, and common values by which to govern. ... 
 
Few would expect the eight pages of ambitious pledges to be fulfilled, any more than citizens of 
any one country would believe the same promises from politicians. But the endorsement could not 

come from any higher authorities. 

'This has been the mother of all summits,'' Kishore Mahbubani, Singapore's representative at the 
United Nations, said. ''It also confirmed that the U.N. provides the only viable setting to develop a 
village council for a global village.'' 

http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/09/world/summit-new-york-overview-un-meeting-ends-with-
declaration-common-values.html?pagewanted=all 

 
 
 
 
...................................... 
 
 
 
 
"By Colum Lynch September 9, 2000 

World leaders at the U.N. Millennium Summit wrapped up what may have been the largest 
diplomatic talk-fest in history today with a wildly ambitious declaration to end poverty, halt the 
spread of deadly infectious diseases and bolster the ability of U.N. peacekeepers to do their jobs. 

But the three-day extravaganza may best be remembered for President's Clinton failure to jump-
start the Middle East peace process, the brutal murder--just hours before the summit's opening--of 
three U.N. relief workers in western Timor and an unplanned handshake between Clinton and 
Cuban leader Fidel Castro." 

"Participants concluded the summit with a declaration that pledged to slash in half the percentage 
of people living in extreme poverty, halt the spread of AIDS and provide primary school education 
for all children by 2015. ... 
 
"The central challenge we face today is to ensure that globalization becomes a positive force for 
all the world's people," the declaration stated. "As leaders we have a duty . . . to all the world's 
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people, especially the most vulnerable and, in particular, the children of the world, to whom the 
future belongs." " 
 
U.N. Summit Ends With Ambitious Declaration 
The Washington Post 
9 September 2000 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/2000/09/09/un-summit-ends-with-ambitious-
declaration/37c6b870-4e97-4dd8-bc49-cbbb5bbcdff9/ 

 

 

 
 
"The unique New York summit ended Friday by adopting ambitious goals....A Millennium 
Declaration, adopted by acclamation, pledged a renewed drive in pursuit of peace, security, 
disarmament and the eradication of poverty, especially in Africa. 

"We are determined to establish a just and lasting peace all over the world in accordance with the 
objectives of the Charter," the roughly 150 kings, presidents and government leaders vowed. 

They endorsed targets set by Secretary-General Kofi Annan to halve by 2015 the 22 percent of 
the world's population existing on less than $1 a day" 

Little accomplished at U.N. Millennium Summit 
Reuters 
September 9, 2000 
http://www.deseretnews.com/article/781753/Little-accomplished-at-UN-Millennium-
Summit.html?pg=all 

 
 

 

"The world leaders gave their governments 15 years to help the UN ...reduce by half the number of 
people living in abject poverty." 

UN: Historic Summit Ends With Huge Promises.   
Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty  
9 September 2000 
www.rferl.org/content/article/1094731.html 
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Times of India:  
 

 
 
 
Times of India 
September 10 2000 
 

 
 

"When about 150 government leaders representing a large majority of the world's nations ended 
their first no-frills working summit on Friday night, there was not much disagreement over the 
lopsided effects of the global economy. That was the easy part. Now, what to do about it. 

The leaders made lofty pledges in a declaration." 

Sept. 3-9 - A Gigantic Gathering Of World Leaders 
Barbara Crossette 
New York Times 
10 September 2000 
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/10/weekinreview/sept-3-9-a-gigantic-gathering-of-world-
leaders.html 
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"Text of the Declaration" 
 
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/09/world/09SUMMITTEXT.html  

 

 
 

"The summit declaration pledges, among other things, to halve the number [?] of the world's 
people in poverty, reverse the spread of AIDS and strengthen the U.N.'s ability to keep peace. 
Delegations had six months leading up to the summit to prepare plans on exactly how to translate 
their promises into practice, and Annan stressed that there will be an aggressive follow-up 

program to monitor implementation. ... 

Agencies inside and outside the U.N. are already working to translate promises into practice. 
Across the street from U.N. headquarters, the man who must head the mission to reduce the 
number of people who live on less than $1 a day is ready to begin. 
 
"Halving poverty in 15 years seems like the most pie-in-the-sky goal imaginable," said Mark 
Malloch Brown, head of the U.N. Development Program. "But it's really quite doable. And the 
people who can do it are right here. 

"This week they talk about doing something about poverty," he said. "Well, next week they can 
carry through."" 

U.N. Crafts Plan to Change World 
Los Angeles Times  
10 September 2000 
http://articles.latimes.com/2000/sep/10/news/mn-18487 

 
 

 
Mark Malloch Brown, the then head of the UN Development Programme in 2000, later wrote of 
the Millennium Summit and Kofi Annan's recommendation document, which had a baseline of 
2000: 
 

""in September 2000...Annan was riding high as a global leader...The assembly might have 
broken down....over a draft resolution, but it accepted his report wholesale." 



620 
 

 
Mark Malloch Brown 
The Unfinished Global Revolution 
Penguin Books, 2011 

 
 

 
 
"(AP)...Annan praised the leaders for committing themselves to such concrete pledges. 

"I am struck by the remarkable convergence of views on the challenge that faces us," Annan said. 
"And by the urgency of your call to action." " 

Finale of the Millennium 
Bangla2000 
10 September 2000 
http://www.bangla2000.com/news/archive/international/9-10-2000/news_detail1.html 

 

 

 
 

"The Millennium Assembly commenced its active sessions on September 12 and concluded on 
December 23.  
 
During the Millennium Assembly, the delegates discussed the issues and recommendations raised 
in the Millennium Assembly Report of the Secretary General (see A/54/2000).  
 
The Secretary General’s report suggested 4 initiatives and 22 proposals to advance 4 fundamental 
agendas:  
 
freedom from want (the development agenda),  
 
freedom from fear (the security agenda),  
 
a sustainable future (the environment agenda) and  
 
renewal of the United Nations." 

www.state.gov/documents/organization/7686.pdf  
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"targets set by the Millennium Summit, including the target to halve, by the year 2015, the current 

proportion of the world's poor people" 

Nguyen Dzy Nien, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Vietnam 
General Debate of the 55th Session of the UN General Assembly 
13 September 2000 
www.un.org/ga/webcast/statements/vietnamE.htm 

 
 
 
 

"we must now act to turn last week’s good intentions into effective action. This means taking 
responsibility to....increase transparency and accountability to make a tangible difference for the 
people we represent." 

Lloyd Axworthy, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Canada.  
UN General Assembly  
14 September 2000 

  

 

"Proponernos reducir a la mitad, dentro de quince años, el número [sic] de pobres que hoy 
tenemos, es un empeño sin duda encomiable..." 
 
"Setting out to halve in fifteen years the number [?] of poor people we now have is an undoubtedly 
remarkable endeavor..." 

Felipe Perez Roque, Cuban Minister of Foreign Affairs 
General Debate of the 55th General Assembly  
15 September 2000 
www.un.org/ga/webcast/statements/cubaS.htm www.un.org/ga/webcast/statements/cubaE.htm   
 
 
 
 

"Leaders at last week’s Summit provided this Millennium Assembly with a clear direction and a 
strong mandate.  
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Our countries have delegated us the responsibility to realize that vision of a better world and we 
must ensure through our efforts and determination that we do not fail them."  

Phil Goff  
Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade of New Zealand  
General Assembly  
15 September 2000 

 
 
 
 

"I wish to pay tribute to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, H.E. Mr. Kofi Annan, for his 
clairvoyance and leadership.  
 
His Millennium Report ...offers concrete, accomplishable and far-sighted recommendations.  
 
Austria welcomes this roadmap for the future course of UN activities and will follow its 
guidelines." 
 
"Human rights...are an essential prerequisite for comprehensive human development.  

If, however, we accept that most challenges to human security have a human rights dimension, we 
may wish to take a new, more operational look at the promotion and protection of human rights. 
How can we make our human rights regimes more effective in our societies? The Secretary- 
General has shown us the path to follow and I would like -to quote his words: "it is the poison of 
ignorance, all too frequently, that lies at the heart of human rights violations.  
 
Knowledge provides an antidote."  
 
Ultimately, it will be the citizens themselves who, through better knowledge, will become the 
owners of their human rights."    

[!] 
 
Austrian Minister for Foreign Affairs  
Benita Ferrero-Waldner 
www.un.org/ga/webcast/statements/austriaE.htm  
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"In East Asia the proportion of extremely poor has already plummeted from 28 percent to 15 
percent since 1990." 

Mark Malloch Brown, Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme  
International Herald Tribune  
September 21, 2000 
www.nytimes.com/2000/09/21/opinion/21iht-edbrown.t_0.html  

 

 

 
The first understatement of world leaders' commitments at the Millennium Summit? 

 
"...the international development targets...aim to halve the proportion of people living in extreme 
poverty by 2015 - which means a billion people being lifted out of poverty between 1990-2015.... 
The UN and all its members...are now all firmly committed to the targets" [!] 

 
Clare Short 
UK Secretary of State for International Development and Governor of the World Bank 
26 September 2000 
https://web.archive.org/web/20160215194447/http://www.clareshort.co.uk/speeches/DFID/DFID
%20Speech%20Sept%202000.pdf  

 

An article in the OECD Observer dated October 2000 also strangely referred to the 1990-baseline 
IDGs as "the goals for international development" despite the 2000 baseline in the Declaration just 
agreed. 
 
At the same time the article in effect showed one way the difference was significant, when it said, 
"China reduced its number in poverty from 360 million in 1990 to about 210 million in 1998" ! 
 
The later "MDG architect" from the OECD and the World Bank claimed:  
 
"The goals come from the agreements and resolutions of the world conferences organised by the 
United Nations in the first half of the 1990s."  
 
[! Misleading, since the 1990 World Summit for Children, for instance, was more ambitious.  So 
was the 1996 World Food Summit.]  
 
"These conferences provided an opportunity for the international community to agree on steps 
needed to reduce poverty and achieve sustainable development." 
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Sanjeev Gupta, Fiscal Affairs Division, IMF;  
Brian Hammond, Development Co-operation Directorate, OECD; and  
Eric Swanson, Development Data Group, World Bank 
Setting the seven development goals 
OECD Observer  
October 2000 
www.oecdobserver.org/news/archivestory.php/aid/359/Setting_the_seven_development_goals.htm
l 

 

 
 
 
"The UN Conference on the Least Developed Countries, which will be hosted by the European 
Union in Brussels next May, offers Europe a golden opportunity to live up to those promises, and 
to show the world that the commitments made at the Millennium Summit are not just words." 

United Nations Secretary-General 
4 October 2000 
www.un.org/sg/cuffarch/sgcu0900.shtml 

 
 

 

"The international community had held exhaustive debates on what needed to be done to halve 
extreme poverty in the next 15 years. His delegation hoped that the Committee would help to 
further those laudable objectives." 

Bhutan 
5 October 2000   
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N00/676/30/PDF/N0067630.pdf 

  

 

 

 

 

"[MDG] targets were formulated based on historical trends....projections to 2015 based on the 
global trends in the 60s, 70s and 80s." 
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Yongyi Min 
United Nations Statistics Division  
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Capacity/manila/Presentations/S6_P6.2_2_MDG
%20monitoring%20Post%202015%20rev.1.ppt  
 
 
 
 
 

 "Vandemoortele co-wrote the current eight UN MDGs, 18 targets and 40 indicators as a tool to 
communicate [!] UN objectives emerging from the Millennium Summit in September 2000   
 
[in fact to simplify, reduce and change them] 

...These were decided by measuring global trends in human development over a 25-year period 
from 1965-1990, and applying them to living standards over the 1990-2015 period, assuming that 
rates of progress stayed the same. 

The MDGs were not intended to increase rates of progress in human development so much as 
maintain them. " 

www.euractiv.com/development-policy/mdg-designer-fears-un-goals-dege-news-530429  

  
 

 
 
 
"Vandemoortele (2008: 221): 

‘Were progress for child survival, for instance, to continue as in the 1970s and 1980s, the global 
under-five mortality rate (U5MR) in 2015 would be two-thirds lower than in 1990.  
Were the global net enrolment ratio (NER) to continue its increase of the 1970s and 1980s, 
universal primary education could be achieved by 2015.’" 

www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/Rippin_Progress-Prospects-and-Lessons-
from-the-MDGs.pdf  

 

 

Jan Vandemoortele, co-chair of the group of experts which agreed the proposal for an "MDG" 
framework in 2001, omits key points: 
 
-  that after the Secretary-General proposed the "MDGs" the Assembly responded on 14 December 
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2001 by reaffirming the 2000 baseline, and  
 
-  that the Johannesburg Summit agreed and/or reaffirmed targets of reducing maternal, infant and 
under-5 child mortality from their "rate in 2000" 
 
-  that - at least according to a document on an OECD government website, he and his colleagues 
agreed a 2000 baseline for water, not 1990 
 
- that the General Assembly and world leaders have continued to reaffirm the generally wider, 
more ambitious goals agreed at summits and conferences both before and after the "MDGs" were 
proposed. 
 
 
"It was left to the group of UN experts [? – in fact representatives from the UN, World Bank, 
OECD and IMF] to set the baseline year. The choice quickly fell on 1990, for two reasons. First, it 
proved unrealistic to reduce hunger, poverty and the proportion of people without access to safe 
drinking water by half, infant and child mortality by two-thirds, and maternal mortality by three-
quarters between 2000 and 2015. It was obvious that more time would be needed to achieve such 
ambitious targets. 
 
...The US administration at the time took the view that the General Assembly never formally 
endorsed the MDGs; thereby questioning their legitimacy and authority. But since the targets 
were lifted verbatim [!] from the Millennium Declaration, we argued that formal endorsement 
was redundant because member states had already agreed upon them earlier."  [!] 
 
Jan Vandemoortele 
http://courses.arch.vt.edu/courses/wdunaway/gia5524/vandem11.pdf  

 

 

"the [MDG] team determined that 1990 would be a more reasonable fit compared to historical 
trends, thereby lessening the pressures on world leaders for 2015." 

The Origins of the Millennium Development Goals 
johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/SAISreview2014mcarthur.pdf    

 

 

 

"The commitment by world leaders at this month's United Nations Millennium Summit to halve 
global poverty and hunger...by 2015 has been dismissed by some as little more than a pipe 
dream.... 
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That is wrong. These and other goals that the world signed up to are — while deliberately best-
case scenarios — carefully calculated and technocratically grounded... 

In East Asia the proportion of extremely poor has already plummeted from 28 percent to 15 
percent since 1990. ...with only relatively small improvements, progress in Asia alone... will be 
almost sufficient to put the global target in reach. ... 

So this month's Millennium Summit was not a global day-dreamers' fantasy but based on real 
strategies and calculations."  
 
[! - A very odd statement, since many of the most prominent statistics - including that just cited by 
Mr Malloch Brown - were known to be unreliable, and both pledges and progress reports were 
misleading in view of the lack of correspondence between the implied concepts and the actual 
basis of the reported numbers - again, including the odd claim he has just made about "poverty" 
based on failure to assess what people need.]  
 
"Nevertheless it was what in the language of management-speak might be called a "stretch 
target."  

Mark Malloch Brown, Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme  
September 21, 2000 
www.nytimes.com/2000/09/21/opinion/21iht-edbrown.t_0.html  

 

 

 
"Secretary-General, in UN Day Message, Says Peoples of World Must Hold Their Leaders to 

Millennium Pledges 

NEW YORK, 17 October (UN Headquarters) -- This is the text of a “Message to the Peoples of the 
United Nations” by Secretary-General Kofi Annan to mark United Nations Day, which is observed 
on 24 October:  

My dear friends, seven weeks ago your leaders...set out their aims in a Millennium Declaration... 
 
National leaders ...need to remember the pledges they made...In the end, only you can ensure that 
the Declaration is more than fine words.  It is up to you to see the pledges honoured..." 

Secretary-General, in UN Day Message, Says Peoples of World Must Hold Their Leaders to 
Millennium Pledges 
Press Releases 
For information only - not an official document. 
UNIS/SG/2693 
18 October 2000 
https://www.unis.unvienna.org/unis/en/pressrels/2000/sg2693.html 
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.......................................................... 

 
Office of the President of the Millennium Assembly  

55th session of the United Nations General Assembly  
   
   
   

Non-Paper by  
H.E. MR. HARRI HOLKERI  

President of the General Assembly  

on the Implementation of Millennium Declaration  
23 October 2000  

1. The United Nations Millennium Declaration articulates a set of values, principles and goals for the entire 
international community in the early decades of the 21st century. It was adopted by acclamation at the 
highest possible political level, and has been well received by the media and public around the world.  
 
2. A concern that has been widely expressed is that the Declaration not be allowed to drift slowly 
into collective memory, but that it serve as a platform for concrete actions, stimulating and focusing new 
as well as existing programs at national and international levels alike. 

http://www.un.org/ga/president/55/speech/paper.htm 
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"Halving poverty and all forms of social deprivation in fifteen years, as outlined in the 

Millennium Declaration, and the credibility of the UN agenda will depend on our achievements in 
this sphere." 
 
 
Intervention by Mr. Kamalesh Sharma, Permanent Representative 
Informal Consultations of the Plenary on Agenda Item 182: Follow up to the Millennium Summit  
Permanent Mission of India to the United Nations 
27 October 2000 
https://www.pminewyork.org/adminpart/uploadpdf/8317191.pdf 
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Context: 
 

"Mr. President, 

Thank you for convening this most important Informal consultations of the Millennium Assembly. 
May we also thank you for the non-paper prepared by you to facilitate inter-governmental 
dialogue. ... 

...Our leaders have reposited a vision in the United Nations and expressed confidence in the UN 
as a vehicle for advancing human aspiration.  
 
While recognising that our goal must exceed our grasp, we have to think practically to give 
concrete meaning to the Declaration, through specific and targeted actions to implement the 
Declaration in a comprehensive, holistically and in an integrated and composite manner.  
 
We, therefore, welcome and fully support your idea, content in paragraph 4, that our aim should 
be to achieve a comprehensive and balanced approach, both in substance and procedure, during 
the follow-up to the Millennium Declaration.  
 
On entering a new century, our effort should ensure development focus on large sections of 

humanity that have fallen behind and on items of the Declaration that have a bearing on it.  
 
Halving poverty and all forms of social deprivation in fifteen years, as outlined in the 

Millennium Declaration, and the credibility of the UN agenda will depend on our achievements in 
this sphere. 
 
 The work of the UN in other sphere may be hostage to the progress in area of development" 

Informal Consultations of the Plenary on Agenda Item 182: Follow up to the Millennium Summit 
Intervention by Mr. Kamalesh Sharma, Permanent Representative 
Permanent Mission of India to the UN 
October 27 2000 
https://www.pminewyork.org/adminpart/uploadpdf/8317191.pdf 

 
 
 

 
.................................................. 
 
 
"The General Assembly… 
 
Stressing the need for maintaining the political will and momentum of the Millennium Summit at 
the national, regional and international levels in order to translate commitments into concrete 
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action ... 
 
Stressing the importance of a comprehensive and balanced approach in implementation and 
follow-up, 

1. Calls for an integrated, coordinated, comprehensive and balanced approach in the 
implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration at the national, regional and 
international levels ... 

 
3. Calls upon the entire United Nations system to assist Member States in every way possible in 

the implementation of the Millennium Declaration; 

 
4. Decides to use existing structures and mechanisms and upcoming events and special sessions of 
the General Assembly, as well as related conferences and events, to the maximum extent possible 
in the implementation of the Millennium Declaration, and requests the President of the General 
Assembly to follow up these processes; 

 
5. Requests the Main Committees of the General Assembly to ensure that the outcome of the 
Millennium Summit is taken into account in their work.... 
 
 
7. Invites the regional commissions, in cooperation with regional intergovernmental organizations 
and regional development banks, to review progress made towards implementing the Millennium 
Declaration... 

 
9. Recognizes that the implementation of the Millennium Declaration will require resources and 
adequate financing ... 

 
10. Requests the appropriate bodies to consider urgently how the implementation of the 
Millennium Declaration should relate to the biennial budget process and the medium-term plan; 

 
11. Requests the Secretary-General to ensure system-wide coordination to assist with the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration, and invites him to identify, within the framework of 
the Administrative Committee on Coordination, innovative ways of enhancing cooperation and 
coherence throughout the United Nations system; 

 
12. Invites the Bretton Woods institutions to become involved actively in the implementation of and 
follow-up to the Summit and to enhance their cooperation with other parts of the United Nations 
system for coherent implementation of the Millennium Declaration.... 
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14. Calls for enhanced partnership and cooperation with national parliaments as well as civil 
society, including non-governmental organizations and the private sector, as set out in the 
Millennium Declaration, to ensure their contribution to the implementation of the Declaration; 
 

15. Requests the specialized agencies, the Bretton Woods institutions and the World Trade 
Organization to keep the General Assembly informed about how they contribute to the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration; 

 
16. Requests that the events and conferences referred to in paragraph 4 above keep the General 
Assembly informed about how they contribute to the implementation of the Millennium 
Declaration; 
 

17. Reiterates the call to assess, on a regular basis, progress towards implementing the 
Millennium Declaration; 

 
18. Requests the Secretary-General urgently to prepare a long-term “road map” towards the 

implementation of the Millennium Declaration within the United Nations system and to submit it 
to the General Assembly at its fifty-sixth session; 
 

19. Also requests the Secretary-General to prepare a comprehensive report every five years, 
supplemented by an annual report on progress achieved towards implementing the Millennium 

Declaration... 
 
(a) The annual reports should reflect the broad array of specific goals and commitments 
enunciated in the Millennium Declaration… 
 
(b) All reports should focus, in this respect, on the results and benchmarks achieved, identify gaps 
in implementation…." 

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
55/162 Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit 
14 December 2000 
www.un.org/Docs/journal/asp/ws.asp?m=A/RES/55/162 

 
 

 
 
 
On 9 and 11 April 2001 I telephoned the OECD and World Bank "MDG architects", Brian 
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Hammond and Eric Swanson, in order to discuss the widespread and staggering error of using 
statistics which looked better if the poor die.   
 
I did not realise they had already misled that the baseline of the commitments in the Millennium 
Declaration was 1990 when it was actually 2000: 
 
 
"Reduce the proportion of people living in extreme poverty by half between 1990 and 2015. … 
 
Reduce infant and child mortality rates by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015.  
 
Reduce maternal mortality ratios by three-fourths between 1990 and 2015. … 
 
The goals are included in the recent United Nations Millennium Declaration  
by Heads of Government. …. 
 
[!] 
 
One of the great merits of the international development goals is that they address a specific set of 
objectives in a definite time period."  [!] 

Sanjeev Gupta, Brian Hammond, Richard Leete, and Eric Swanson 
Progress Toward the International Development Goals 
Finance and Development: A quarterly magazine of the IMF 
December 2000, Volume 37, Number 4 
"Eric Swanson is a Program Manager in the World Bank's Development Data Group; Sanjeev 
Gupta is Chief of the Expenditure Policy Division in the IMF's Fiscal Affairs Department. Brian 
Hammond is Head of the Reporting Systems Division at the OECD Development Cooperation 
Directorate. Richard Leete is Manager of the Theme Group on Data Systems Including Indicators 
in the Technical and Policy Division at the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA)." 
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/fandd/2000/12/gupta.htm  

 

 
 
After I raised the problem of statistics looking better if the poorest died with Jonathan Morduch on 
3 August 2000, his Princeton colleague Angus Deaton made a related point: 

 
 

"(....If per capita income were to rise as people died, would that make the impact of AIDS 
somehow less severe?)" 
 

The sentence is not in the current version of the paper but is in this: 
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Counting the world’s poor: problems and possible solutions  
Angus Deaton  
Research Program in Development Studies Princeton University 
"August 2000, revised December 2000" 
https://www.princeton.edu/rpds/papers/pdfs/deaton_worlds_poor.pdf  

 

The version in the World Bank Research Observer, 2001, omits that sentence: 

 
www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2013/04/17/000356161_20130
417152815/Rendered/PDF/766640JRN0WBRO00Box374385B00PUBLIC0.pdf  

 
 

 
.......................................... 

 

 

 

 

"Reaffirming that Agenda 21 and the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development should 

not be renegotiated ..." 
 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
55/199.  
Ten-year review of progress achieved in the implementation  of the outcome of the United Nations 
Conference on Environment and Development 
20 December 2000 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N00/571/15/DOC/N0057115.DOC  

 

 

More extracts:  
 
 
"Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 

[on the report of the Second Committee (A/55/582/Add.1)] 
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55/199. Ten-year review of progress achieved in the implementation  of the outcome of the 

United Nations Conference on Environment and Development 

 
The General Assembly... 
 
Recalling Commission on Sustainable Development decision 8/1 on preparations for the ten-year 
review of progress achieved in the implementation of the outcome of the Conference... 
 
Reaffirming the political importance of the forthcoming ten-year review of progress achieved 
since the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, and stressing that the 

review should focus on the implementation of Agenda 21 and the other results of the Conference, 
as well as the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 adopted by the General 
Assembly at its nineteenth special session, 6  

 

Bearing in mind that the substantive activities of the review should take into account, as 
appropriate, the results relevant to sustainable development of other United Nations conferences 
and summits and their follow-up activities,  
 
Bearing in mind also that national reports prepared by Governments since 1992 on national 
implementation of Agenda 21, to which major groups have contributed, could provide a fair basis 
for guiding national preparatory processes, 

Reaffirming that Agenda 21 and the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development should 

not be renegotiated and that the review should identify measures for the further implementation of 
Agenda 21 and the other results of the Conference, including sources of funding,  
 
1. Decides to organize the ten-year review of progress achieved in the implementation of the 
outcome of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development in 2002 at the 
summit level to reinvigorate the global commitment to sustainable development, and accepts with 
gratitude the generous offer of the Government of South Africa to host the summit; 

 
2. Also decides to call the summit the World Summit on Sustainable Development;  

 
3. Further decides that the review should focus on the identification of accomplishments and 

areas where further efforts are needed to implement Agenda 21 and the other results of the 

Conference, and on action-oriented decisions in those areas, should address, within the 
framework of Agenda 21, new challenges and opportunities, and should result in renewed political 
commitment and support for sustainable development, consistent, inter alia, with the principle of 
common but differentiated responsibilities; 
 

4. Decides that the Summit, including its preparatory process, should ensure a balance between 

economic development, social development and environmental protection, as these are 
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interdependent and mutually reinforcing components of sustainable development;  
 
 
5. Stresses the importance of early and effective preparations for the Summit and a comprehensive 

assessment of progress achieved in the implementation of Agenda 21 and the other results of the 

Conference to be carried out at the local, national, regional and international levels by 
Governments and the United Nations system so as to ensure high-quality inputs to the review 
process, and welcomes the preparatory activities carried out so far... 
 
 
15. Decides that the Commission, acting as the Preparatory Committee, should: 

(a) Undertake the comprehensive review and assessment of the implementation of Agenda 21 
and the other results of the Conference on the basis of the results of national assessments and 
subregional and regional preparatory meetings, the documentation to be prepared by the 
Secretary-General in collaboration with the task managers, and other inputs from relevant 
international organizations, as well as on the basis of contributions from major groups;  
 
(b) Identify major accomplishments and lessons learned in the implementation of Agenda 21..." 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
55/199.  
Ten-year review of progress achieved in the implementation  of the outcome of the United Nations 
Conference on Environment and Development 
20 December 2000 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N00/571/15/DOC/N0057115.DOC  

 

 
 
 

 

"the Millennium Declaration emphasized intensified efforts towards Security Council reform" 

"representatives applauded the use of electronic media by the United Nations, especially in the 
improvement of its Web site and the dissemination of the Millennium Summit..." 
 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY PRESIDENT SAYS MILLENNIUM SUMMIT DECLARATION ‘ONE 
OF THE MOST IMPORTANT DOCUMENT OF OUR TIME’  
23 December 2000  
http://www.un.org/press/en/2000/ga9851.doc.htm 
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"One-third of all human deaths are due to poverty-related causes, to malnutrition and to diseases 
that can be prevented or cured cheaply."  
 
"About one-quarter of all human beings alive today, 1.5 billion, subsist below the international 
poverty line... 
 
Because life expectancy among the very poor is much lower than average, far more than a 
quarter of all human lives – and deaths – occur within the poorest quartile.  
 
Conventional methods of measuring the extent of poverty may thus distort what is morally 
significant by assigning lower weight to the poor in proportion to their lower life expectancy.  
 
Suppose, for example, as is approximately true, that the poor live, on average, half as long as the 
nonpoor.  
 
The number of lives and deaths in the poorest quarter would then be twice the average number of 
lives and deaths in the other three quarters: two-fifths versus three-fifths.  
 
Forty percent of all human lives and deaths would occur among the poor, even while these poor, 
at any given time, make up only 25 percent of the world’s population.  
 
This distortion affects most conventional statistics I cite in this essay, though not of course the 
statement that one-third of all human deaths are due to poverty-related causes." 
 
"The hunger reduction plan adopted in Rome implicitly envisions well over 200 million deaths 
from hunger and preventable diseases over the 1997–2015 plan period." 

 
Thomas Pogge 
Priorities of Global Justice 
Metaphilosophy 
January 2001 
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Thomas_Pogge/publication/227680763_Priorities_of_Global
_Justice/links/02e7e5233771503b78000000/Priorities-of-Global-Justice.pdf   
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"Mr. Worthington: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development if she will make a 
statement on the progress being made towards attaining international targets for the reduction of 
maternal mortality.  

Clare Short: The UK Government are working to help to achieve the International Development 

Target  
 
[MB:  That has a 1990 baseline.  Why did the Secretary of State not mention the actual 
Millennium pledge?] 
 
of a reduction by three quarters in maternal mortality by 2015." 

 
House of Commons Hansard  
Written Answers 
10 January 2001 
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200001/cmhansrd/vo010110/text/10110w10.htm 

 

 

 

"...our goal, reiterated in the Millennium Summit, to halve extreme poverty during the next 15 

years." 
 
Harri Holkeri 
President of the United Nations General Assembly 
5 February 2001 
http://www.un.org/ga/president/55/speech/rural.htm 
 
 
 
 

Context: 
 
 
"Statement by H.E. MR. HARRI HOLKERI 
President of the General Assembly 
Rural Poverty Report 2001: The Challenge of Ending Rural Poverty 
Release Luncheon 
5 February 2001 
 
We have gathered here to launch the "Rural Poverty Report 2001: The Challenge of Ending Rural 
Poverty" of the International Fund for Agricultural Development. I should like to congratulate 
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IFAD for commissioning this report. It makes a significant contribution to the implementation of 
the Millennium Summit, in which 147 heads of state or government, and representatives from 191 
nations, pledged to halve extreme poverty by the year 2015. 
 
The report clearly points out, that to reach this goal, the international community needs to focus 
on the specific needs of the rural poor. After all, the vast majority of the extremely poor - almost 1 
billion men, women and children - live in rural areas. Poverty in rural areas differs from that in 
urban areas, and therefore, different approaches are needed. 
 
For the international community, a specific contribution of the Report, is its clear assessment of 
what constitutes rural poverty within the context of a globalised world. It identifies approaches 
that empower the rural poor to make better lives for themselves, their families, and their 
communities. 
 
These fresh assessments will help us to combat rural hunger and poverty on a sustainable basis, 
and to steer international development towards the needs of the rural poor. 
 
I am confident that the findings of this report we are launching today will also contribute and 
enlighten the dialogue and discussions at the forthcoming Third United Nations Conference on the 
Least Developed Countries, the Conference on Financing for Development, the General 
Assembly's Special Session on HIV/AIDS, and many other fora. 
 
I strongly believe that the Rural Poverty Report of IFAD will strengthen the overall international 
debate on and understanding of poverty alleviation, which will help us reach our goal, reiterated 
in the Millennium Summit, to halve extreme poverty during the next 15 years." 

 

Statement by the President of the UN General Assembly at Rural Poverty Report release luncheon 
5 February 2001 
http://www.un.org/ga/president/55/speech/rural.htm 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
"half, between now and 2015, the proportion of people who lack...safe water and...sanitation 
...This ambitious target...was endorsed at the Millennium Assembly ...in September 2000." 

 
UNITED NATIONS ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL  
23 February 2001  
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ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMISSION FOR ASIA AND THE PACIFIC  
Note by the secretariat  
daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NB0/100/09/PDF/NB010009.pdf?OpenElement   

 
 

 

 

"The Millennium Assembly of the United Nations marked an explicit world-wide agreement that 
extreme poverty must be halved from 1990 levels by 2015"  
 
[!] 

Department for International Development 
Departmental Report 2001 
Presented to Parliament by the Secretary of State for International Development  
[Clare Short] and the Chief Secretary to the Treasury [Andrew Smith] by Command of Her 
Majesty  
March 2001 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/250888/5111.pdf  

 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals - global targets that the world's leaders set at the 
Millennium Summit in September 2000...  

During 2001, IFAD participated in selected high-level events, for instance the UN, World Bank, 
IMF and OECD Forum on the Millennium International Development Goals and Indicators on the 
Objectives of Halving Global Poverty by 2015. Representatives of developing countries, bilateral 
donors, the United Nations and its specialized agencies, the International Monetary Fund and the 
World Bank gathered in March 2001 at the World Bank's headquarters for a seminar on the 
International Development Goals. 

The seminar took stock of the progress made in establishing a common set of quantitative 
development objectives; exchanged views on the opportunities for and obstacles to reaching the 
goals; and laid the groundwork for further international cooperation. A follow up meeting on 
harmonizing reporting on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  

[from the context, this refers to the 2000-baseline Millennium Summit goals] 
 
and the International Development Goals (IDGs) was held in New York in June 2001 to discuss 
the respective targets and selected relevant indicators, with a view to merging the two documents 
into a single set of Millennium Development Goals (see table below)" 
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[the table lists the Secretary-General's mostly 1990-baseline proposals] 

International Fund for Agricultural Development (2002) 
https://www.ifad.org/what/partnership/tags/mlun/1815547 

 

 

 

At the World Bank seminar, was its Managing Director talking about a baseline of "today" for the 
"overall goal of halving the rate of extreme poverty" ?   
 
The head of the UN Development Programme emphasised meeting the goals set by world leaders, 
not the easier "International Development Goals" with 1990 baselines.  
 
When speakers at the March 2001 seminar mentioned "Millennium Goals" or "Millennium 
targets" this could not refer to the MDG structure, because that did not exist yet.  They were 
talking about the Millennium Declaration goals agreed six months before, which did not have the 
easier 1990 baselines -  "Millennium Declaration Targets". 
 
When the head of the UN Development Programme said "we think there are 10 [goals]" he was 
talking about the Millennium Declaration - the "unique act of endorsement". 

He talked about "going to the Millennium Targets and then trying to go even beyond then some by 
referring to the broader Millennium Communique, which does demand levels of higher global 
action on imbalances in the world economy". 

 
 

 
"Opening Address:  "The International Development Goals and the Bank's Action Plan" 

Sven Sandstrom Managing Director, World Bank 

...International Development Goals ...I would like to say a few words about the Goals, where the 
world stands today in achieving them...2015 target date... 

"As of 1998, according to our estimates, about 1.2 billion people lived in extreme poverty -that is, 
on less than one dollar a day. ... 
 
..the world could meet the overall goal of halving the rate of extreme poverty by 2015. The number 
of people living under one dollar a day could drop to 780 million from 1.2 billion today, and in 
percentage terms, poverty could fall from 23.4 percent today to 12.6 percent by 2015." 
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"Opening Address: "Working Together to Reach the International Development Goals" 
Mark Malloch Brown [head of UN Development Programme:] 
 
...the question that Jim Wolfensohn set out in a recent letter to Kofi Annan: How can we best work 

together to ensure that the worthy aspirations embodied in the Millennium Declaration Targets 
be matched by real deeds at global and country level that bring real benefits to the world's 
poor?... 

...that which we are discussing today - holding ourselves, governments and others to account for 

meeting the targets...I think the UN System can build on the real momentum of the Millennium 
Summit...a new campaign...to monitor and benchmark poverty outcomes. 

This will draw on the authority of the Millennium Assembly... 

 
 
....REPRESENTATIVE OF FAO [Mr. Hjort] ..Mr. Stern made reference to the unprecedented 
agreement on [the] Goals, and I noticed that Mark Malloch Brown has spoken of the consensus on 
the International Development Goals, but then went on to speak about the Millennium Goals.  
 
I am sure that everybody knows that there is a fundamental and significant difference between 

the Millennium Goals and the International Development Goals.  
 
My question is will the International Development Goals be modified in the approaches that are 
being used from the country level on up to conform to the Millennium Goals.  
 
As you might expect, my primary concern is the omission in the International Development Goals 
of the goal that was established by the heads of state of all the governments that are represented 

here today to halve the number of persons hungry in the world by 2015.  
 
That goal is not in the International Development Goals; it is in the Millennium Goals, although it 
is a less aggressive goal there--it is the proportion, as it is with respect to poverty, instead of the 

number. Thank you.  
 
 
MR. RITZEN: Yes?  
 

MR. BROWN: On that, my view is that the International Development Goals were a step toward a 
process which has now culminated with a unique act of endorsement, which is the 160-plus 

world leaders - not ministers, but world leaders - at the Millennium Summit, and therefore, my 
view is that it is a step back to return to a less universally, less high-level endorsed set of goals.  
 
I also like the fact that they are slightly wider - we think there are 10 as against the 7 or so in the 
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International Development Targets. So I think both are steps forward. I think that, frankly, both 
have some omissions, and we may have to slip in a few extra ones. ...  

But certainly going to the Millennium Targets and then trying to go even beyond then some by 
referring to the broader Millennium Communique, which does demand levels of higher global 

action on imbalances in the world economy and therefore provide the legitimacy for this slightly 
expansion and balancing of the Goals--that strikes me as the way to go." 

 
 
 
Cyril Enweze, Vice President of Operations at the African Development Bank: 
 
"the task force can try to align the lDG targets and the Millennium targets.  
 
Frankly, I think that that is a very simple task that can be done very quickly. I had a quick chat 
with Colin at tea, and he has already done that. 
 
So let's not waste time on that, but let's recognize that it is there, and let's let the task force align it 
for us, and then we can dispose of it so that everybody can feel comfortable that we are all in the 
same place. So that is number one." 
 
From Consensus To Action: A Seminar on the International Development Goals 
The World Bank  
March 19, 2001  
www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2012/01/11/000333037_20120
111022246/Rendered/INDEX/662710v10TRANS00action0march1902001.txt 
 

 

 

 
 

There were further discussions the next day: 
           
 

"MR. RITZEN: ....alignment of International Development Goals and the Millennium 

Development Goals."     
 
www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2012/01/11/000333037_20120
111022545/Rendered/INDEX/662710v20TRANS065765B0march02002001.txt 
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Letter from Chairman of OECD Development Assistance Committee, 29 March 2001: 

 
 
"To: 
Heads of UN Agencies and Programmes 
 
Cc: 
UN, IMF and World Bank participants at the 19-20 March Seminar on the IDGs 
Delegates to the Development Assistance Committee 
 
From: 
Jean-Claude Faure 
 
Subject: Global Progress towards the Millennium International Development Goals: 
The Role of A Better World for All 
 
As I understand that there is a meeting next week of the Administrative Co-ordinating Committee 
in Nairobi, I wanted to reconfirm the DAC’s strong commitment to the partnership with the UN 
family on setting and monitoring development goals. 
 
 
[MB:  Interesting.  Goal setting is for governments, not officials.   What this official is saying has 
little to do with the most important facts - that governments had already made commitments and 
set goals at various UN conferences and summits, which far from rescinding, the member states 
were officially supposed to "follow up".] 
 
 
We in the DAC are delighted with the convergence in the international community on the 
importance of a common set of development goals to make the case for development and achieve 
real progress on poverty reduction and sustainable development.  
 
The adoption of the Millennium Declaration and the partnership between the UN, OECD, IMF 
and World Bank to produce A Better World for All are two very concrete examples of this shared 
agenda. 
 
At “From consensus to action: a seminar on the international development goals” hosted by the 
World Bank on 19-20 March, a number of participants encouraged a process of joint reporting on 
the International and Millennium Development Goals. ... 
 
As you know, the DAC has played an important role to date in the IDGs, and we look forward to 
doing so in the next phase, as we take account of goals from the Millennium Declaration.  
 
More specifically, as the body that collects data on aid flows, the DAC is well placed to contribute 
and analyse that data. And the OECD as a whole has a particular advantage in reporting on 
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progress towards policy coherence on aid, trade and investment by donor countries. This 
advantage is strengthened by the initiative just launched across the OECD on policy coherence. ... 
 
Following the seminar a small group that was active in the production of A Better World for All 
2000 met to discuss how to align the International Development Goals with the quantifiable 
global objectives in the Millennium Declaration and how and when a sequel to BWA should be 
produced. ... 
 
So I hope that in your deliberations in the ACC next week you will be able to take the opportunity 
to reaffirm the UN family’s commitment to continuing the BWA partnership.  
 
A reasonable next step would be to ask the partnership to reach early agreement on the alignment 
of the international and millennium development goals and the timing and role of BWA in regular 
reporting to the General Assembly on development progress." 
 

Letter from Chairman of OECD Development Assistance Committee 
29 March 2001 
https://archive.is/fVTZl  
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/mdgwaterbaseline.pdf  

 
 
 

...................................................... 

 

 

Subject: Life and death 

Date: 3 April 2001 

To: meb3@jhunix.hcf.jhu.edu 

 

Dear Ms Bonilla-Chacin 
 
I am very interested in reading your paper "Life and Death among the Poorest" after seeing a table 
from it in “The Evolution of Thinking About Poverty” by Ravi Kanbur and Lyn Squire.  I wonder 
if I could get hold of a copy of the paper or the survey data. 
 
I am working on a way of taking mortality into account when measuring welfare outcomes for 

a population over time.  I was very pleased to see your table show what seems intuitively right 
but not often acknowledged   -  the bottom decile do far worse than the next decile.   The 
implications seem to me rather important.     
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...To me, no outcome measure should look better as a result of higher numbers of deaths.    

 

 

................................................................ 

 

 

Around 3 April 2001:  Telephone call to Jeffrey Hammer, a Lead Economist at the World Bank 
and Maria Bonilla-Chacin's co-author for the paper mentioned above, to discuss the need for 
economists to look at survival rates when inferring benefit to poor people.  

Dr Hammer appeared very interested.  

If I remember correctly, he said something like:  
 
"wow, that's a really interesting way of looking at it";   
 
and  
 
"the data aren't very good anyway...some of us think assets are more important"  
 
[than the "expenditure" surveys used by the World Bank headline poverty claims and policy 
recommendations]. 

 
 

............................................................................................. 

 

 

Email to Caroline Anstey, Head of Media Relations at the World Bank.   
 
Ms Anstey was a former speechwriter to the President of the World Bank, and later became  
managing director. 
 

 
"To:   Canstey@worldbank.org 
Subject:  Correction to press release 
3 April 2001 

Dear Ms Anstey 
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Your press release of 2 April  
[news story based on this press release is at 
http://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/209/43317.html ] 
on Jim Wolfensohn's speech does not seem to be quite accurate, in a way that seems rather 
important for understanding of the International Development Goals by politicians and the public. 
 
Your release says,   "James Wolfensohn called on politicians to help launch a 
global campaign to meet the  international development goal of reducing the 
proportion of people living in extreme poverty by half by 2015. " Never was 
there a better time for such a campaign"." 
 
However, on the web page for the text of his speech, he is quoted as saying: 
 
".....none of the IDGs on health and education - namely, a two thirds decline 
in infant and under-five mortality, a three-fourths decline in maternal 
mortality, and universal primary education for all by 2015 - are likely to be 
achieved at the global level without a more concerted powerful campaign. 
Never was there a better time for such a campaign. " 
 

[James Wolfensohn, address to the Bundestag, Berlin, Germany, April 2, 2001. 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/391781468762627948/pdf/multi0page.pdf ] 

 
So the campaign he would like includes these targets.  In fact the targets 
cannot sensibly be separated:  the income target and the child mortality 
target, especially, are statistically interdependent.   The mathematics is 
clear  -  if more of the poorest children survive, then we have to accept 

that progress towards the income target will look slower. " [?] 
 
 
[MB later note: My statement would be true if nothing else changed.   
 
It might be true in practice in the short term.   
 
But the end result might well be parents having fewer babies because they are more confident of 
them surviving.   
 
Also, if they feel more confident that their own needs will be met in later life, the may be less 
likely to feel the need to have more children to take care of them].  
 
 
"The income target on its own is vulnerable to misunderstanding, since it is 

not about raising incomes, but reducing the proportion of people at a low 
level of income. 
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The International Development Targets were intended as a package, and Mr 
Wolfensohn is clearly very aware of this.   Politicians and the public may not be, and need to 
understand that unless the targets are worked on as a package, apparent progress towards the 

income target can be made with policies that are not, as a whole, good for the poor." 
 

 

 

............................................................................................... 

 

 

"Re: Correction to press release 

3 April 2001 
 
From: Canstey@worldbank.org 
 
I don't think there is a need for a correction. The goals are all outlined in 
the speech - to which the reader is referred. You are right he also mentioned 
health and education. But there obviously was not room in the headline [?] of the press release to 
mention all the goals...." 
 
 
[Ms Anstey seems to have made a mistake.   
 
I in fact said the (892-word) "press release" did not seem accurate.  
 
I had not mentioned the seven-word headline at all.] 
 
 
 
"A headline [?] saying he called for a campaign to meet the IDGs would have confused people 
even more. [?]  Hence the fact reason it was written as it was. It also pointed out that a number of 
the health and education goals will be met at the country level, the issue is how to reach them at 
the global level." 
 
 
[Ms Anstey seems to have made one or two more mistakes.   
 
The specific points she mentions are not in the separate news story based on her release.   
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Nor did the speech say anything about health goals being met at the country level.] 
 
 
"I apologizxe if there was any confusion." 
 

[! - Ms Anstey caused more confusion in the same email] 
 

[end of email from Caroline Anstey, World Bank head of media relations] 
 
 

........................... 

 
 
James Wolfensohn's speech reads: 
 

"If we all act together now, we may succeed in achieving one of the most important IDGs: that of 
halving the population living in poverty by 2015.  
 
The education and gender equality goals are also likely to be achieved by a considerable number 
of developing countries in several regions, and a few countries are on track to achieve significant 
reductions in infant and under-five mortality. 

But the fact remains that, if present trends are an indication, none of the IDGs on health and 
education-namely, a two-thirds decline in infant and under-five mortality, a three-fourths decline 
in maternal mortality, and universal primary education for all by 2015 - are likely to be achieved 
at the global level without a more concerted, powerful campaign. 

Never was there a better time for such a campaign. Knowledge about what sustainable 
development entails has never been better. The budgets of industrial countries have never been 
stronger. Technology has never been more dynamic. Our goals have never been clearer."     [!] 

 
 
I do not know why the President of the World Bank was talking about the easier 25-year IDGs, 
which had not been formally agreed, rather than the 15-year goals which leaders had pledged to 
meet, six months earlier.   
 
At the time, I was not aware that the pledges were for 15 years.   
 
But it would seem hard to argue against the idea that the President of the World Bank should 
know what world leaders pledged. 
 
Especially odd was Mr Wolfensohn's statement "Our goals have never been clearer". 
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............................................................................................ 
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Email to Alex Wilks, Bretton Woods Project 
4 April 2001 
 

...[the “halving poverty” goal] on its own provides a disincentive to helping the poor 

survive.   
 
Personally, I'd rather be alive with a low income even if this meant the goal being missed by one 
person. 

 
 
.................................................... 

 

 

 
Early April 2001: 
 
Telephone call to Srikanth Puranam, speechwriter to the President of the World Bank.   
 
I explained my concern about death rates, and the correspondence with Ms Anstey.   
 
Mr Puranam stated that he understood the problem that death rates influenced numbers of poor 
people, using the words, or words similar to, "I see what you mean".   

 

 

Subject: Berlin speech 
6 April 2001 
To: spuranam@worldbank.org 

 
Dear Mr Puranam 
 
I hope I have addressed you correctly. 
 
Here is copy of my email to Caroline Anstey and her reply. 
Thank you for your time on this. 
 

.................................................................................................... 
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9 April 2001:  Telephone call to Brian Hammond, head of development statistics at the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development, Paris.   
 
The call followed a suggestion by a UK civil servant, who I believe was Michael Schultz, chief 
social development adviser at the Department for International Development and a, or perhaps the, 
UK representative at the World Bank seminar on the international development goals the previous 
month, where moves were made towards creating the "MDGs". 

Mr Hammond and I held a discussion on my concerns that economic statistics look "better" if the 
poor die.  
 
He said, or said words very similar to, "morbid thought, isn't it?" and "the difference between us is 
that you're looking at the detail and I'm not".   He suggested I call his counterpart at the World 
Bank, Eric Swanson. 
 
As a representative of donor money, Mr Hammond was to become one of the main "MDG 
architects" during the next few months. 
 
 
..................................................................................................... 
 
 
 
Notes 9 April 2001 
 
 
No outcome measure can be humanely separated from mortality data for the same group. ...    

In the present case, total child mortality is going down, at a slower rate than we hoped.    

Between 1990 and 1998 mortality rates are higher than we hoped.   

............ 

 
...If the poorest die, then by definition our next measurements are of the less-poor.   Not only are 
the number and proportion of the poorest reduced, but also the average standard of living is higher, 
since we are now looking at people who weren’t so badly off in the first place. 

... The goals are mutually reinforcing, but also, paradoxically, lack of progress on child mortality 
can result in better-looking outcome measures.    
 
[Later note:  Perhaps not usually, since if children keep dying people may keep having more 
children, with the result that higher deaths mean more people in poverty.] 
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....The poverty goal aims at a figure of roughly 700 million.   Total infant deaths from today until 
2015, at present rates of progress, amount to roughly 75 million., of whom a large percentage are 
in the group targeted by the poverty goal... 

Any outcome measure that does not take deaths into account can give paradoxical results.    

 
 
............. 

 
 

Any measure of progress against poverty is only meaningful if it takes into account the 

survival rates... 

...a very significant number of people who die early do so after ...being the poorest in the first 
place ...This is far less of a skewing factor in countries where there is less of a difference in life 

expectancy among income groups. ... 

Comparing average income, or health status, in a group at two different times has one fundamental 
problem:   you are not looking at the same group if the death rates are high.      

There is a fundamental question here:  do we want to look at what happens to individual 

people, or an avaerage that leaves out the most important outcome? ... 

In Ravi Kanbur’s paper on disaggreements he points out the mismatch between people’s 

perception of poverty (no improvement) and the headline figures produced by 

macroeconomists.   One reason for this could be the disparity in mortality rates between the 
middle class and the poor... 
 
One objection to this is that increased incomes tend to reduce mortality... but the object is to find 
good policies, and all the consequences need to be taken into account.   This includes the effect on 
the poorest in the short, medium and long terms.   

Percentage changes in income are cumulative, and from this fact derives some of their 
importance.   So are changes in survival rates, with the difference that they are irreversible. ... 

The aim of anti-poverty measures is not to eliminate poverty, but to find ways of improving 
people’s lives.   You could eliminate poverty by letting the poor die. 

Total child mortality can go down, but go up in the bottom 10%... 

Any measure of my well-being has to take into account my likelihood of dying.    
 
This risk can be inferred roughly from the number of people similar to me who died in the last 
year.  ... 
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The difference between previous periods of history and the current situation for poor countries is 
that then, people from all income groups died early, whereas now it is overwhelmingly the 

poorest. 

Why economics should count dead people in its outcome data.... 

 

[diagram of short and long lives] 
 

...Mortality rates reveal degrees of risk for individuals in the group.   If the age-specific death rate 
curve improves nationally, but gets worse for the poor, then poverty has increased.    

If the curve gets better nationally and improves at a slower rate for the poor, then inequality has 
increased. 

Policies have differing effects over different timescales.   
 
To be meaningful in the assessment of the impact of policies, mortality rates over the period 
being studied must be measured.    

... Measures of “income inequality” don’t apply where mortality rate differences are so 

unequal. 

 

 

.................................................... 
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Notes 10 April 2001 

 
... If our aim is to measure the effect of a variable (a policy), then if we do not count those who 
die, we are only measuring the effect of the policy on those who in the event survive... 

[Later note: In fact, not necessarily even that since the trend in the average – the difference in the 
average for people at time 2 compared to time 1 - may be different from the average trend for 
survivors.] 
 
...In the worst case...enough of the poorest die that even if the less-poor get poorer, all measures 
(proportion under $1,  poverty gap etc) look better at the end than they were when the group 
included the poorest... 

 
 
 

............................................. 

 
 
 

Subj: Economics of survival 

11 April 2001 

To: jeffrey_sachs@harvard.edu 

 
 
Dear Professor Sachs 
 
I wonder if this of interest to the WHO Commission.   
 
Here are some theoretical points about mortality rates and the International Development Goals, 
and then some practical points which are less simplistic. 
 
Among the International Development Goals, progress has been faster on reducing the proportion 
of people in extreme poverty, and slower on child mortality.     
 
The question no-one seems to be asking is this:  Is the proportion of poor people getting 

smaller partly because child mortality is worse than we hoped? 

[Later note: That was not the right question, since people tend to have more children where child 
mortality rates are high] 
 



656 
 

Most of the goals [correction: “some of the indicators”] are susceptible to the problem that if the 

worst-off die, we are closer to the target. 
 
There are good grounds for thinking that the child mortality goal being on track provides a 
statistical safeguard among the goals  -  if this goal goes according to plan, it ensures that we do 
not get a false impression of progress towards the other goals simply through high death rates 
among the poorest.   
 
Grounds for believing this include the following.  Firstly, child mortality is concentrated among 
the poorest, so an improvement in the total may well reflect improvement among the target 
groups.   

[Later note: Not necessarily a strong point] 

Secondly, the child mortality rate is believed to give an indication of the rate of early deaths 
among adults  Policies which reduce child mortality are likely to also reduce early mortality 
among adults.   
 
If all this is true, then the closer we are to the required rate of progress on child mortality, the 
more poor people there are.   Slow progress on child mortality (as now) makes for fewer poor 
people,  

[again, not necessarily a strong point] 

so the poverty goal looks closer   - simply because fewer poor people are alive, not because more 
of the survivors have raised their living standards. 
 
My hunch is that slower progress on total child mortality means much slower progress on child 
mortality among the poorest.   If this is so, then the effect is stronger. 
 
To me, no outcome measure is humane unless it takes into account what happened to people 

who started the period but didn't make it to the end.   If the poorest die, the average income of 
those alive at the end of the period will be higher than the average when the group included the 
poorest, even if none of the survivors' income has gone up.  It even looks higher, if enough of the 
poorest die, when the average among the survivors goes down somewhat  -  simply because the 
poorest are no longer there to pull the average down. 
 
If we measure the income of those alive in 1995 and then the income of those alive in 2000, 

we will not notice the decline in income of someone who died in 1998.    The average income 
of those alive will be exactly the same as if he had survived and raised his income to the average 
of the group.   In fact, since most people in poor countries work on the land, vulnerability is 
seasonal, and therefore the people who die may have a declining income for a few weeks or 
months before they die.  This is too fast for measurements taken every five years. 
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My suggestion is this:  For any outcome measure  -  reducing poverty, achieving 100% 

schooling  -   account needs to be taken of those within the relevant group who did not 

achieve the target, whether through death or any other path.      
 
 
[Later note:  “Reducing poverty” is strictly speaking not an outcome measure but an expression 
of an opinion.   
 
If poverty is a lack of prosperity, and prosperity is subjective, then by definition poverty cannot be 
measured.]. 

 
 
In practice, the relationship between child mortality and statistical progress on the goals would 
appear to need careful research (see below). 
 
 
Practical considerations  
 
In real life, there may not be such a clear division between the poorest and the less-
poor.   However, DHS data seem to point to assets as important determinants of child 
mortality  -  the lowest 10% can be far more vulnerable than the next 10% (Bonilla-Chacin and 
Hammer, "Life and Death among the Poorest", 1999, revised version 2001 forthcoming, World 
Bank).   There may be a clear division, for example, in some geographical areas, between the 
landed and the landless.    
 
In real life, policies which reduce the proportion of people living under $1 a day may also save the 
most vulnerable from death.  This cannot be assumed, and may depend on the relative 
vulnerability of the poorest (see previous point). 
 
In real life, the poorest may produce more children to replace those who have died. The total 
number of poor children could conceivably be the same in 2015 whatever the child mortality 
rate.   But if adults as well as children die in hard times this is unlikely.   
 
The statistical relationship between mortality and outcome measures can only be determined by 
careful research, together with an intimate knowledge of household behaviour. 
 
Statistical progress on the goals needs to be translated into human terms.   If there is any 
suspicion that apparent progress on any of the goals is helped by lack of progress on any of the 
others, then this is an argument for tackling the goals that are furthest behind, not the ones that are 
furthest ahead. 

  

 .................................................. 
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11 April 2001:  Telephone call to Eric Swanson, head of World Development Indicators project at 
the World Bank.   
 
Mr Swanson was to become another of the main "MDG architects".  With Brian Hammond of the 
OECD and Jan Vandemoortele", he had devised the OECD's 1990-baseline International 
Development Goals in 1996.    
 
I raised, and we discussed, economists' error of using statistics which looked better if the poor die.   
 
 
 

................................................... 
 
 
 

Subj: Economics and mortality rates 

20 April 2001 
To:   Arrow@stanford.edu 

Dear Professor Arrow 

...Can average welfare measures give valid conclusions about what is good for the poor 

without taking account of mortality rates? 
 
In studying poor countries, economists ask, for example,  “was x or y good for the poor?” on the 
basis of average income for the bottom quintile of those living in a country at various times.  And 
yet, if the poorest die at a disproportionate rate,  1) the average income of those living will 
automatically be higher  -  even if none of those in the group at the end of the period increased 
their incomes during the period;  and  2)  the average at the end is not affected by anyone’s decline 
in income over the period, as long as they die before the end. 
 
My question is this: can a researcher credibly claim that there has been benefit to “the poor” 

without knowing how many died, and at what level of income? 
 
 

................................................. 
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Subj: Social science, statistics and survival rates 

Date: 22 April 2001 
To: (friend) 

 
...My project is going rather well.  I've been very encouraged by the interest shown by Ravi 
Kanbur, economist at Cornell, in what I had to say.   He was in charge of the Bank's latest World 
Development Report (which countries follow in their policies) until he resigned last year......  He 
said to me something like, "Sen looked at capabilities but maybe should have been looking at the 
point you're raising".   
 
This is all very odd, since I can't believe that I am saying something so fundamental about how 
social science has to be done if it is to give credible conclusions.   The statistical effect I talk 
about  -  at root, if the poorest die, then average wealth is automatically higher even if no 
individual gets richer  -  is clearly possible in theory, and so it's only unimportant in practice if the 
effect can be proved to be small.  

...If Cuba has extended the lives of the poor over 40 years, and child mortality among the income-
poor there is drastically different from what it is in another country, this must have a significant 
effect on the demographics.  You just can't expect  -  for demographic reasons and also for reasons 
of practical economics (helping the poor costs money)  -   a country to have the same per capita 
income if the poor survive.    
 
In Uganda, in the poorest 10% by asserts, nearly half the children born in the five years up to 1999 
were dead by 1999.   Experts say the children get replaced, but rates of early deaths among adults 
vary too. 
 
I now think I don't necessarily have to prove anything with numbers   -   I can raise a serious 
question about the validity of any social science-based policy conclusions which ignore mortality 
risk.      

What I now think is that economists simply haven't realised how different poor countries are from 
rich countries, in that in poor countries, every policy decision affects life and death, and this 
affects demographics, and this affects outcome indicators for the living.   It's not the level of 

mortality that's important, it's the variability between countries, and along the dimensions of 
time and the chosen welfare indicator. 
 
Anyway, if you change the demographic composition of a population you are now looking, to 
some extent, at different people.   
 
If you have no information about the composition of the group (including the effects of mortality 
rates on composition, then rises in the average of any welfare index of those living at different 
times tell you nothing about the progress of individuals.   
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The assumption that the rise in the index reflects accurately enough the progress of individuals is 
merely an assumption.  If the poorest die, you are by definition looking at the less-poor the next 
time you look. 
 
In all of this, there are some problems which are statistical, some methodological, and some 
conceptual.  Some of them are closely linked.    
 
The point about composition of groups can be expressed in terms of a logical confusion:   
 
economists talk about "the poor" in various different contexts, and sometimes mean "the poor" as a 
conceptual class (all those who are poor at any one time, which of course comprises, to some 
extent, different people at different times)  
 
while at other times they talk of "the poor" as a group of real people alive at one time.   
 
What happens over time to the average welfare of the conceptual class is not the same as the sum 
of welfare over time of real people who were in the group at the start.   
 
But the economists use a rise in the welfare of the conceptual class to justify policies as good for 
the real poor of today.   
 
This causes two big problems.    
 
First,  the data give no indication of survival rates,  
 
and so gives no idea of survival chances for the future given the same conditions or policies as the 
period being studied.    
 
This is in fairly sharp contrast to what we expect from research on options for ourselves in 
situations where survival chances are affected by choices  -  if a doctor gave patients advice 

based on statistics that ignored mortality rates, the doctor would get the sack.     
 
Second, the average rises if the worst-off die.   
 
The extent to which this happens in practice doesn't seem to have been looked at by anyone.    
 
I now think that it's not up to someone like me to prove it has a significant effect  -  it is a potential 
problem in social science which has to qualify any conclusions.    
 
If someone wants to show that something was good for a group of real poor people, they have to 

show they had good grounds for believing that their measurements reflected the progress of 

those people during the period. 
 
Actually this is a big can of worms, because it's not just mortality that's relevant to the difference 
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between the conceptual group and the real group.   It's demographics.   
 
The problems involved in looking at a conceptual group result from variable birth rates in 
families at different levels of welfare, the changing ratio of adults to children (because 
sometimes researchers adjust welfare indicators to fit the different needs of children and 
adults;  and give weightings for  economies of scale in different household sizes), and who 
replaces who in the group  -  the fact that someone is replaced at the same level of welfare does not 
mean that the average for the conceptual group will reflect the average outcome for real people. 
 
If I am right with my basic point, different statistical effects occur with different statistical 
methods and groups, but the principle is the same. 
 
Even if it were proved beyond reasonable doubt that the effects are not significant, there is another 
related question that needs answering.    
 
If countries are encouraged to "reduce poverty" and this means reducing the proportion of the 
population in poverty, what kind of outcomes for individuals are influencing the statistics?     
 
Since the internationally-agreed child mortality goal is behind in its progress, and globally the 
proportion of poor people is reducing according to plan, my contention is this:    
 
The further child mortality is from the goal, the more the proportion of poor people is being 
reduced by excess deaths among the poorest rather than by raised living standards. 
 
... 
 
There's actually rather a lot more I have to say about these and related subjects, both in terms of 
political philosophy (after Rawls, what would the average person from the West like to happen in 
a country if they had to swap places with a random person among the poorest?  and if the spirit of 
the US constitution or UK law were applied to countries where people's life chances/life 
expectancy are very unequally distributed, what kinds of policies would result?)  
 
and in terms of social science methodology, for which I have a number of conditions I think 
evidence must meet in order credibly to support claims as to what has been good for the poor. 
 
 

 

.......... 
 
 
 

Subj: Curiouser and curiouser 
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Date: 23 April 2001 

To: (friend) 
 
...Well I'm even more stunned than before  -   it seems that all statistics (and so policies) on four 
billion people have been put together with nobody at all asking whether changes are due to 

demographic changes, rather than changes for real people.     

 
So I'm writing all this up, encouraged by Ravi Kanbur...   He said maybe Sen, the Nobel 
prizewinner should have been looking at this. 
 
Utterly bizarre, since I'm just saying something anybody in the pub might say. 
 
It's hard to avoid the conclusion that unless social scientists can prove the effects are always small, 
social science theory has to agree that they cannot say anything about what's good for people in 
countries with variable mortality rates, without knowing who survives.    
 
Like doctors, they might want to tell people their survival chances as well as benefits for the 
survivors.  

And I've got the task of trying to say this politely!    Surely economists haven't really left this out? 

 

 

............................................... 
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From Secretary-General's report "We the Children", 4 May 2001: 
 
 

 

 

www.unicef.org/specialsession/documentation/documents/a-s-27-3e.doc 

 
 

 
............................................................................................ 

 
 

 

"Staff from the Secretariats of the UN (Secretary General’s Office and UNDG), IMF, OECD-
DAC, and the World Bank met in New York on 21 June 2001 to discuss aligning the goals." 
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OECD Secretariat 
(September 2001) 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/mdgwaterbaseline.pdf . 
 

 

 
................. 
 
 

 

G8 Genoa Summit Communiqué, 2001: 
 
 
"A Strategic Approach to Poverty Reduction 

....6. Open, democratic and accountable systems of governance, based on respect for human rights 
and the rule of law, are preconditions for sustainable development and robust growth.  
 
Thus, we shall help developing countries promote: 

    accountability and transparency in the public sector    

    legal frameworks and corporate governance regimes to fight corruption    

    safeguards against the misappropriation of public funds and their diversion into non-     
              productive uses    
 
[Like the UK spending billions on research while misleading on global promises?] 

    access to legal systems for all citizens, independence of the judiciary, and legal provisions  
             enabling private sector activity    

    active involvement of civil society and Non Governmental Organisations (NGOs)    

    freedom of economic activities. 

 

We, for our part, will: 

    implement fully the OECD Bribery Convention    

    support efforts in the UN to pursue an effective instrument against corruption    

    encourage Multilateral Development Banks (MDBs) to help recipient countries strengthen  
              public expenditure and budget management." 
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G8 Genoa Summit Communiqué 
22 July 2001 
http://www.library.utoronto.ca/g7/summit/2001genoa/finalcommunique.html 
 
 
 
 
 
Malcolm Langford, commenting in 2012: 
 
 
"The Millennium Declaration targets were agreed on amongst governments without wider 
consultation" 

[MB: I am not sure that is accurate.] 
 

 
"and the subsequent MDGs were finalised in 2001 by a small UN inter-agency group (Bissio, 
2003)."  
 
[MB:  Not accurate enough.  In fact an OECD, UN, IMF and World Bank group.   
 
The co-chairman Michael Doyle has claimed, plausibly, that there was consultation with member 
states. 
 
There were perhaps national representatives – civil servants - at the large World Bank seminar of 
19-20 March 2001 where the idea was discussed of a compromise between the OECD goals and 
the Millennium Summit pledges, which compromise became the basis of the MDGs.  I think one 
was Michael Schultz of the UK, with whom I spoke shortly afterwards about social scientists' huge 
error in ignoring deaths in outcome measures (though I did not at the time know about the 
seminar). 
 
Unsurprisingly, 22 rich countries and the EU were told by the OECD on 29 March 2001 about 
these negotiations, by the chairman of the Development Assistance Committee.   The idea that 
donor, recipient, lender and borrower countries would not be told by the IMF and World Bank 
civil servants about a set of goals for governments until after they had been decided might seem 
unlikely.] 

 
"This process encompassed backsliding by States on earlier commitments to address income 
poverty, nutrition and reproductive rights (Antrobus, 2003; Pogge, 2004)" 
 
[MB:  See my note below the quotations from Langford's document.   
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The main problem with Langford's statement is that states have repeatedly reaffirmed the 

earlier commitments. 
 
"Finalising by officials" is very different from "backsliding by States".] 
 
 
 
"...while the UN inter-agency group quietly omitted some Declaration targets, such as  
 
affordable water,  
fair trade and  
support to orphans  
 
(UN-OHCHR, 2008)." 

 

 
 
"Critics pointed to an array of targets that were modestly framed.  
 
This range from reducing various poverty gaps by fifty per cent or a mere 11 per cent in case of 
slum dwellers.  
 
A transformative sounding goal on  
 

gender equality and empowerment  
was reduced to  
eliminating gender disparity in education  
 
while the lone universal target was only concerned with  
access to primary education. ..." 
 
 
[MB:  Langford's text is perhaps not clear, but it may be that the political process was worse than 
he says. 
 
In a climate of pronouncements about citizen participation, the "MDG" framework omitted, for 
example, adult illiteracy, which was included in goals of the World Summit for Children in 1990 
and the 2000 Dakar World Education Forum, and so can be seen as among the goals constantly 
reaffirmed by governments.] 
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"This cautiousness was reinforced by the choice of a 1990 baseline, which allowed many States [?] 
to reach the targets shortly after, or even before, the goals were announced."  
 
[MB:  I do not understand Langford's claim that "many States" reached "the targets" shortly after 
or before September 2001.    
 
Also, note that the MDG framework did not set a 1990 baseline for water.] 

 
Malcolm Langford 
Background Paper for Governance and human rights: Criteria and measurement proposals for a 
post-2015 development agenda, OHCHR/UNDP Expert Consultation, New York 
(13-14 November 2012) 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/776langford.pdf  

 

 

Langford is incorrect or not clear enough when he says the "MDG" finalisation process 
"encompassed backsliding by States". 
 
Member states in fact have continued to reaffirm the decisions of previous conferences and 
summits.    
 
What states did do was to later give the wrong impression that the generally easier and narrower 
"MDG" targets were what they had agreed at the Millennium Summit.    
 
The actual promises they kept making formally, though, at the General Assembly included 
reaffirming more impressive formal commitments.    
 
These in many cases made references to "MDG" targets redundant and a misleading distraction 
from the actual resolutions.  

The fact that nations did not "backslide" with the MDG process at the time is visible from the 
Assembly's response to it in the resolutions of December 2001. 
 
The Assembly made statements about the Secretary General's Road Map, which contained the 
MDGs and much else.   

Those statements by the Assembly in resolution 56/95 of 14 December 2001 might be viewed as 
merely being polite about the Road Map.   In 2001 there was no formal endorsement of the MDG 
structure.   
 
The member states instead reaffirmed, and called for publicity and reports on, what the Assembly 
had formally agreed – not the MDG structure. 
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................................ 

 

 

"the MDGs are also often described as being an outcome of various global summits in the 1990s.  
 
Yet several authors believe that for political reasons  
some ‘hard-fought goals’ got left behind,  
such as the importance of  
reproductive health  
agreed upon in the International Conference on Population and Development (Cairo, 1994)  
and the Fourth World Conference on Women (Beijing, 1995;  
Haines & Cassels, 2004; Mohindra & Nikiema, 2010).  
 
 
Pogge (2004) sees MDG 1 (‘Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger’) as being far less ambitious 
when compared to the poverty reduction goal set at the 1996 World Food Summit in Rome.  
 
With the MDGs, the choice was made to halve the proportion of people suffering from hunger and 
poverty instead of halving the absolute numbers of people suffering. Pogge calculates that this 
would result in a reduction of only 101.5 million instead of 547 million people living on less than 
$1 per day. 
 
 
In regard to education, Robinson (2005) explains that only two out of the three timed goals 
discussed at the Dakar World Education Forum in 2000 were included in the MDGs; the target 
of adult literacy, especially for women, and equitable access to basic and continuing education 
for all adults were not integrated into the MDGs. 

 
Fukuda-Parr (2010) doubts that the original intent of eight goals – to be indicators of progress in 
the implementation of the objectives presented in the Millennium Declaration  
 
 
[MB: That was not the stated intent of the "MDG" exercise when it was undertaken, starting with 
the large World Bank-hosted seminar of March 2001.   
 
The intention was to "harmonise" the OECD's seven International Development Goals with the  
Declaration's "development" goals, not for example those on human rights, governance, 
disarmament or reform of the Security Council.]  
 
– was indeed achieved in the formulation of the MDGs.  
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Various authors explain that only one of the seven key objectives of the Declaration (that of 
development and poverty eradication) became fundamental to the MDG framework,  
 
whereas other goals such as  
peace, security, disarmament, human rights and democracy 
 were left behind  
(Hill, Mansoor, & Claudio, 2010; Waage et al., 2010).  
 
 
Langford (2010) writes that the MDGs of  
‘gender equality and the empowerment of women’ 
 were narrowed down to  
gender equality in education,  
and the target for  
‘affordable water’ was dropped from the MDG list  
in order to allow for privatisation in the sector." 

 
Limitations of the Millennium Development Goals: a literature review 
Maya Fehling, Brett D. Nelson  and Sridhar Venkatapuram 
Glob Public Health. 2013 Dec; 8(10): 1109–1122.  
(Published online November 2013)  
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877943/   
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In December 2001 UN member states reaffirmed, and called for publicity and reports on, the 

wider Declaration including 15-year pledges,  

 

not the 25-year "MDGs". 

 

 

The Secretary-General's Road Map of September 2001 proposing the MDG structure:  

 
 
 
"under-five mortality decreased...between 1990 and 2000" 

"The list of millennium development goals does not undercut in any way agreements on other 
goals and targets reached at the global conferences of the 1990s." 

 
 
Comment: The Secretary-General's statement that his list does not undercut international 
agreements is not true in the case of the hunger pledge of 1996.   
 
This was harder because due to total population growth, the proportion falls even if the number of 
hungry stays the same.   
 
The new list also undercut the World Summit for Children pledges of 1990. 
 
As well as being untrue, the Secretary-General's statement is also liable to mislead by distracting 
from the fact that his list substantially undercuts the Millennium Declaration.  

 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals... 
 
The proposed formulation of the 8 goals, 18 targets and 40+ indicators are listed below.  ... 
...the normal baseline year for the targets will be 1990..." 
 
"proposed list of goals, targets...listed below...between 1990 and 2015"  
 
[relevant targets mention 1990 except for water target] 

 
Kofi Annan 
Report of the Secretary-General: Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration 
6 September 2001 
www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf  
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Longer extracts: 

 
 
"Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit... 

Executive summary 

The road map towards the implementation of the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration....outlines potential strategies for action that are designed to meet the goals and 
commitments made by the 147 heads of State and Government, and 189 Member States in total, 
who adopted the Millennium Declaration. 

The report addresses fully each and every one of the goals and commitments contained in the 
Millennium Declaration... 
 
 

Section III, “Development and poverty eradication: the millennium development goals”...  
 
...as you have requested, I will submit an annual report...which will chart progress, made or not 
made, in fulfilling the Millennium commitments... 
 
The entire United Nations family...the private sector and civil society must join together to meet 
the lofty commitments that are embodied in the Millennium Declaration. Success requires 
solidarity. ... 

 1. The United Nations Millennium Declaration (General Assembly resolution 55/2), which was 
adopted by all 189 Member States of the United Nations (147 of them represented directly by their 
head of State or Government) on 8 September 2000, embodies a large number of specific 
commitments aimed at improving the lot of humanity in the new century. 

2. In paragraph 18 of its resolution 55/162 on the follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium 
Summit, the General Assembly asked me to prepare a “road map” to set out in detail how these 
commitments could be fulfilled. That is the purpose of the present report.  ... 

The present report not only examines each of the commitments contained in the Millennium 
Declaration in its own right but also considers how they interact with each other.  ... 
 
At its twenty-fourth special session, held in 2000, the General Assembly reaffirmed the 
commitments agreed at the World Summit for Social Development and produced very significant 
new initiatives for the eradication of poverty. In particular, there was agreement for the first time 
on a global target of halving the proportion of people living in extreme poverty by 2015, and the 
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commitment to the global targets for poverty reduction was subsequently endorsed by all countries 
in the United Nations Millennium Declaration adopted in September 2000.  ... 
 
...these priorities include the national efforts to reach the Millennium Declaration goals.  ... 
 
 
 

Annex 

Millennium development goals 

1. As part of the preparation of the present report, consultations were held among members of the 
United Nations Secretariat and representatives of IMF, OECD and the World Bank in order to 
harmonize reporting on the development goals in the Millennium Declaration and the 
international development goals.  ... 
 
2. The list of millennium development goals does not undercut in any way agreements on other 
goals and targets reached at the global conferences of the 1990s..." 
 

[Comment:  Again, the Secretary-General's statement is not true.  
The MDGs clearly do undercut the 1996 World Food Summit and World Summit for Children 
targets.   They also undercut the Millennium Declaration, which is what his report is supposed to 
be about.] 

 
 
"For the purpose of monitoring progress, the normal baseline year for the targets will be 1990, 
which is the baseline that has been used by the global conferences of the 1990s." 

[!] 
 
 
[Comment:  Not in all cases.  
 
Contrary to the FAO position in later years, the World Food Summit pledge, which must count as 
one of those "reaffirmed" by member states in subsequent years, has a baseline of 1996 - as the 
FAO's own documents from the 1990s show.   
 
It is also worth noting that the baseline is not the only key fact about commitments or goals.   
 
The World Summit for Children in 1990 set goals of clean water for all and halving child 
malnutrition by the year 2000.  
 
Annan also chooses to mention the 1990 baseline, but largely ignore that of the "global 
conference" he is supposed to be reporting about - the Millennium Declaration.] 
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"The United Nations will report on progress towards the millennium development goals at the 
global and country levels...  

Where relevant, indicators should be calculated for subnational levels — i.e., by urban and rural 
area, by region, by socio-economic group, and by age and gender. 

The proposed formulation of the 8 goals, 18 targets and 40+ indicators are listed below.  ... 

 
[Comment:  In the document, targets with a baseline tend to mention 1990 except the target for 
safe water, which states:] 

"Target 10. Halve by 2015 the proportion of people without sustainable access to safe drinking 
water". 

 
Report of the Secretary-General: Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration 
6 September 2001 
www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf  

  
 
 
 

The full text follows, with original page numbers removed from pages and contents list. 
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 Executive summary 

 The road map towards the implementation of the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration contains an integrated and comprehensive overview of the current 
situation. It outlines potential strategies for action that are designed to meet the goals 
and commitments made by the 147 heads of State and Government, and 189 Member 
States in total, who adopted the Millennium Declaration.  

 The report addresses fully each and every one of the goals and commitments 
contained in the Millennium Declaration, suggests paths to follow and shares 
information on “best practices”. It draws on the work of Governments, the entire 
United Nations system, including the Bretton Woods institutions and the World Trade 
Organization, intergovernmental organizations, international organizations, regional 
organizations and civil society. 

 In section II, “Peace, security and disarmament”, the report outlines measures 
that will help promote human security, including: 

 • Strengthening the rule of law and taking action against transnational crime: the 
international community, including the United Nations, will continue to assist 
States in ratifying treaties, harmonizing their domestic laws with international 
obligations, widening the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice and 
promoting the rapid entry into force of the Rome Statute of the International 
Criminal Court; 

 • Taking action when the rule of law fails: the international community often finds 
itself with responsibilities ranging from preventing violent conflict to deploying 
peacekeeping operations and peace-building missions, often while working with 
regional organization partners. These challenges require action to: 

 (a) Replace the culture of reaction by one of prevention, as reflected in 
measures designed to limit armed conflict that include preventive arms control 
and marking and tracking “blood diamonds”; 

 (b) Complete the significant management reforms under way in United 
Nations peacekeeping, which include filling new posts and developing a 30-to-
90-day deployment capability; 

 (c) Support peace-building efforts on the ground and enhance the 
coordination of all the actors involved in disarmament, demobilization and 
reintegration, while providing the electoral assistance and promoting the 
reconciliation that a sustainable peace requires; 

 • Reforming sanctions. Although sanctions can be important instruments of 
Security Council action, progress must continue to be made in making sanctions 
“targeted”, ensuring that they become more effective and that their impact on 
civilians is further reduced; 

 • Finally, making progress in disarmament in all areas, including weapons of mass 
destruction, landmines and small arms: next steps involve implementing existing 
conventions, working to develop regional mechanisms to identify, trace and halt 
illicit traffic in weapons, and supporting civil society advocacy efforts. 

 Section III, “Development and poverty eradication: the millennium 

development goals”, focuses on sustainable development through poverty 
eradication, emphasizing the importance of halving the number of people who 
currently live on one dollar a day or less. Any effort to achieve sustainable 
development demands a concerted effort to reduce poverty, including finding solutions 
to hunger, malnutrition and disease. To achieve progress, the developing countries will 
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need the political and financial commitment of their richer country partners. The 
international community should continue to operate on many fronts to reach these 
goals: 

 • Since the scourge of HIV/AIDS and other diseases has a devastating impact on 
every effort to lift people out of poverty, the Global AIDS and Health Fund is 
thus both a campaign to improve health and part of an essential strategy to 
achieve sustainable development;  

 • Given that all the issues around poverty are interconnected and demand cross-
cutting solutions, such measures as the “School meals” and “Take home rations” 
programmes can have multiple benefits that extend beyond nutritional assistance. 
Education provides the skills that can lift families out of extreme poverty and 
preserve community health. In particular, when society facilitates girls’ 
empowerment through education, the eventual impact on their and their families’ 
daily lives is unequalled; 

 • People-centred initiatives are crucial but must be supplemented with sound 
national policies, such as responsible social spending programmes, as well as 
improvements in governance, infrastructure and institution-building, such as 
those included in establishing property rights for the poor; 

 • Wealthier nations must adhere to their promises regarding official development 
assistance, trade access and debt sustainability, all of which are important items 
on the agenda of the upcoming International Conference on Financing for 
Development; 

 • For the 49 least developed countries, the next steps are implementing a global 
version of the European “Everything but arms” trade programme; increasing 

official development assistance; fully implementing the enhanced Heavily 

Indebted Poor Countries Initiative and pursuing measures to promote the 
cancellation of official bilateral debt;  

 • Landlocked and small island developing countries are subject to special 
vulnerabilities that need to be addressed through support to the Global 
Framework for Transit-Transport Cooperation between landlocked and transit 
developing countries and the donor community and through the implementation 
of the Programme of Action for the Sustainable Development of Small Island 
Developing States;  

 • Lastly, the Information and Communications Technologies Task Force, which is 
to meet in September 2001, will take steps to begin the bridging of the digital 
divide.  

 Section IV, “Protecting our common environment”, describes the devastating 
impact that our changing climate is having on the Earth and the consequent necessity 
of a vigilant approach to conservation and stewardship. It is time to reverse the 
growing environmental damage that is occurring because of global warming, 
deforestation, the decimation of biodiversity, soil erosion and desertification, reduction 
in water tables and the increase in natural disasters. Essential actions include: 

 • Completing the ratification of the Kyoto Protocol as the next key step towards 
curbing greenhouse gas emissions; 

 • Enhancing cooperation and coordination on forest-related issues among relevant 
international and regional organizations, as well as public-private partners; 
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 • Implementing the Convention on Biological Diversity and the United Nations 
Convention to Combat Desertification in Those Countries Experiencing Serious 
Drought and/or Desertification, Particularly in Africa; 

 • Supporting initiatives towards environmentally sound water management; 

 • Adopting strategies to reduce the impact of natural disasters;  

 • Respecting the principles of human dignity as research continues on the human 
genome. 

 Section V, “Human rights, democracy and good governance”, reaffirms that 
fundamental human rights are the foundation of human dignity and must be protected. 
It outlines the power of democracy to effect change and empower citizens, and 
reaffirms the need to work collectively for more inclusive political processes, with 
genuine political participation. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Fostering national human rights institutions; 

 • Supporting the practical application of a rights-based approach to development; 

 • Providing electoral assistance to help consolidate new and restored democracies 
and work to implement democratic principles through institutional reform 
programmes; 

 • Encouraging the further ratification and implementation of the Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women; 

 • Working to protect the rights of migrants and their families; 

 • Helping to ensure the freedom and independence of the media. 

 Section VI, “Protecting the vulnerable”, focuses on those groups, in particular 
women and children, that are forced into situations of displacement and abuse because 
of complex humanitarian emergencies. The changing nature of war has left these 
groups highly exposed, and both State and non-State actors need to respect the wealth 
of international laws and frameworks that exist to ensure the protection of civilians, 
refugees and the internally displaced.  The report identifies practical measures that can 
be taken to provide protection to civilians, including through prosecuting violations of 
international criminal law, gaining access to vulnerable populations, and separating 
civilians and armed elements in situations of forced displacement. Essential next steps 
include: 

 • Fostering a culture of protection through the consistent use of international 
criminal law; 

 • Providing protection for refugees and internally displaced persons and 
continuing to disseminate international standards such as the Guiding Principles 
on Internal Displacement; 

 

 • Supporting national efforts to implement fully the Convention on the Rights of 
the Child and its Optional Protocols, and providing special assistance to halt the 
use of children as soldiers. 

 Section VII, “Meeting the special needs of Africa”, addresses the challenges 
posed by extreme poverty, devastating debt burdens, disease, conflict and wavering 
international interest. Some of those problems are general to developing countries, but 
Africa suffers particularly from its marginalization in the process of globalization. 
Africa’s share in trade, investment and advances in technology have diminished further 
over the last decade. But African leadership has galvanized local and international 
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support for a range of initiatives and strategies for moving forward in the following 
arenas:  

 • Supporting the New African Initiative as it affects all sectors; 

 • Strengthening democratic governance; 

 • Building peacekeeping capacity further, in cooperation with regional 
organizations; 

 • Working for sustainable development by increasing official development 
assistance, enhancing private capital flows and building capacities for trade;  

 • Forming partnerships in response to the Abuja Summit Declaration in order to 
combat HIV/AIDS. 

 Section VIII, “Strengthening the United Nations”, argues that renewing the 
capacity of the Organization to provide a space for genuine dialogue and a catalyst for 
effective action calls for improved coordination among its principal organs and 
enhanced partnerships with other multilateral organizations and civil society. For these 
purposes, key reforms will involve: 

 • Ensuring that the Organization receives on a timely and predictable basis the 
financial resources it needs to carry out its mandates; 

 • Continuing to adopt the best internal management practices; 

 • Paying particular attention to the safety of United Nations and associated 
personnel; 

 • Building a stronger relationship among the United Nations, the Bretton Woods 
institutions and the World Trade Organization through the Advisory Committee 
on Coordination;  

 • Deepening the relationship with the Inter-Parliamentary Union and engaging the 
private sector, non-governmental organizations and the rest of civil society 
through the United Nations Foundation for International Partnerships and the 
Global Compact. 

 The road map concludes by noting that there will be annual reports and, every 
five years, a comprehensive report on progress made or not made in reaching these 
goals. The entire United Nations family of Member States, international organizations, 
funds, agencies, programmes, the private sector and civil society must join together to 
meet the lofty commitments that are embodied in the Millennium Declaration. Success 
requires solidarity. 
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 I. Introduction 
 

 

1. The United Nations Millennium 
Declaration (General Assembly resolution 55/2), 
which was adopted by all 189 Member States of 
the United Nations (147 of them represented 
directly by their head of State or Government) on 
8 September 2000, embodies a large number of 
specific commitments aimed at improving the lot 
of humanity in the new century. 

2. In paragraph 18 of its resolution 55/162 
on the follow-up to the outcome of the 
Millennium Summit, the General Assembly 
asked me to prepare a “road map” to set out in 
detail how these commitments could be fulfilled. 
That is the purpose of the present report. 

3. It is almost a truism that the problems 
facing humanity are closely intertwined, and that 
each tends to complicate the solution of one or 
more others. To take an obvious example, 
conflict and endemic disease tend to thrive in 
regions where the people are poor and 
uneducated, but in their turn they act as powerful 
inhibitors of education and economic growth. 
This observation does not justify defeatism. 
Rather, it shows the vital importance of a 
comprehensive approach and a coordinated 
strategy, tackling many problems simultaneously 
across a broad front. 

4. That was precisely the objective of the 
United Nations Millennium Summit and 
Declaration. And therefore, the present report not 
only examines each of the commitments 
contained in the Millennium Declaration in its 
own right but also considers how they interact 
with each other. It seeks to highlight cross-cutting 

issues, where a coordinated approach can yield 
much more than the sum of its parts. 

5. A coordinated strategy will not be 
achieved without better coordination among 
international institutions and agencies, including 
those within the United Nations system. And this 
effort must also mobilize the energies of all 
actors, including notably the private sector, 
philanthropic foundations, non-governmental 
organizations, academic and cultural institutions, 
and other members of civil society. 

6. Most of the targets set by the Millennium 
Declaration were not new. They derived from the 
global conferences of the 1990s and from the 
body of international norms and laws that had 
been codified over the past half-century. 
Moreover, the present report shows that the plans 
of action needed for reaching these targets have, 
for the most part, already been developed and 
formally adopted by Member States, sometimes 
individually and sometimes jointly, within 
international organizations and at conferences. 

7. What is needed, therefore, is not more 
technical or feasibility studies. Rather, States 
need to demonstrate the political will to carry out 
commitments already given and to implement 
strategies already worked out. 

8. This will require hard decisions and 
courageous reforms in all States and all areas of 
policy, ranging from cuts in energy consumption 
and carbon emissions, the provision of troops and 
other personnel for hazardous peacekeeping 
operations, the absorption of refugees and the 
control of arms exports to more transparent and 
accountable governance and the reallocation of 
public resources towards projects that benefit the 
neediest groups in society, as opposed to the most 
influential. 
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9. Indeed, none of the millennium 
development goals can be reached unless 
significant additional resources are made 
available. Many of these resources will have to be 
found within the countries where they are spent, 
but a special obligation falls on the more 
fortunate countries to ensure that the less 
fortunate have a genuine opportunity to improve 
their lot. 

10. In the Millennium Declaration, 
industrialized countries reaffirmed long-standing 
commitments to much higher levels of 
development assistance, much more generous 
debt relief, and duty- and quota-free access for 
exports from the least developed countries. Those 
that fail to honour these commitments must 
realize that they are failing also in the 
responsibility, which they have solemnly 
recognized, “to uphold the principles of human 
dignity, equality and equity at the global level” 
(see General Assembly resolution 55/2, para. 2). 

11. The international community has just 
emerged from an era of commitment. It must now 
enter an era of implementation, in which it 
mobilizes the will and resources needed to fulfil 
the promises made. 
 

 

 II. Peace, security and disarmament 
 

 

12. The turn of the millennium has brought 
new challenges and new opportunities, 
particularly in the field of peace and security. 
Today’s wars are mostly fought within States, 
although some conflicts have involved 
neighbouring countries, into which they spill over 
with destabilizing effects. The total number of 
armed conflicts is now declining and there has 

been a significant increase in the number of peace 
agreements, peacekeeping operations and other 
types of peace-making efforts by the international 
community. Nevertheless, civilians have become 
more vulnerable; women, children and 
humanitarian workers are deliberately targeted, 
and in some cases mutilation and rape are used as 
instruments of terror and control. This situation 
has compelled the international community to 
address these threats to human security. 

13. The principle of human-centred security, 
along with the need to protect individuals and 
communities from violence, is increasingly 
acknowledged. Human security depends first on 
the effective application of law and order, which 
in turn demands a firm adherence to the rule of 
law. A commitment to human security also 
demands enhanced international cooperation in 
conflict prevention, and strengthened capacities 
to assist countries in building, keeping and 
restoring peace. A further requirement for 
ensuring human security is disarmament, which 
involves a consistent and concerted effort from 
all. Progress here can both reduce global threats 
and save resources vital for social and economic 
well-being. 
 

 

 A. International rule of law 
 

 

  GOAL: Strengthen the 
international rule of law and compliance with the 
International Court of Justice and the Charter of 
the United Nations, ensure the implementation by 
States parties of treaties in such areas as arms 
control and disarmament and of international 
humanitarian law and human rights law, and call 
upon all States to consider signing and ratifying 
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the Rome Statute of the International Criminal 
Court1 
 

14. The Charter of the United Nations and 
other sources of international law have 
established conditions under which justice and 
respect for the obligations arising from treaties 
can be maintained. The rule of law at the 
international level is becoming more widely 
accepted, and States are increasingly employing 
treaties to regulate their relations. 

15. The rule of law is ultimately enforced 
through the application of democratic principles 
and international human rights and humanitarian 
norms. The primary responsibility for 
guaranteeing the protection and well-being of the 
individual rests with the State. While such 
structures as the International Criminal Court and 
the International Criminal Tribunals are critical in 
challenging the “culture of impunity” by 
deterring future human rights violations and thus 
acting as prevention mechanisms, there is no 
substitute for concrete State action to ensure that 
those who violate international law are brought to 
justice. 

16. As of 1 August 2001, the Secretary-
General is the depositary of more than 500 major 
multilateral instruments, 429 of which are in 
force. These treaties form a comprehensive 
framework of legal norms regulating the conduct 
of nations that has a broad impact on the lives of 
individuals and communities. They span the 
spectrum of human interactions, from human 
rights to the use of outer space. For the 
Millennium Summit, the Secretary-General 
launched a campaign promoting the signature and 
ratification of a wide range of treaties, with 
particular emphasis on a set of 25 core treaties 
representative of the key objectives of the United 

Nations. A total of 84 delegations (59 at the head 
of state and government level) signed or 
deposited instruments of ratification or accession 
relating to 40 multilateral agreements deposited 
with the Secretary-General. During the three-day 
Summit, 187 signatures and 87 ratifications or 
accessions were effected. The event will be 
repeated annually. This year’s treaty event will be 
held from 19 September to 5 October 2001. 
Entitled “Focus 2001: rights of women and 
children”, it will coincide with the special session 
of the General Assembly on children and the 
opening of the General Assembly. 

17. Important initiatives are under way to 
challenge the culture of impunity referred to 
above. Tribunals of mixed national and 
international staff, drawing on national and 
international jurisdiction, have been designed for 
Cambodia and Sierra Leone. If successful, they 
may herald a new approach to eradicating 
impunity in countries where genocide, crimes 
against humanity and war crimes have been 
committed. These mechanisms will not only 
resolve current issues but also leave a permanent 
cadre of trained judges, lawyers and legal staff in 
the country involved, and will help to integrate 
international standards of justice into national 
legal systems. 

18. As of 19 August 2001, 37 countries have 
ratified the Rome Statute of the International 
Criminal Court, which provides, for the first time, 
a permanent tribunal for trying individuals 
accused of committing genocide, war crimes and 
crimes against humanity. Sixty ratifications are 
needed before the treaty will enter into force. The 
pace of ratification and accession augurs well for 
the Statute’s early entry into force, which will be 
a giant step forward in the march towards 
universal human rights and the rule of law.  
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19. In order to ensure that United Nations 
forces comply with international humanitarian 
law, a Secretary-General’s bulletin on the 
observance by United Nations forces of 
international humanitarian law was issued in 
1999.2 This measure is binding upon all members 
of United Nations peace operations and has been 
disseminated to all peacekeeping missions, 
signalling formal recognition of the applicability 
of international humanitarian law to United 
Nations peace operations. It will apply in 
situations of armed conflict where United Nations 
forces are actively engaged. 

20. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting States in designing 
domestic legal frameworks consistent with 
international human rights norms and standards; 

 • Making international technical 
assistance available to help countries that wish to 
harmonize their domestic laws with international 
obligations; 

 • Encouraging States to take part in 
the treaty event “Focus 2001: rights of women 
and children”, with particular attention to the set 
of 23 selected treaties relating to the advancement 
of women’s and children’s rights; 

 • Supporting States to implement 
international legal commitments, including 
treaties, and developing United Nations 
mechanisms, such as the Treaty Handbook, to 
help Governments draft legislation and run 
training programmes on aspects of international 
law; 

 • Ensuring the widest acceptance of 
the International Court of Justice’s compulsory 
jurisdiction, and ensuring that provisions in 

future multilateral treaties provide for disputes to 
be referred to the International Court of Justice; 

 • Working at the national level to 
advance ratification and accession processes in 
order to reach the 60 ratifications required for the 
Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court 
to enter into force. 
 

  GOAL: To take concerted action 
against international terrorism and to accede as 
soon as possible to all the relevant international 
conventions 
 

21. The United Nations strategy against 
international terrorism has largely focused on 
efforts to create a legal framework. Twelve 
global conventions and protocols, as well as 
numerous declarations, have been adopted. The 
number of States acceding to the international 
conventions on terrorism is increasing slowly, 
and the rate of implementation varies. In the 
Vienna Declaration on Crime and Justice: 
Meeting the Challenges of the Twenty-first 
Century,3 Member States committed themselves 
to take measures to prevent and combat criminal 
acts that further terrorism. 

22. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to sign, ratify 
and implement the conventions and protocols 
relating to terrorism; 

 • Supporting the international 
community in its efforts to finalize the draft 
international convention for the suppression of 
acts of nuclear terrorism, and efforts to draw up a 
comprehensive convention on international 
terrorism; 
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 • Continuing efforts to develop and 
adopt corresponding laws and administrative 
procedures at the national level. 
 

  GOAL: To redouble our efforts to 
implement our commitment to counter the world 
drug problem 
 

23. Illicit drug traffic generates between $150 
billion to $250 billion a year, which is either 
laundered or used to finance further illegal 
activities and armed conflict. The United Nations 
helps countries to strengthen their efforts to 
combat drug trafficking by advising on strategic 
approaches to drug control, identifying and 
promoting good practice in law enforcement and 
developing appropriate projects to enhance the 
effectiveness of law enforcement authorities. 

24. Ratification of the three international 
conventions on drug control is close to universal: 
170 States are parties to the Single Convention on 
Narcotic Drugs of 1961,4 168 are parties to the 
Convention on Psychotropic Substances of 19715 
and 160 are parties to the United Nations 
Convention against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic 
Drugs and Psychotropic Substances of 1988.6 

25. By adopting the Political Declaration at 
the twentieth special session of the General 
Assembly, in June 1998,7 Member States 
committed themselves to establishing or 
strengthening by 2003 measures against the illicit 
manufacture, trafficking and abuse of synthetic 
drugs; national legislation and programmes 
against money-laundering and cooperation 
among judicial law enforcement authorities; 
measures to promote cooperation among judicial 
and law enforcement authorities; and drug 
demand reduction strategies and programmes. 

They further committed themselves to achieving 
significant and measurable results in drug 
demand reduction; significant elimination or 
reduction of the illicit manufacture, marketing 
and trafficking of psychotropic substances, 
including synthetic drugs and significant 
elimination or reduction of the illicit cultivation 
of coca, cannabis and opium poppy by 2008. 

26. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting States to ensure that 
the commitments made at the twentieth special 
session of the General Assembly are realized; 

 • Working to secure adequate 
financial and technical support for alternative 
development programmes, and to set up 
improved monitoring and evaluation mechanisms 
to assess the impact of alternative development 
interventions. 
 

  GOAL: To intensify our efforts to 
fight transnational crime in all its dimensions, 
including trafficking in and smuggling human 
beings and money-laundering 
 

27. The General Assembly recently adopted 
the United Nations Convention against 
Transnational Organized Crime8 and its Protocols 
to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in 
Persons, Especially Women and Children,9 
against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea 
and Air,10 and against Illicit Manufacturing of 
and Trafficking in Firearms.11 As of 14 August 
2001, there are 126 signatories to the Convention, 
which will enter into force once it has been 
ratified by 40 States, which is expected to happen 
by the end of 2002. To date, two States have 
ratified the Convention. 
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28. Transnational crime has an estimated 
turnover of $1 trillion and estimated profits of 
$500 billion per year. Criminal organizations are 
shifting their operations to more sophisticated 
criminal activities, involving information 
technology and the financial sector, as well as to 
less “traditional” areas, including trafficking in 
human beings and trafficking in firearms. For 
example, estimates of the number of trafficking 
victims now range from 700,000 to 2 million a 
year, mostly women, children and the very poor. 

29. The challenge that corruption poses to the 
rule of law, good governance and development is 
now widely recognized. Corruption has robbed 
many developing and transition countries of their 
national assets. Attempts by such countries to 
recover money lost in this way have been delayed 
by the absence of appropriate international 
treaties and by bank secrecy. Work on a new 
convention that will strengthen and mobilize 
national and international actions against 
corruption has begun, and the negotiations for 
this convention should be complete by the end of 
2003. 

30. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to bring into 
force and implement the United Nations 
Convention against Transnational Organized 
Crime and its Protocols as soon as possible, and 
to help developing countries meet new 
obligations arising from these instruments; 

 • Directing research towards the 
complexities of cyber-crime, particularly on 
modalities of international cooperation to deal 
with it; 

 • Continuing efforts by the United 
Nations to employ its comprehensive 

information, legal, regulatory and enforcement 
infrastructure to combat money-laundering; 

 • Incorporating crime prevention 
and criminal justice concerns into United Nations 
peace operations. 
 

  GOAL: To observe the Olympic 
Truce, individually and collectively, now and in 
the future, and to support the International 
Olympic Committee in its efforts to promote 
peace and human understanding through sport 
and the Olympic ideal 
 

31. The Olympic Truce requires all 
belligerents to cease hostilities for a specific 
period around the Olympic Games. This is an 
important conflict resolution tool, endorsed by 
heads of State at the General Assembly in 199312 
and again at the Millennium Summit.13 The 
International Olympic Committee (IOC) is 
engaged in a number of projects, with United 
Nations partners and others, to develop sport as a 
means for the reconciliation of communities in 
conflict or post-conflict situations. The Secretary-
General’s Adviser on Sports for Development 
and Peace is identifying other United Nations 
programmes that might benefit from the 
involvement of sports organizations. 

32. Strategy for moving forward: 

 • Enhancing cooperation between 
Member States, IOC and the United Nations 
system to use sport in economic and social 
development, and for the promotion of a culture 
of peace, particularly among youth. 
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 B. Strengthening United Nations 
capacities for resolving armed conflict 
 

 

  GOAL: Make the United Nations 
more effective in maintaining peace and security 
by giving it the resources and tools it needs for 
conflict prevention, the peaceful resolution of 
disputes, peacekeeping, and post-conflict peace-
building and reconstruction 
 

33. Despite a decline in the number of armed 
conflicts during the past decade, wars continue to 
cause immense suffering, particularly in Africa 
and Asia. In the 1990s, armed conflict claimed 
more than 5 million lives, most of them civilians, 
and inflicted hardship on its survivors through 
injury, displacement and dispossession. The 
human and material costs of failing to prevent 
conflict are harsh and lasting. The international 
community must move from a culture of reaction 
to a culture of prevention of armed conflict: it is 
the most desirable and cost-effective strategy to 
ensure lasting peace. 

  Conflict prevention 
 

34. Conflict prevention, like conflict itself, is 
a cross-cutting issue and cannot be implemented 
in isolation from policies in the development, 
security, political, human rights and 
environmental arenas. There is a critical 
interdependence between sustainable 
development and human security. Mechanisms of 
social stability and societal justice usually 
develop hand in hand with improvements in 
living standards. This process is a dynamic one, 
with basic development goals reinforcing the 
need for good governance, and in turn good 

governance practices providing a framework for 
peace and development. 

35. Development is a force of change that can 
raise expectations but can also highlight 
disparities and even trigger violent conflicts. This 
problem has been exacerbated in the past, when 
development has stopped, regressed or been 
accompanied by rising inequalities, causing 
tensions to increase. Part of the prevention 
strategy in these situations is to manage the pace 
of development and foster equity, also ensuring 
that projects can be undertaken in a sustainable 
manner and that local expectations are set 
appropriately. 

36. Effective conflict prevention strategies 
need to be based on a comprehensive and 
multidisciplinary approach, tailored to the unique 
circumstances of each situation. This approach 
should include structural measures to address the 
underlying causes of conflict, such as socio-
economic inequalities or the denial of 
fundamental human rights. It should also include 
operational measures aimed at crisis prevention, 
such as fact-finding missions, preventive 
diplomacy or preventive deployment. Within the 
United Nations, we have begun to supplement 
our more traditional political and military conflict 
prevention activities with a longer-term vision of 
prevention, which we are now building more 
consciously into all our work. Effective 
preventive diplomacy measures will continue to 
be utlilized, including fact-finding and 
confidence-building missions, visits by special 
envoys, as well as the exercise of the Secretary-
General’s “good offices”. 

37. In recent years, academic and research 
institutes around the world, together with United 
Nations research arms, such as the United 
Nations University and the United Nations 
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Institute for Training and Research, have 
significantly increased their focus on prevention 
issues. Non-governmental organizations have 
emerged as an important channel for preventive 
action and diplomacy. They have provided 
impartial forums for divided groups to 
communicate and negotiate, disseminate studies 
on response opportunities and policy briefs, and 
act as advocates in raising international 
awareness of impending or ongoing conflict. In 
addition, an international networking capacity in 
the field of conflict prevention is currently being 
developed to systematically link academic 
experts, non-governmental organizations and 
other sectors of civil society to the United 
Nations and various other international and 
regional organizations. 

38. Other strategies for conflict prevention 
can include tracking and marking “blood 
diamonds” and other “conflict resources”. In July 
2001, 40 diamond-producing countries, the 
World Diamond Council and the European Union 
(EU) came up with the main principles of a 
certification system requiring Governments to 
confirm the legitimacy of diamonds and 
producers to give guarantees to their 
Governments. Strategies can also include 
eliminating the flow of illegal small arms, such as 
through post-conflict schemes in which vouchers 
or cash are offered in exchange for weapons. 

39. A particularly important achievement 
with regard to conflict prevention is the recent 
Security Council resolution 1366 (2001) on the 
prevention of armed conflict. The resolution is a 
broad and progressive endorsement of a range of 
issues related to prevention, and should be 
welcomed for its recommendations and its 
contribution to the dialogue. In the resolution, the 
Security Council stressed that national 

Governments hold the essential responsibility for 
conflict prevention, but the Council also 
demonstrated a willingness to integrate a 
comprehensive and long-term preventive strategy 
into its work. 

40. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Earlier and more sustained action 
to address the underlying causes of conflict, 
development of improved integrated prevention 
strategies with a regional focus, and enhancing 
the capacity of Member States, regional 
organizations and the United Nations system to 
undertake effective preventive action; 

 • Encouraging States to ensure the 
equitable distribution of assets and access to 
resources; 

 • Urging States to act on the 
recommendations made in the report of the 
Secretary-General on the prevention of armed 
conflict;14 

 • Strengthening national capacities 
for addressing structural risk factors by providing 
United Nations advisory services and technical 
assistance; 

 • Continuing to utilize United 
Nations multidisciplinary fact-finding missions, 
encouraging States and the Security Council to 
use preventive deployments and establishing an 
informal network of eminent persons for conflict 
prevention. 
 

  Peacekeeping 
 

41. A total of 54 United Nations 
peacekeeping operations have been set up since 
1948, two thirds of those since 1991. However, 
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peacekeeping trends have fluctuated over the past 
50 years, particularly over the last decade. Today, 
there are 16 active peacekeeping operations. 
Correspondingly, the numbers of military troops 
and civilian police staffing levels have also 
increased. In 1999, there were 9,000 military 
troops and 2,000 civilian police serving in United 
Nations operations; today, there are 35,000 
military troops and 8,000 civilian police. 
Cooperation with regional organizations has 
become an important aspect of peacekeeping, 
although varying regional peacekeeping 
capacities influence the nature of cooperation 
with the United Nations. Combining the 
motivation and knowledge of regional actors with 
the legitimacy, expertise and resources of the 
United Nations can enhance the international 
community’s work for peace. Troop contributions 
from developing countries have increased 
substantially. In 1991, only two of the top 10 
troop contributors were developing countries; in 
2001, eight of the top 10 contributors are 
developing countries. 

42. Although peacekeeping is a vital 
instrument, there was previously a tendency to 
treat it as a temporary aberration rather than to 
invest in its long-term success. Member States 
have now recognized the need to match 
peacekeeping mandates with human, material, 
financial and political support, and we have 
embarked together on the journey towards 
achieving operational excellence. 

43. As detailed in the reports of the Panel on 
United Nations Peace Operations and of the 
Special Committee on Peacekeeping 
Operations,15 United Nations peacekeeping 
capacity has suffered from shortages in 
Headquarters staff, field personnel and financial 
resources, and in the availability of troops, 

personnel and resources. Furthermore, because of 
the perception that peacekeeping was a temporary 
endeavour rather than a core function of the 
United Nations, Headquarters in particular was 
not equipped with the level of resources it needed 
to function adequately. 

44. The Millennium Declaration called for 
expeditious consideration of the 
recommendations of the Panel on United Nations 
Peace Operations. The General Assembly 
responded to the recommendation to make 
additional resources available, providing the 
United Nations with 93 posts in December 2000, 
and is now considering a budget for further 
recommendations on increased staffing levels, on 
strengthening management practices and culture, 
and on translating legislative guidance into 
strategic plans for future peacekeeping 
operations. The progress made towards 
developing a 30-to-90-day deployment capability 
is particularly welcome. The peacekeeping 
reform process includes expanded standby 
arrangements for military, civilian and civilian 
police personnel, and the development of global 
logistics support and staffing strategies. Further 
efforts to strengthen United Nations 
peacekeeping include creating a long-term 
planning capacity, improving efficiency in the 
relationship between headquarters and field 
missions and enhancing training capacity, 
whereby peacekeepers will receive standardized 
training, including in human rights and 
humanitarian law. Related efforts to enhance the 
functioning of the Executive Committee on Peace 
and Security, through the provision of a small 
secretariat, will contribute to enhance decision-
making capabilities, including in areas pertaining 
to peacekeeping. 

45. Strategies for moving forward include: 
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 • Ensuring the expeditious 
completion of the peacekeeping reform process 
by Member States and the United Nations, 
focusing in particular on reaching an agreement 
in 2001 on the legislative decisions required for 
further progress, including on financial resources; 

 • Increasing collaboration between 
the United Nations and regional organizations; 

 • Dedicating greater attention to 
gender, humanitarian and disarmament issues in 
peacekeeping operations. 
 

  Peace-building and reconstruction 
 

46. A significant part of the work of the 
United Nations and its specialized agencies is in 
the area of peaceful dispute resolution, including 
through legal mechanisms, and in programmes 
for building peace and reconstructing war-torn 
societies. This work tends to be low-key and 
long-term but is vital in efforts to achieve a more 
peaceful and just world. 

47. The United Nations uses a number of 
tools for dispute resolution, ranging from the 
Secretary-General’s good offices and missions by 
his high-level envoys and special representatives 
to longer-term initiatives and programmes 
undertaken by the operational agencies. Other 
efforts include truth and reconciliation 
commissions and community dialogue activities, 
which aim to bring together stakeholders, usually 
in intra-State conflicts, to discuss and resolve 
differences in non-confrontational settings. 
Conflicts between States can be resolved through 
the use of the international legal framework and 
the International Court of Justice. 

48. Dispute resolution mechanisms, 
particularly those concerned with truth and 
reconciliation, are critical even after a violent 
conflict has begun, but they should be 
accompanied by a broader range of measures that 
fall under the rubric of “peace-building”. Peace-
building involves long-term political, 
developmental, economic, social, security, 
humanitarian and human rights measures aimed 
at preventing the outbreak or recurrence of 
conflict by addressing its root causes. It can take 
many forms, such as the disarmament, 
demobilization and reintegration of former 
combatants; strengthening the rule of law and the 
administration of justice; providing electoral and 
governance assistance; supporting the 
development of civil society and of the free and 
independent media; engaging in land reform; and 
promoting conflict resolution and reconciliation 
techniques at the local community level. 

49. From early experiences in Namibia and 
Cambodia and the 1992 publication of the 
Agenda for Peace16 to more recent missions in 
East Timor, Kosovo and Tajikistan, the United 
Nations has acquired a wealth of practical peace-
building experience. The Millennium 
Declaration’s focus on additional resources and 
tools for effective peace-building is timely, given 
the recent increase in both conceptual and 
operational work in this area. 

50. A number of initiatives have been taken 
in the peace-building arena since the Millennium 
Summit. In February 2001, there was a thematic 
debate of the Security Council, a presidential 
statement of the Security Council 
(S/PRST/2001/5) and a consultation on peace-
building with regional organizations. Work 
within the system on peace-building policy is 
ongoing and has seen important contributions 
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from throughout the system. There is a vast body 
of operational expertise in all the United Nations 
departments, agencies, funds and programmes, 
and a growing recognition that the most 
successful peacekeeping operations help to build 
the institutions, social infrastructure and 
economic capacities that can help to prevent what 
would otherwise be the next round of conflict. 

51. Moving from resolving conflict to 
restoring peace requires a focus on sustainable 
measures. All United Nations actors present in a 
specific country can and do contribute to peace-
building. Many departments and agencies have 
established or are in the process of establishing 
specialized peace-building functions, while 
considerable work has gone into inter-agency 
coordination in this area. The contribution of 
operational agencies is vital in peace-building. 
On the ground, United Nations resident 
coordinators and country teams are improving the 
coherence of their programming, and a peace-
building unit is being established at Headquarters 
to support these activities. 

52. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Securing adequate resources from 
the international community to permit recovery 
and development for post-conflict societies; 

 • Strengthening the capacity of 
United Nations resident coordinators and country 
teams to undertake effective peace-building; 

 • Consolidating peace and 
preventing the recurrence of conflict through 
disarmament, demobilization and reintegration 
measures; 

 • Improving the functioning of the 
United Nations peace-building support offices 

based on the findings of the recent evaluation 
mission. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen cooperation 
between the United Nations and regional 
organizations, in accordance with the provisions 
of Chapter VIII of the Charter of the United 
Nations 
 

53. A number of regional organizations are 
establishing or enhancing their capacity in the 
peace and security area, such as through the 
establishment of institutional capacities for 
conflict prevention and conflict management. In 
addition, the United Nations and regional 
organizations have created a number of 
cooperative arrangements, such as annual 
meetings between the United Nations Office at 
Geneva, the European Union, the Council of 
Europe and the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), and the 
establishment in 1998 of a United Nations office 
in Addis Ababa to liaise with the headquarters of 
the Organization of African Unity (OAU). In 
peacekeeping and peace-building situations, the 
United Nations and regional groups have 
co-deployed or have divided responsibilities. A 
new permutation of such cooperation can be seen 
in the mission in Kosovo, where direct reporting 
lines have been established from regional 
partners to the United Nations Interim 
Administration Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK). 
Other practical forms of cooperation have 
evolved, such as fielding joint conflict prevention 
missions. 

54. Since 1994, there have been high-level 
biannual meetings between the United Nations 
and regional organizations. The theme in 1998 
was conflict prevention. This year’s meeting, in 
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February 2001, examined the potential for 
expanding cooperation in the field of peace-
building; 18 delegations from regional, 
subregional and other international organizations 
attended and adopted a “Framework for 
cooperation in peace-building”. OSCE will hold 
the first regional workshop to discuss specific 
regional dimensions of cooperation. 

55. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Continuing the high-level biannual 
meetings between the United Nations and 
regional organizations; 

 • Strengthening cooperation through 
capacity-building, strategic development and 
operational interaction between regional 
organizations and the United Nations; 

 • Strengthening national and 
regional mechanisms for prevention, conflict 
resolution and peace-building, and examining 
ways to build links to civil society. 
 

  GOAL: To minimize the adverse 
effects of United Nations economic sanctions on 
innocent populations, to subject such sanctions 
regimes to regular reviews and to eliminate the 
adverse effects of sanctions on third parties 
 

56. Mandatory measures imposed under 
Article 41, Chapter VII, of the Charter of the 
United Nations are an important tool available to 
the Security Council as it seeks to maintain or 
restore international peace and security. In recent 
years, however, there has been increasing 
concern about the negative effects of sanctions on 
vulnerable civilian populations, as well as over 
their collateral effects on third States. 
Comprehensive sanctions may impose civilian 

hardships disproportionate to likely political 
gains. Those in power might transfer the cost to 
the vulnerable, profit from black market activity 
and exploit sanctions as a justification for their 
own shortcomings. Furthermore, neighbouring 
countries bear much of the trading losses from 
compliance. Greater use should, therefore, be 
made of existing provisions contained in the 
Charter for mitigating the economic effects of 
sanctions on these countries. 

57. In response to these problems, Member 
States, intergovernmental organizations, non-
governmental organizations and academic experts 
have been making efforts to improve the 
effectiveness of United Nations sanctions, as well 
as to refine the concept of targeted sanctions. 
Such measures include financial sanctions, arms 
embargoes, travel bans and diplomatic 
restrictions. Expert seminars on targeting United 
Nations financial sanctions have been held to 
explore the basis for cooperation among Member 
States, intergovernmental organizations, non-
governmental organizations and experts in the 
field. The seminars have also explored such 
issues as the design and application of targeted 
Security Council financial sanctions against 
decision-making elites. Targeted financial 
sanctions could enhance the effectiveness of the 
sanctions instrument and minimize unintended 
negative effects. 

58. Recent sanctions measures imposed by 
the Security Council have been more targeted, 
and in all of these sanctions regimes the Council 
has sought to focus sanctions pressure on those 
responsible for behaviour that contravenes 
international norms of peace and security, while 
seeking to minimize the humanitarian impact on 
civilian populations and on affected third States. 
Even targeted sanctions might not be enough to 



692 
 

restore peace or halt illicit actions. They must be 
integrated into a comprehensive conflict 
resolution strategy or conflict prevention strategy, 
and must be complemented by inducement 
measures. 

59. Solutions must also be found to the 
difficulties of monitoring sanctions. That task is 
currently the primary responsibility of Member 
States, but they often lack the capacity to monitor 
effectively. A permanent sanctions monitoring 
mechanism needs to be developed in order to 
ensure better targeting and enforcement of smart 
sanctions and to bring non-cooperation and non-
compliance information to the attention of the 
Security Council. This would allow for a more 
systematic follow-up for those State and non-
state actors who break sanctions or who do not 
cooperate with United Nations panels of experts 
and sanctions committees, and would also 
provide a point of contact between the Security 
Council and other international and regional 
organizations dealing with sanctions. It is 
therefore essential for the Security Council to 
reach agreement on its policy objectives and on 
how success should be defined with regard to 
sanctions. 

60. The Security Council has also made more 
frequent use of United Nations panels of experts, 
which have documented sanctions violations, 
including illicit arms trafficking and illegal sales 
of diamonds, and made recommendations on 
improving international monitoring. The Security 
Council might make more frequent use of 
humanitarian assessments before the imposition 
of sanctions, as well as continuing to monitor the 
humanitarian impact once sanctions have been 
imposed, as has recently been the case in 
Afghanistan. The Security Council Working 
Group on Sanctions, established by the President 

of the Security Council on 17 April 2000, has 
confirmed that it will report to the Council when 
it reaches consensus on recommendations. 

61. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting the international 
community’s continuing efforts to develop 
targeted sanctions; 

 • Supporting the Security Council in 
its work to improve international monitoring of 
sanctions regimes and in efforts to assess the 
humanitarian impact of sanctions. 
 

 

 C. Disarmament  
 

 

62. Despite the end of the cold war, global 
military spending has been increasing. In 1998, 
military spending was $762 billion; in 2000, 
approximately $800 billion was spent on 
weapons of mass destruction, conventional 
weapons, research and development and 
personnel costs. The real total is likely to be even 
higher since data is not available for a number of 
countries, including some that are currently in 
conflict. That ominous trend heightens the danger 
of a renewed arms race. The possible demise of 
the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Systems17 threatens the framework of 
treaties on disarmament and non-proliferation, 
while raising the risks of new arms races, 
including in outer space. Innocent people 
throughout the world are still threatened by 
weapons of mass destruction. They face 
additional threats from major conventional 
weapons, as well as from the destabilizing 
accumulation and illicit sale of small arms and 
light weapons, and the continued production and 
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use of landmines. Of all these challenges, 
however, the total elimination of nuclear 
weapons must remain the top priority. 
 

  GOAL: To strive for the 
elimination of weapons of mass destruction, 
particularly nuclear weapons, and to keep all 
options open for achieving this aim, including the 
possibility of convening an international 
conference to identify ways of eliminating 
nuclear dangers 
 

63. Despite widespread and persistent calls 
for transparency, there are no official figures 
available on either the number of nuclear 
weapons in the world today or their total cost. 
According to several estimates, however, more 
than 30,000 such weapons remain, many of them 
on hair-trigger alert. 

64. The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban 
Treaty18 has not entered into force even though it 
has 161 signatories and 77 ratifications. Only 
three of the five nuclear-weapon States (as 
defined by the terms of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT))19 have 
ratified the Treaty. START II,20 a bilateral treaty 
to reduce nuclear weapons to about 3,500 each 
for the United States and the Russian Federation, 
has not entered into force. 

65. The Conference on Disarmament remains 
deadlocked despite a growing need for new 
agreements on nuclear disarmament, fissile 
materials and the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space. This stalemate has raised serious 
concern within the international community that 
the effectiveness of the established multilateral 
disarmament machinery is being adversely 
affected. 

66. Despite these trends, certain 
developments offer a foundation for future 
progress. More than half of the nuclear weapons 
deployed at the height of the cold war have now 
been dismantled. The overwhelming majority of 
States have fully complied with their legal 
obligations concerning weapons of mass 
destruction. Instances of non-compliance with 
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards 
agreements and Security Council resolutions are 
rare and do not signify a global trend. 

67. Efforts to eliminate nuclear weapons have 
gained new strength from the 1996 International 
Court of Justice advisory opinion on the legality 
of the threat or use of nuclear weapons, which 
found unanimously that no threat or use of 
nuclear weapons should be made unless it is 
compatible with the requirements of international 
law applicable in armed conflict, and that “there 
exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and 
bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to 
nuclear disarmament in all its aspects under strict 
and effective international control”.21 At the 2000 
NPT Review Conference, the five nuclear 
weapons States made an unequivocal 
commitment to nuclear disarmament. 

68. There has been some progress in 
eliminating other weapons of mass destruction. 
At the Fifth Review Conference of the States 
parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of 
the Development, Production and Stockpiling of 
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons 
and on Their Destruction,22 the status of the 
negotiations aimed at strengthening the 
Convention is expected to be discussed. Since the 
entry into force of the Convention on the 
Prohibition of the Development, Production, 
Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and 
on Their Destruction23 in 1997, about 5,600 tons 
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of chemical agents and 1.6 million munitions and 
containers have been destroyed, and 1,000 
inspections were conducted in 49 States by the 
Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical 
Weapons. 

69. The preparatory process for the 2005 NPT 
Review Conference will begin in 2002. A panel 
of governmental experts will commence work on 
a study on missiles reporting to the General 
Assembly in 2002. The Conference on 
Facilitating the Entry into Force of the 
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty will 
take place from 5 to 27 September 2001. The 
General Assembly resolved in November 2000 to 
prepare a two-year study on education and 
training in disarmament and non-proliferation. 

70. Possibilities for creating verifiable and 
irreversible norms in other areas, including 
missiles and outer space, should be explored. At 
the intergovernmental level, an opportunity to 
discuss an even broader array of disarmament 
issues, including the multilateral disarmament 
machinery, is long overdue. 

71. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • More efforts to ensure full 
implementation of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty, the Biological Weapons Convention and 
the Chemical Weapons Convention and to 
promote their universality; 

 • Convening an international 
conference devoted to disarmament; 

 • Continuing United Nations work 
to enhance public accountability, clarify the 
benefits of disarmament, and monitor weapons 
research and development activities; 

 • Supporting the international 
community, including civil society, in efforts to 
eliminate weapons of mass destruction. 
 

  GOAL: To call on all States to 
consider acceding to the Convention on the 
Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production 
and Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on 
Their Destruction (APM Ban Treaty),24 as well as 
the amended mines protocol to the Convention on 
certain conventional weapons25 
 

72. Landmines continue to impede the 
development and security of populations in 
almost one third of the world’s countries. In 
response to this situation, United Nations support 
to mine action is now being planned or provided 
in over 30 countries, an increase of 100 per cent 
since 1997. Significantly, independent research 
indicates that in the same period, the production 
and transfer of landmines has all but ceased while 
the use of mines has been successfully 
stigmatized. Nevertheless, casualties continue to 
occur on a daily basis, and some countries and 
groups persist in the deployment of landmines. 

73. The momentum generated by stigmatizing 
the use of landmines and destroying existing 
stockpiles is being maintained through civil 
society monitoring, transparency measures, and 
yearly meetings of States parties. As of 29 June 
2001, there are 117 parties to the APM Ban 
Treaty. Twelve countries have acceded or ratified 
the Treaty since the publication of the 
Millennium Declaration, while 58 nations are 
participants to the Amended Protocol II of the 
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the 
Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which 
May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or 
To Have Indiscriminate Effects.26 The total 
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eradication of anti-personnel mines remains a 
crucial requirement for human security and socio-
economic development. 
 

74. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Achieving the universalization of 
the APM Ban Treaty, the Convention on Certain 
Conventional Weapons and Amended Protocol II 
by encouraging States to ratify or accede to the 
Treaties and accept the amended Protocol; 

 • Encouraging States to provide the 
Secretary-General with complete and timely 
information, as required in article 7 of the APM 
Ban Treaty;  

 • Continuing United Nations work 
to establish mine clearance, awareness, victim 
assistance programmes and contingency planning 
for mine-affected countries and regions. 
 

  GOAL: To take concerted action 
to end illicit traffic in small arms and light 
weapons, especially by making arms transfers 
more transparent and supporting regional 
disarmament measures, taking account of all the 
recommendations of the United Nations 
Conference on Illicit Trade in Small Arms and 
Light Weapons 
 

75. Illicit trade in small arms and light 
weapons poses grave challenges to international 
peace and security. Their excessive accumulation 
and easy availability jeopardize post-conflict 
reconstruction and development efforts, threaten 
human security and violate humanitarian law and 
human rights. Small arms are legally produced by 
more than 600 companies in at least 95 countries, 
with the value of global small arms production 

estimated at over $1.4 billion and that of 
ammunition production at $2.6 billion. An 
estimated 500 million small arms and light 
weapons are available around the world. Even 
outside of conflict zones, these weapons have 
severe adverse effects on economic, social and 
human development. 

76. Various initiatives are currently under 
way, globally and regionally, to address the issue 
of illicit trade in small arms. At the regional 
level, measures involve signing legally binding 
treaties, and strengthening and establishing 
regional or subregional moratoria on the transfer 
and manufacture of such weapons. These 
measures include the Economic Community of 
West African States moratorium on the 
production and trade in small arms; the Inter-
American Convention Against the Illicit 
Manufacturing and Trafficking in Firearms, 
Ammunition, Explosives and Other Related 
Materials; a European Union joint action on 
small arms and code of conduct on arms exports; 
and a Southern African Development Community 
(SADC) plan of action. In Africa, Latin America 
and Europe, such regional cooperation 
culminated in Bamako, Nairobi, Brasilia and 
SADC declarations, and an OSCE document on 
small arms and light weapons. 

77. Making arms transfers more transparent is 
also vitally important. The United Nations 
manages two confidence-building instruments, 
the Register of Conventional Arms and the 
Standardized Instrument for Reporting of 
Military Expenditures. An average of 90 
countries already report to the Register annually. 
Some 35 countries report military expenditures 
annually. While participation in these instruments 
has increased noticeably, they have not been as 
fully utilized as they should be. 
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78. The United Nations Conference on the 
Illicit Trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons in 
All Its Aspects, held from 9 to 20 July 2001, 
provided the international community with an 
opportunity to adopt measures to combat this 
global scourge. The Programme of Action of the 
Conference, which was adopted by consensus, is 
a significant first step towards the goal of 
preventing, combating and eradicating the illicit 
trade in small arms and light weapons. It includes 
suggestions for national strategies, such as 
establishing national coordination mechanisms 
and adequate laws, and destroying surplus 
weapons and increasing controls over the 
manufacture and transfer of such weapons. It 
endorses and encourages various regional 
measures, such as harmonizing national 
legislation and establishing and strengthening 
regional mechanisms, and regional action 
programmes to prevent, combat and eradicate the 
illicit trade in these weapons. The programme 
also underscores the importance of international 
cooperation and assistance, particularly regarding 
the implementation of arms embargoes imposed 
by the Security Council and the disarmament, 
demobilization and reintegration into civil society 
of ex-combatants. The Conference did not, 
however, achieve consensus on two essential 
issues: restrictions on and regulation of private 
ownership of such weapons, and preventing their 
transfer to non-State actors. 

79. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Securing urgent international 
commitments for both human and financial 
resources to effectively implement and follow up 
the measures adopted at the United Nations 
Conference on the Illicit Trade in Small Arms 
and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects; 

 • Convening, through the United 
Nations, a review conference in 2006 and 
biennial meetings of States to consider progress 
made in the implementation of the Programme of 
Action of the Conference; 

 • Supporting Governments’ 
endeavours to prevent the spread of small arms 
by providing technical expertise and financial 
support in collecting and destroying such 
weapons; 

 • Exploring private and public 
sector financing of “weapons for development” 
initiatives; 

 • Continuing United Nations efforts 
to achieve universal participation in confidence-
building instruments and to foster regional 
initiatives, such as the creation of regional 
registers and exchanges of data on national 
inventories. 
 

 

 III. Development and poverty 
eradication: the millennium development goals 
 

 

80. In order to significantly reduce poverty 
and promote development it is essential to 
achieve sustained and broad-based economic 
growth. The millennium development goals 
highlight some of the priority areas that must be 
addressed to eliminate extreme poverty. These 
goals include commitments made by developed 
nations, such as increased official development 
assistance (ODA) and improved market access 
for exports from developing countries. 

81. It is crucial that the millennium 
development goals become national goals and 
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serve to increase the coherence and consistency 
of national policies and programmes. They must 
also help reduce the gap between what needs to 
be done and what is actually being done. The 
widening gap between goals and achievements 
implies that the international community has 
failed to deliver on crucial commitments it made 
during the 1990s.  

82. The millennium development goals are 
mutually supportive and require multisectoral 
programmes that tackle each of the goals 
simultaneously. Countries should ensure that 
poverty reduction strategies increase the focus on 
the poorest and most vulnerable through an 
appropriate choice of economic and social 
policies. Human rights should be at the centre of 
peace, security and development programmes. In 
addition, it is necessary to broaden partnerships 
between all stakeholders, such as civil society 
and the private sector. 

83. The United Nations system, in 
cooperation with other partners in development, 
will monitor goals that are directly related to 
development and poverty eradication (see annex). 
 

  GOAL: To halve, by the year 
2015, the proportion of the world’s population 
whose income is less than one dollar a day and 
the proportion of people who suffer from hunger 
and, by the same date, to halve the proportion of 
people who are unable to reach or to afford safe 
drinking water 
 

 

  Income poverty 
 

84. Since 1990, the number of people living 
on less than a dollar a day has declined from 1.3 

billion to 1.2 billion. However, this decline has 
not been spread evenly. In East Asia, poverty 
rates have declined fast enough to meet the goal 
in 2015. But sub-Saharan Africa lags far behind 
and in some countries poverty rates have 
worsened. While the greatest number of poor 
people live in South Asia, the highest proportion 
of poor people is in sub-Saharan Africa, where 
approximately 51 per cent of the population lives 
on less than a dollar a day.  

85. At its twenty-fourth special session, held 
in 2000, the General Assembly reaffirmed the 
commitments agreed at the World Summit for 
Social Development and produced very 
significant new initiatives for the eradication of 
poverty. In particular, there was agreement for 
the first time on a global target of halving the 
proportion of people living in extreme poverty by 
2015, and the commitment to the global targets 
for poverty reduction was subsequently endorsed 
by all countries in the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration adopted in September 2000. 
Accompanying this work at the policy level, 
much is going on to support effective and 
efficient institutions. The United Nations, for 
example, is involved in programmes that extend 
services to small entrepreneurs through 
microfinance projects which meet local 
community priorities. 

86. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring support for country-led 
economic and social initiatives that focus on 
poverty reduction; 

 • Strengthening capabilities to 
provide basic social services; 

 • Assisting capacity-building for 
poverty assessment, monitoring and planning. 
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  Hunger 
 

87. Income is not the only measure of 
poverty. The poor suffer from malnutrition and 
poor health. Between 1990-1992 and 1996-1998, 
the number of undernourished people fell by 40 
million in the developing world. However, the 
developing world still has some 826 million 
people who are not getting enough food to lead 
normal, healthy and active lives. In addition, of 
the 11 million children in developing countries 
who die each year before reaching the age of five, 
6.3 million die of hunger. 

88. Alleviating hunger is also a prerequisite 
for sustainable poverty reduction since better 
nourishment improves labour productivity and 
the earning capacity of individuals. Increased 
food production is essential since 75 per cent of 
the world’s poor and hungry live in rural areas 
and depend directly or indirectly on agriculture 
for their livelihoods. Moreover, a higher crop 
yield reduces prices, benefiting all the poor. 

89. The Rome Declaration on World Food 
Security and the World Food Summit Plan of 
Action that was adopted at the World Food 
Summit in 199627 laid the foundation for diverse 
paths to a common objective — food security, at 
the individual, household, national, regional and 
global levels. The main goal of the Summit was 
to ensure an enabling political, social and 
economic environment, designed to create the 
best conditions for the eradication of poverty and 
a durable peace based on the full and equal 
participation of women and men, which is most 
conducive to achieving sustainable food security 
for all. The Summit stressed the importance of 
implementing policies that would improve access 
to sufficient and nutritionally adequate food and 
its effective utilization.  

90. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Taking stock of actions taken 
since the 1996 World Food Summit, at the five-
year review of the World Food Summit to be held 
in November 2001, and proposing new plans at 
the national and international levels to achieve 
hunger goals; 

 • Ensuring that food, agricultural 
trade and overall trade policies are conducive to 
fostering food security for all through a fair and 
just world trade system; 

 • Continuing to give priority to 
small farmers, and supporting their efforts to 
promote environmental awareness and low-cost 
simple technologies. 
 

  Access to water 
 

91. About 80 per cent of the people in the 
developing world now have access to improved 
water sources. Yet nearly 1 billion people are still 
denied access to clean water supplies and 2.4 
billion people lack access to basic sanitation. As 
economic development and population growth 
increase demands on limited water resources, 
water management and the provision of safe 
drinking water and sanitation facilities will 
become priority areas. The United Nations Joint 
Monitoring Programme for Water Supply and 
Sanitation has been supporting capacity-building 
towards universal access to safe drinking water 
and sanitation. 

92. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Promoting increased investment in 
the water and sanitation sectors; 
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 • Addressing further issues related 
to the sustainable management of water resources 
at the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development, to be held in Johannesburg in 
2002. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure that, by the year 
2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, 
will be able to complete a full course of primary 
schooling and that girls and boys will have equal 
access to all levels of education 
 

93. Education levels in developing countries 
have climbed dramatically in the past half-
century, yet we have a long way to go. In 1998, 
of some 113 million school-age children not 
enrolled in primary education, 97 per cent lived 
in developing nations and nearly 60 per cent were 
girls. Female enrolment in rural areas, in 
particular, remains shockingly low. 

94. Promoting universal access to basic 
education continues to be a challenge. In 
developing countries, one child in three does not 
complete five years of schooling. Although 
enrolment rates have been increasing in several 
regions, the quality of education remains low for 
many. In numerous countries, there are serious 
disparities in enrolments and retention rates 
between girls and boys and between children of 
rich and poor families. Gender biases, early 
marriage, threats to the physical and emotional 
security of girls and gender insensitive curricula 
can all conspire against the realization of the 
fundamental right to education for girls. 

95. Short-changing girls is not only a matter 
of gender discrimination but is bad economics 
and bad social policy. Experience has shown over 
and over again that investment in girls’ education 

translates directly and quickly into better 
nutrition for the whole family, better health care, 
declining fertility, poverty reduction and better 
overall performance. 

96. The Education For All (EFA)/Dakar 
Framework calls for the development or 
strengthening of national plans of action and the 
reinforcing of national, regional and international 
mechanisms to coordinate global efforts to 
accelerate progress towards Education For All. 
The United Nations Girls Education Initiative, 
established within the context of follow-up to the 
Education For All Framework, provides country-
level guidance to the United Nations system and 
involves other partners. 

97. The “School meals” and “Take home 
rations” programmes are good examples of how 
poor households can be influenced to send their 
girl children to school through creative, locally 
driven multi-level solutions. These programmes 
can have an impact on all the challenges we face: 
lack of access to education, health problems and 
poverty. School-based meals and rations can 
bring more children into school, give equal 
opportunities to girls, lower rates of malnutrition 
and improve retention levels. 

98. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Urging national policy makers to 
accept girls’ education as a strategy for achieving 
universal primary schooling, as well as an end in 
its own right; 

 • Urging national Governments, 
local communities and the international 
community to commit significant resources 
towards education such as school buildings, 
books and teachers; 
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 • Making education systems 
adaptable to the needs of girl children, especially 
those from poor households; 

 • Supporting school-feeding 
programmes and take-home rations programmes 
that can attract girls to school. 
 

  GOAL: By the year 2015, to have 
reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and 
under-five child mortality by two thirds of 
their current rates 
 

99. At the global level, estimates of maternal 
mortality for 1995 indicate that about 515,000 
women die each year of pregnancy related 
causes, 99 per cent of them in developing 
countries. Although there is evidence of 
substantive declines in maternal mortality in 
some countries, there is no reliable data in 
countries where the problem is thought to be 
most acute. Reduction in maternal mortality 
depends on the availability of health care for 
expectant mothers, particularly when dealing 
with complications in pregnancy. Globally, 
skilled attendants and skilled nurses assist only 
about 56 per cent of births. Adolescent girls and 
women often lack the power to make decisions 
for themselves and lack access to good quality 
and affordable reproductive health, including 
family planning services. 

100. The “Making pregnancy safer” initiative 
represents one of the contributions of the United 
Nations to the global efforts to achieve safe 
motherhood. The initiative is based on the 
premise that achieving substantial and sustained 
reductions in maternal and neonatal mortality is 
critically dependent on the availability, 
accessibility and quality of maternal health care 

services, and therefore efforts must necessarily be 
focused on strengthening health-care systems. 

101. Worldwide, under-five mortality rates are 
declining: under-five mortality decreased from 94 
to 81 per 1,000 live births between 1990 and 
2000. However, approximately 11 million 
children under five still die annually in 
developing countries, mostly from preventable 
diseases. Progress in the reduction of child 
mortality has slowed in some regions because of 
the effects of human immunodeficiency 
virus/acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 
(HIV/AIDS) and the resurgence of malaria and 
tuberculosis. Unsafe water, malnutrition, 
inadequate immunization, lack of education and 
lack of access to basic heath and social services 
are major contributing factors. 

102. Among the initiatives that were launched 
to curb the scourge of major diseases, especially 
among children, is the Global Alliance for 
Vaccines and Immunizations. Officially launched 
in early 2000 at Davos, it aimed to combine 
public and private resources to ensure that all the 
world’s children are protected against six core 
vaccine-preventable diseases: polio, diphtheria, 
whooping cough, measles, tetanus and 
tuberculosis. 

103. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Establishing (or updating) national 
policies, standards and regulatory mechanisms 
for safe motherhood; and developing systems to 
ensure their implementation; 

 • Promoting appropriate community 
practices in support of safe motherhood and the 
reduction of under-five mortality; 

 • Monitoring maternal and newborn 
health care status and access to services; 
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 • Supporting programmes for 
immunization and vaccination, the use of oral 
rehydration therapy, nutrition and water and 
sanitation interventions. 
 

  GOAL: To have, by 2015, halted 
and begun to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS, 
the scourge 
of malaria and other major diseases that 
afflict humanity 
 

104. Approximately three million people died 
of AIDS in 2000 alone, and some 36 million 
people are currently living with HIV/AIDS. By 
the end of 2000, the global HIV/AIDS 
catastrophe had claimed nearly 22 million lives. 
Multi-drug resistant tuberculosis is increasing in 
many countries, due to poor treatment practices. 
Eight million people develop active tuberculosis 
and nearly two million die annually. Over 90 per 
cent of cases and deaths are in developing 
countries. Tuberculosis is also the leading cause 
of death in people with HIV/AIDS. Malaria is 
another major concern. Each year, one million 
people die from malaria, and the number has been 
increasing over the past two decades. The 
deterioration of health systems, growing 
resistance to drugs and insecticides, 
environmental changes and human migration, 
which have led to an increase in epidemics, all 
contribute to the worsening global malaria 
problem. 

105. In recent years, Governments have 
demonstrated an increased political and financial 
commitment to tackling HIV/AIDS, malaria, 
tuberculosis and other priority health problems. 
They recognize the impact of these illnesses on 
poor people’s ability to emerge from poverty, and 
on prospects for national economic growth. The 

Roll Back Malaria Campaign and the Stop 
Tuberculosis Initiative were global initiatives 
undertaken to help curb the scourge of these 
major diseases. 

106. At the special session of the General 
Assembly on HIV/AIDS, held in June 2001, 
Governments acknowledged that prevention of 
HIV infection must be the mainstay of national, 
regional and international responses to the 
epidemic. They also recognized that prevention, 
care, support and treatment for those infected and 
affected by HIV/AIDS are mutually reinforcing 
elements of an effective response and must be 
integrated in a comprehensive approach to 
combat the epidemic. 

107. The Global AIDS and Health Fund is an 
instrument to raise international attention on the 
global health crisis, and to translate that attention 
into political support and financial commitments. 
The Fund intends to help reverse the spread of 
HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and malaria, and to 
reduce the consequences of these illnesses. The 
aim is to have the Fund operational by the end of 
the year. 

108. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Achieving a target of $7 to $10 
billion in total spending on HIV/AIDS from all 
sources, including affected countries; 

 • Urging the international 
community to support the Global AIDS and 
Health Fund; 

 • Strengthening health-care systems 
and addressing factors that affect the provision of 
HIV-related drugs, including anti-retroviral drugs 
and their affordability and pricing; 
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 • Supporting and encouraging the 
involvement of local communities in making 
people aware of such diseases; 

 • Urging national Governments to 
devote a higher proportion of resources to basic 
social services in poorer areas since this is crucial 
for preventing diseases; 

 • Supporting other initiatives based 
on partnerships with the private sector and other 
partners in development. 
 

  GOAL: To provide special 
assistance to children orphaned by HIV/AIDS 
 

109. Some 13 million children have been 
orphaned as a result of HIV/AIDS, over 90 per 
cent of them in sub-Saharan Africa. It is expected 
that the number of AIDS orphans will rise to 
approximately 40 million in the next two decades 
in sub-Saharan Africa alone. The mechanisms 
causing and reinforcing poverty are changing due 
to AIDS because the majority of people living 
with and dying from AIDS are in the prime of 
life. As a result, in some areas of the world, a 
significant part of a generation is disappearing 
and leaving behind the elderly and children to 
fend for themselves. The cost of AIDS in rural 
areas is particularly high because HIV-infected 
urban dwellers return to their villages for care 
when they fall ill, which places pressure on 
women and a tremendous strain on rural 
household resources. The Interagency Task Team 
on Orphans and Vulnerable Children has been set 
up in order to define the strategy and action plan 
for providing effective United Nations support to 
orphans and children made vulnerable by 
HIV/AIDS. 

110. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Mobilizing and strengthening 
community and family-based actions to support 
orphaned and vulnerable children; 

 • Ensuring that Governments 
protect children from violence, abuse, 
exploitation and discrimination; 

 • Ensuring that Governments 
provide essential quality social services for 
children and that orphans and children affected 
by HIV/AIDS are treated on an equal basis with 
other children; 

 • Expanding the role of schools as 
community resource and care centres. 
 

  GOAL: To encourage the 
pharmaceutical industry to make essential drugs 
more widely available and affordable by all who 
need them in developing countries 
 

111. In recent years, the pharmaceutical 
industry has become increasingly involved in 
specific programs to make cheap or free drugs 
available for such diseases as AIDS, malaria, 
leprosy, meningitis, lymphatic filariasis, 
trachoma and tuberculosis. In May 2000, a 
partnership was launched between five major 
pharmaceutical companies and the United 
Nations to increase developing country access to 
HIV medicines, including sharp reductions in 
prices for anti-retroviral drugs. Technical 
assistance provided though this initiative has 
supported the development of HIV care and 
support plans in some 26 countries. So far, in 13 
of these countries, agreements for the supply of 
discounted drugs have been reached with 
suppliers. A request for expressions of interest 
open to both research and development 
pharmaceutical companies and generic drug 
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producers has been issued as part of the United 
Nations efforts to expand access to HIV 
medicines. 

112. The fifty-fourth World Health Assembly, 
held in May 2001, called upon the international 
community to cooperate in strengthening 
pharmaceutical policies and practices in order to 
promote the development of domestic industries. 
The Assembly further referred to the need for 
voluntary monitoring and reporting of drug prices 
in order to improve equity of access to essential 
drugs in the international system. The Assembly 
requested that the United Nations encourage the 
development of drugs for diseases affecting poor 
countries, and work to enhance the study of 
existing and future health implications of 
international trade agreements. Earlier in the 
year, the United Nations undertook discussions 
with of some of the world’s leading 
pharmaceutical companies to agree on what 
further steps need to be taken to expand access to 
HIV prevention and care, including access to 
HIV-related medicines for developing countries. 

113. In June 2001, at the special session of the 
General Assembly on HIV/AIDS, Member States 
recognized that the availability and affordability 
of drugs and related technology are significant 
factors to be addressed. They also recognized the 
need to reduce the cost of these drugs and 
technologies, in close collaboration with the 
private sector and pharmaceutical companies. In 
the Declaration of Commitment,28 the General 
Assembly called for the development of and 
progress in implementing comprehensive care 
strategies, including the financing plans and 
referral mechanisms required to provide access to 
affordable medicines, diagnostics and related 
technologies. 

114. At the special session, the General 
Assembly welcomed national efforts to promote 
innovation and develop domestic industries 
consistent with international law, which will 
increase access to medicines for all. the General 
Assembly stressed the need to evaluate the 
impact of international trade agreements on local 
manufacturing of essential drugs, the 
development of new drugs and obtaining access 
to them. 

115. During recent years, a number of 
governing bodies and other forums have called 
for the examination of trade agreements and their 
role in supporting access to medicines. The most 
important trade agreement concerning access to 
medicines is the Agreement on Trade-Related 
Aspects of Intellectual Property (TRIPS).29 
TRIPS provides global norms for intellectual 
property protection, including a minimum 20-
year patent term that also applies to medicines. 
However, TRIPS also accords Governments the 
flexibility to address social interests, such as 
access to medicines, for example by allowing 
Governments to issue compulsory licenses that 
effectively override the exclusive control that 
patents can give to the inventor of new drugs. In 
June 2001, the TRIPS Council of the World 
Trade Organization (WTO) convened a special 
discussion day on TRIPS and health. This 
discussion, focusing on how to ensure greater 
access to life-saving drugs in developing 
countries while at the same time supporting 
innovation of new drugs and technologies, is 
likely to continue at the next round of WTO 
ministerial-level trade talks. 

116. With some 95 per cent of HIV-positive 
people living in developing countries and the 
severe deprivation of medicines in many of those 
countries, the United Nations system is 
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redoubling its approach to greatly expand access 
to medicines in developing countries, in 
particular the hard-hit least developed countries. 

117. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Strengthening health systems for 
the provision of essential medicines; 

 • Increasing affordability through 
differential pricing and the reduction or 
elimination of import duties, tariffs and taxes; 

 • Mobilizing sustainable financing 
to support the costs of expanded access to drugs 
in poor countries; 

 • Exploring the feasibility, in 
collaboration with non-governmental 
organizations and other concerned partners, of 
developing and implementing systems for the 
voluntary monitoring and reporting of global 
drug prices; 

 • Urging drug companies not only 
to reduce prices of essential drugs but also to 
improve the distribution of life-saving drugs, 
especially in least developed countries; 

 • Utilizing non-traditional and 
innovative mechanisms to increase the effective 
distribution of drugs to those who need them; 

 • Ensuring further evaluation and 
assessment of international trade agreements that 
affect the availability of essential drugs; 

 • Increasing research and 
development of advanced medications for those 
diseases that primarily affect developing 
countries. 
 

  GOAL: By 2020, to have achieved 
a significant improvement in the lives of at least 

100 million slum dwellers, as proposed in the 
“Cities without slums” initiative 
 

118. During the next generation, the global 
urban population will double from 2.5 billion to 5 
billion people. Almost all of the increase will be 
in developing countries. Recent figures show that 
a quarter of the world’s population who live in 
cities do not have adequate housing and often 
lack access to basic social services, such as 
access to clean and safe water and sanitation. 

119. The increasing concentration of 
population and economic activity in large cities 
in developing countries tends to increase poverty 
and squatter settlements. Slums lack basic 
municipal services, such as water, sanitation, 
waste collection and drainage systems. They 
create intense pressure on local resources, 
ecosystems and environments, creating a need for 
well organized and efficient social services, 
transportation, waste management and pollution 
control. Intervening at the city level can help 
reduce poverty, partly because the economies of 
scale that are possible make the provision of 
services cost-effective. 

120. The United Nations has joined forces with 
other development partners to respond to this 
challenge through major initiatives, such as Cities 
Without Slums; the Global Campaign for Secure 
Tenure, which aimed to achieve demonstrated 
progress towards adequate shelter for all with 
secure tenure and access to essential services in 
every community by 2015; the Global Campaign 
on Urban Governance; and Managing Water for 
African Cities. 

121. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring support from the 
international community for the provision of 
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basic social services, such as safe water and 
sanitation, to the urban poor; 

 • Ensuring the development of 
integrated and participatory approaches to urban 
environmental planning and management; 

 • Ensuring good urban governance 
and planning by forging public-private 
partnerships. 
 

  GOAL: To promote gender 
equality and the empowerment of women as 
effective ways to combat poverty, hunger and 
disease and to stimulate development that is truly 
sustainable 
 

122. Women are still the poorest of the world’s 
poor, representing two thirds of those living 
under a dollar a day. When such a large 
proportion of women live on incomes of less than 
$1 a day, the relationship between being female 
and being poor is stark. Over the past two 
decades, the number of rural women living in 
absolute poverty has risen by 50 per cent, as 
opposed to 30 per cent for men. To change this 
severe inequality, women will need to gain 
control over financial and material resources, and 
will also need access to opportunity through 
education. 

123. In the five-year review of the Beijing 
Platform for Action, Governments committed 
themselves to removing all discriminatory 
provisions in legislation and eliminating 
legislative gaps that leave girls and women 
without effective legal protection and recourse 
against gender-based discrimination by 2005. 

124. In 1999, at the five-year review of the 
International Conference on Population and 

Development (ICPD+5), a total of 177 Member 
States adopted “Key actions for the further 
implementation of ICPD”, calling on 
Governments to protect and promote women’s 
and girls’ human rights through the 
implementation and enforcement of gender-
sensitive legislation and policies. 

125. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Urging greater efforts in the areas 
of maternal mortality, the prevention of 
HIV/AIDS and gender sensitivity in education; 

 • Advocating women’s 
empowerment in employment; 

 • Supporting the inclusion of 
women in government and other decision-making 
bodies at a high level. 
 

  GOAL: To develop and 
implement strategies that give young people 
everywhere a real chance to find decent and 
productive work 
 

126. The youth population of the world 
amounts to more than one billion men and 
women. Their numbers are expected to grow by 
more than 100 million to reach almost 1.2 billion 
by 2010, more than half of them in Asia and the 
Pacific. Youth also make up more than 40 per 
cent of the world’s total unemployed. There are 
an estimated 66 million unemployed young 
people in the world today, an increase of nearly 
10 million since 1995. 

127. In 2000, the United Nations system 
established the High-Level Policy Network on 
Youth Employment, drawing on the most 
creative leaders in the private industry, civil 
society and economic policy. The aim is to 
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explore imaginative approaches in creating 
opportunities for youth. National plans of action 
in selected countries will be developed. 
Reporting mechanisms for monitoring progress 
will be proposed for all organizations involved. 
In addition to developing policy 
recommendations, the Network is expected to 
mobilize public opinion and action in favour of 
youth employment. 

128. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring employability through 
increased investment in education and vocational 
training for young people; 

 • Ensuring equal opportunities by 
giving girls the same opportunities as boys; 

 • Facilitating entrepreneurship by 
making it easier to start and run enterprises. 
 

  GOAL: Success in meeting these 
objectives depends, inter alia, on good 
governance within each country. It also depends 
on good governance at the international level and 
on transparency in the financial, monetary and 
trading systems. We are committed to an open, 
equitable, rule based, predictable and non-
discriminatory multilateral trading and financial 
system. We are also concerned about the 
obstacles developing countries face in mobilizing 
the resources needed to finance their sustained 
development. We will therefore make every 
effort to ensure the success of the International 
Conference on Financing 
for Development 
 

129. While there have been some considerable 
improvements in human as well as economic 
development, some real challenges still remain. 

Developing nations need immediate help in 
addressing issues in finance, trade and 
governance. 

130. In March 2002, the United Nations will 
convene the International Conference for 
Financing for Development in Monterrey, 
Mexico. At the Conference, the United Nations 
will call upon the international community to 
strongly support the key elements in international 
development and cooperation described below in 
order to strengthen the position of developing 
nations in today’s globalizing world. 
 

  Domestic resource mobilization 
 

131. The mobilization of domestic resources is 
the foundation for self-sustaining development. 
Domestic resources play the main role in 
financing domestic investment and social 
programmes, which are essential for economic 
growth and making permanent gains in 
eradicating poverty. However, conditions within 
the economy must be conducive to saving and 
investment spending. A sound fiscal policy, 
responsible social spending and a well 
functioning and competitive financial system are 
the elements of good governance that are crucial 
to economic and social development. 
 

  Increase in private capital flows 
 

132. Foreign capital can provide a valuable 
supplement to the domestic resources that a 
country can generate. Large sums of capital cross 
national borders in the form of foreign direct 
investment (FDI), both long-term flows and 
short-term flows (portfolio flows). The 
international capital markets constitute a further 
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vast pool of funds from which countries can 
draw. FDI is now the largest form of private 
capital inflow to developing countries. World 
flows of FDI increased fourfold between 1990 
and 1999, from $200 billion to $884 billion, and 
its ratio to GDP is generally rising in developing 
countries. FDI flows are less in countries in 
conflict or those that do not have an attractive 
investment climate. For example, 15 emerging 
economies, mainly in East Asia, Latin America 
and Europe, accounted for 83 per cent of all net 
long-term private capital flows to developing 
countries in 1997. Sub-Saharan Africa received 
only 5 per cent of the total. 

133. While private capital cannot alleviate 
poverty by itself, it can play a significant role in 
promoting growth. However, its provision needs 
to be organized in such a way that reduces 
vulnerability to crises. Recent trends indicate that 
capital flows to emerging economies, particularly 
those in East Asia, were short-term capital flows, 
which are volatile in nature. The absence of a 
sound financial system makes nations particularly 
vulnerable to short-term flows, leading to 
financial crises. Facilitating financial capital 
formation in an economy, whether domestic or 
otherwise, requires a sound domestic 
environment. 

134. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Good governance that is based on 
participation and the rule of law, with a strong 
focus on combating corruption and appropriate 
safeguards for private investment; 

 • Disciplined macroeconomic 
policies and fiscal policy, including clear goals 
for the mobilization of tax and non-tax revenues; 

 • Responsible public spending on 
basic education and health, the rural sector and 
women; 

 • Well functioning and diverse 
financial systems that allocate savings to those 
capable of investing efficiently, including 
microfinance borrowers, women and the rural 
sector; 

 • A just investment policy that treats 
domestic as well as foreign investors fairly and 
reduces vulnerability to financial crises. 
 

  Increase in official development 
assistance 
 

135. Official development assistance (ODA) is 
still a key source of finance, especially for least 
developed countries that lack the infrastructure 
necessary to attract private capital flows. Net 
ODA to developing nations declined from 58.5 
billion in 1994 to 48.5 billion in 1999. This 
decline has come at a time when ODA should 
have gone up substantially, taking into account 
that a clear programmatic basis for development 
cooperation was put forward in a cycle of major 
United Nations conferences. Furthermore, an 
increasing number of developing countries 
undertook major reforms in economic and 
political governance, and the fiscal situation in 
donor countries had improved significantly. 

136. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • A commitment by the industrial 
countries at the International Conference on 
Financing for Development to implement the 
target of providing ODA equal to 0.7 per cent of 
their gross national product (GNP); 
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 • Distinguishing between the 
portion of ODA spent on development and that 
spent on humanitarian assistance so as to help 
prevent the erosion of development assistance in 
favour of humanitarian assistance; 

 • Allocation of ODA by donor 
nations to countries that need it most, and to 
those countries whose policies are effectively 
directed towards reducing poverty. 
 

  Increase in trade 
 

137. Trade is an important engine of growth. 
Not only is it an important foreign exchange 
earner but it also has multiplier effects by 
generating income through employment. Eight 
rounds of multilateral negotiations have done 
much in the past half-century to dismantle tariff 
and non-tariff barriers to trade. But by far the 
main beneficiaries of trade liberalization have 
been the industrialized countries. Developing 
countries’ products continue to face significant 
impediments in rich countries’ markets. Basic 
products in which developing countries are 
highly competitive are precisely the ones that 
carry the highest protection in the most advanced 
countries. These include not only agricultural 
products but also some industrial products. In the 
1990s, growth in trade has been the strongest 
among upper-middle-income economies, whose 
share of world trade in goods grew from 8 to 11 
per cent between 1990 and 1998. Their ratio of 
trade to gross domestic product (GDP) measured 
in purchasing power parity (PPP) terms now 
stands at more than 25 per cent. But too many 
countries have been left out. The share of the 
poorest 48 economies unfortunately has remained 
nearly constant, at about 4 per cent. 

138. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring that developed nations 
fully comply with the commitments they made 
under the Uruguay Round of multilateral trade 
negotiations to improve market access for 
products from developing countries; 

 • Ensuring significant improvement 
in market access in developed countries for 
agricultural products from developing countries; 

 • Eliminating the remaining trade 
barriers in manufacturing, especially on textiles 
and clothing; 

 • Providing for limited, time-bound 
protection of new industries by countries that are 
in the early stages of development; 

 • Capacity-building and technical 
assistance for trade negotiations and dispute 
settlements; 

 • Ensuring that the next round of 
trade negotiations is truly a development round. 

  GOAL: Address the special needs 
of the least developed countries, and in this 
context welcome the Third United Nations 
Conference on the Least Developed Countries, 
held in May 2001, and ensure its success. The 
industrialized countries are called on: 
 

   (a) To adopt, 
preferably by the time of that conference, a policy 
of duty- and quota-free access for essentially all 
exports from the least developed countries; 
 

   (b) To implement the 
enhanced programme of debt relief for the 
heavily indebted poor countries without further 
delay, and to agree to cancel all official bilateral 
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debts of those countries in return for their making 
demonstrable commitments to poverty 
eradication; 
 

   (c) To grant more 
generous development assistance, especially to 
countries that are genuinely making an effort to 
apply their resources to poverty reduction 
 

139. The Third United Nations Conference on 
the Least Developed Countries, held in May 
2001, adopted a programme of action that 
provides a framework for a global partnership to 
accelerate sustained economic growth and 
sustainable development in least developed 
countries. The least developed countries and their 
partners are committed to fostering a people-
centred policy framework; good governance at 
the national and international levels; building 
productive capacities to make globalization work 
for least developed countries; enhancing the role 
of trade in development; reducing vulnerability 
and protecting the environment; and mobilizing 
financial resources. 

140. The programme of action recognizes the 
important role that Governments, civil society 
and the private sector have to play in its 
implementation and follow-up, through stronger 
public-private partnerships. There is a critical 
need for an effective mechanism to support 
intergovernmental review and follow-up of the 
implementation of the programme of action; to 
mobilize the United Nations system, as well as 
other relevant multilateral organizations; and to 
facilitate substantive participation of least 
developed countries in appropriate multilateral 
forums. The Secretary-General has been 
requested to submit to the General Assembly, at 

its fifty-sixth session, his recommendations for an 
efficient and highly visible follow-up mechanism. 
 

  Duty- and quota-free access for 
essentially all exports from least developed 
countries 
 

141. During the 1970s, several advanced 
economies introduced preferential market access 
schemes for developing countries. The EU and 
Japan introduced their Generalized System of 
Preferences (GSP) programmes in 1971, Canada 
in 1974 and the United States in 1976. Currently, 
there are 15 GSP schemes throughout the world. 
Under the System, developed countries (GSP 
donor countries) have applied, on a voluntary and 
unilateral basis, preferential tariff rates to imports 
from developing countries (GSP beneficiaries). 
Numerous other countries have also introduced 
preferential market access schemes for least 
developed countries. However, they usually 
exempt many products, such as agriculture and 
textiles, that are deemed sensitive by developed 
nations. 

142. Recently, the EU announced that the 
Everything But Arms (EBA) initiative will grant 
duty- and quota-free access for essentially all 
non-military exports from the 49 least developed 
countries. This initiative proposes to remove all 
tariffs and quotas on all imports from least 
developed countries except arms. EBA came into 
effect for most products on 5 March 2001, except 
for sugar, rice and bananas. The gesture will help 
to rebuild confidence in the ability of the 
multilateral trade system and WTO to reflect the 
needs of all its members. Other developed nations 
are being urged to follow this example set by the 
EU. 
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143. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Strengthening efforts to integrate 
trade policies into national development policies 
towards poverty eradication; 

 • Assisting least developed 
countries in capacity-building in trade policy and 
related areas, such as tariffs, customs, 
competition and investment in technology; 

 • Continuing to work towards the 
objective of duty-free and quota-free market 
access for all least developed countries’ products, 
excluding arms; 

 • Assisting least developed 
countries in upgrading their production and 
export capacities and capabilities; 

 • Continuing to improve the 
generalized system of preferences for least 
developed countries by reducing administrative 
and procedural complexities. 
 

  Debt relief 
 

144. In September 1996, the Interim and 
Development Committees of the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank 
endorsed the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries 
(HIPC) Initiative to provide relief to eligible 
countries once they meet a range of conditions 
that should enable them to service the residual 
debt through export earnings, aid, and capital 
inflows. The HIPC Initiative requires debtor 
countries to pursue macroeconomic adjustment 
and structural and social policy reforms and 
provide for additional finance for social sector 
programmes, primarily basic health and 
education. 

145. Following a comprehensive review of the 
HIPC Initiative, a number of modifications were 
approved in September 1999 to provide faster, 
deeper and broader debt relief to 41 countries 
classified as HIPCs and strengthen the links 
between debt relief and poverty reduction, the 
assumption being that debt relief would release 
fiscal resources to allow these countries to 
improve human development. 

146. A total of 22 countries reached their 
decision point by end-December 2000 and 
therefore qualify for debt relief under the 
enhanced HIPC Initiative. The HIPC Initiative 
will reduce the debt stock of the 22 countries by 
almost two thirds, from $53 billion in net current 
value terms to roughly $20 billion. Of the 22 
countries that have qualified for debt relief, 17 
are African least developed countries. There are 
11 more least developed countries that face an 
unsustainable debt burden according to HIPC 
criteria, most of which are affected by conflicts. 
However, under current procedures it may take 
several years before those countries are able to 
fulfil the conditions required to receive debt 
relief. In addition, there are several debt-stressed 
least developed countries that are not defined as 
HIPCs. The international community must act 
quickly to relieve these least developed countries 
of their debt burden. There is also a risk that the 
financial resources released by debt relief will not 
be fully additional. For 14 of the 17 African least 
developed countries which have qualified for 
debt relief, official flows fell considerably 
between 1996 and 1999. 

147. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging donors to mobilize 
resources to finance debt relief; 
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 • Ensuring that debt relief is 
additional and not an alternative to other forms of 
development assistance; 

 • Taking measures to enhance a 
national policy framework that contributes 
effectively to poverty eradication and promotes 
faster economic growth; 

 • Designing and implementing 
nationally owned development policies and 
strategies, including, where appropriate, poverty 
reduction strategy papers, with the full 
participation of stakeholders; 

 • Pursuing measures to promote the 
cancellation of official bilateral debt. 
 

  Official development assistance 
 

148. Compared to the goal of 0.15 to 0.20 per 
cent of GNP as ODA to least developed 
countries, as adopted at the Second United 
Nations Conference on the Least Developed 
Countries in 1990, actual ODA flows were 0.06 
per cent in 2000. While the cutback in ODA has 
affected a large number of developing countries, 
it has hit Africa and Asia especially hard. Net 
ODA disbursements from Governments and 
multilateral institutions to Africa fell by more 
than a quarter from $25.1 billion in 1990 to $18.5 
billion in 1998, while flows to Asia dropped from 
$19.5 billion to $16.1 billion during the same 
period. Many of the least developed countries 
have suffered a severe decline, particularly in 
terms of ODA received per capita. Seven 
countries in this group, all from Africa, recorded 
a drop of more than 50 per cent in net ODA 
receipts per capita between 1990 and 1998, 20 
countries saw a fall of between 25 per cent and 

50 per cent and 13 countries registered a decline 
of up to 25 per cent. 

149. Since ODA is necessary to build the 
infrastructure necessary to attract foreign capital, 
direct or otherwise, if Governments are to 
achieve the goals for 2015 and if sustained and 
sustainable economic growth is to become the 
norm in all developing countries, substantially 
larger amounts of ODA will be needed. 

150. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Urging bilateral and multilateral 
development agencies to take steps towards 
making their aid programmes more efficient and 
responsive to the needs of least developed 
countries; 

 • Supporting further institutional 
reforms to increase transparency and dialogue at 
the bilateral and multilateral levels; 

 • Urging donor nations to fulfil their 
commitments towards increased assistance to the 
least developed countries; 

 • Establishing information systems 
to monitor the use and effectiveness of ODA. 
 

  GOAL: Resolve to address the 
special needs of small island developing States 
by implementing the Programme of Action for 
the Sustainable Development of Small Island 
Developing States and the outcome of the 
twenty-second special session of the General 
Assembly rapidly and in full. Urge the 
international community to ensure that, in the 
development of a vulnerability index, the special 
needs of small island developing States are taken 
into account 
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151. Small island developing States vary 
enormously according to distinct bio-physical, 
sociocultural and economic characteristics. Their 
efforts for sustainable development, however, are 
constrained by common disadvantages, such as 
limited natural resources, fragility of ecosystems 
and vulnerability to natural hazards. All except 
five of the small islands have a land area of less 
than 30,000 square kilometres. Many small island 
developing States are located in the tropics and 
fall within the influence of tropical storms and 
cyclones. Therefore, they are prone to extreme 
weather events. Economic activities are 
frequently dominated by specialized agriculture 
(e.g., sugar) and by tourism, both of which are 
influenced by climatic factors. The small islands 
face difficulties in gaining concessions based on 
the recognition of their structural disadvantages. 
The small island developing States unfortunately 
face a paradox as they are increasingly regarded 
as relatively prosperous nations based on their 
national income indicators even though those 
numbers do not reflect their actual economic and 
environmental vulnerability. 

152. The Programme of Action for the 
Sustainable Development of Small Island 
Developing States30 identified a number of 
priority areas in which specific actions are needed 
at the national, regional and international levels, 
including vulnerability to climate change, 
management of wastes, management of coastal 
and marine resources, and management of 
energy, freshwater and land resources. 

153. Several indicators developed within or 
outside the United Nations have demonstrated the 
vulnerability of small island developing States to 
external shocks beyond their control. Particularly 
relevant to the problems of economic instability 
of small island developing States is the economic 

vulnerability index covering 128 developing 
countries (including most small island developing 
States). The index shows that small island 
developing States are (a) highly unstable 
economically as a result of natural and economic 
shocks, and (b) greatly handicapped as a result of 
their small size. 

154. Since the twenty-second special session 
of the General Assembly, several global events, 
such as the Tenth United Nations Conference on 
Trade and Development and the Third United 
Nations Conference on the Least Developed 
Countries, have recalled the fragility of small 
island developing States in the globalizing 
economy. In this context, progress has been made 
towards a consensus on the importance, for small 
island developing States, of gaining recognition 
on the grounds of vulnerability in key 
international arenas where concessions are 
already granted to other categories, such as the 
least developed countries (in WTO) or low-
income countries (in the World Bank). 

155. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring progress towards a 
special and differential treatment of small island 
developing States in the financial and trade-
related spheres; 

 • Supporting and assisting small 
island developing States in specific aspects of 
multilateral trade negotiations; 

 • Supporting any additional efforts 
necessary towards the implementation of the 
Programme of Action for the Sustainable 
Development of Small Island Developing States. 
 

  GOAL: Recognize the special 
needs and problems of landlocked developing 
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countries, and urge both bilateral and multilateral 
donors to increase financial and technical 
assistance to this group of countries to meet their 
special development needs and to help them 
overcome the impediments of geography and by 
improving their transit transportation system 
 

156. Landlocked developing countries are 
negatively affected by the high cost of their 
exports and imports. According to the latest 
available figures (1997), while freight costs 
represented approximately 4.4 per cent of the cost 
including freight (c.i.f.) import values for 
developed countries and about 8 per cent for 
developing countries as a group, for the 
landlocked countries in West Africa they 
represented approximately 24.6 per cent, for 
those in East Africa they represented about 16.7 
per cent and for those in Latin America they 
represented approximately 14.6 per cent of c.i.f. 
import values. The high level of international 
transport costs facing landlocked countries is 
explained also by the fact that their exports incur 
additional costs in the country or countries of 
transit (customs clearance fees, road user charges 
etc.). The high transport costs of landlocked 
countries imports impose a significant economic 
burden on the economies of landlocked countries 
in the form of inflated prices of both consumer 
and intermediate inputs, such as fuel. 

157. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring that landlocked and 
transit developing countries and the donor 
community cooperate in the implementation of 
the Global Framework for Transit-Transport 
Cooperation; 

 • Assisting landlocked countries in 
developing efficient and flexible transport 
systems; 

 • Urging donors and international 
financial and development agencies to promote 
innovative financial mechanisms to help 
landlocked countries meet their infrastructure 
financing and management needs. 
 

  GOAL: Deal comprehensively and 
effectively with the debt problems of low- and 
middle-income developing countries, through 
various national and international measures 
designed to make their debt sustainable in the 
long run 
 

158. The situation of middle-income countries 
and the few low-income countries which have 
had access to international capital markets and 
thus have a mix of official and private creditors is 
fairly complex and cannot be generalized. Many 
of them have heavy debt-servicing obligations, 
measured as a percentage of their foreign 
exchange earnings and/or budgetary revenue. 

159. Some of these non-HIPC countries have 
had to seek a restructuring of their external debt-
servicing obligations in recent years. While there 
are established procedures for helping such 
countries to restructure their debts and receive 
temporary international liquidity, the mechanisms 
have been evolving and further change can be 
expected. The Paris Club is usually at the centre 
of debt restructurings and it may well remain key 
in this regard. While it is taking steps to improve 
the availability of information on its proceedings, 
the need remains for clearer principles and more 
transparent mechanisms for working out debt 



714 
 

problems, and new complementary approaches 
may be required. 

160. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Urging all creditors to developing 
countries to support measures to ensure that debt 
financing becomes an integral part of their 
development efforts and not a hindrance to them; 

 • Ensuring better coordination 
between private and public creditors in debt 
workouts of debtor nations; 

 • Preventing the accumulation of 
excessive debt or the “bunching” of debt-
servicing obligations over a short period of time 
so as to ensure that debt financing plays a 
constructive role in development finance. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure that the benefits 
of new technologies, especially information and 
communication technologies, in conformity with 
the recommendations contained in the ministerial 
declaration adopted by the Economic and Social 
Council at the high-level segment of its 
substantive session of 200131 are available to all 
 

161. Information and communication 
technologies (ICTs) can be potent instruments for 
accelerating broad-based growth and sustainable 
development and for reducing poverty. Vast 
regions of the world are increasingly lagging 
behind in connectivity and access to global 
information flows and knowledge and are thus 
marginalized from the emerging global 
knowledge-based economy. While in the United 
States nearly 60 per cent of the population are 
online, the percentage of the population online is 
only 0.02 per cent in Bangladesh, 0.36 per cent in 
Paraguay and 0.65 per cent in Egypt. Worldwide, 

410 million people are online, but only 5 per cent 
of those are in Africa or Latin America. At the 
high-level segment of its substantive session of 
2001, the Economic and Social Council 
expressed profound concern that the huge 
potential of ICT for advancing development, in 
particular of the developing countries, has not yet 
been fully exploited. 

162. To address this problem, the Council 
proposed the establishment of an ICT task force 
that would lend a truly global dimension to the 
multitude of efforts to bridge the global digital 
divide, foster digital opportunity and thus put ICT 
at the service of development for all. The task 
force has been established and will be formally 
launched in September 2001. 

163. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Promoting universal and 
affordable access to ICT and assisting Member 
States in creating ICT for development strategies; 

 • Supporting human resources 
development and institutional capacity-building; 

 • Building partnerships, including 
with the private sector. 
 

 

IV.  Protecting our common 
environment 
 

 

164. One of our greatest challenges in the 
coming years is to ensure that our children and all 
future generations are able to sustain their lives 
on the planet. We must tackle, as a matter of 
priority, issues of climate change, preserving 
biodiversity, managing our forests and water 
resources and reducing the impacts of natural and 
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man-made disasters. If we do not act to contain 
the damage already done and mitigate future 
harm, we will inflict irreversible damage on our 
rich ecosystem and the bounties it offers. 
 

  GOAL: To make every effort to 
ensure the entry into force of the Kyoto 
Protocol,32 preferably by the tenth anniversary of 
the United Nations Conference on Environment 
and Development in 2002, and to embark on the 
required reduction in emissions of greenhouse 
gases 
 

165. In 1997, the world released 23.8 billion 
tons of carbon dioxide (CO2), the most important 
of the greenhouse gases. Almost half of those 
emissions were from high-income economies. 
That level is four times the 1950 level and is 
currently increasing at a rate of nearly 300 
million tons annually. Population growth, 
increasing consumption and the reliance on fossil 
fuels all combine to drive up the release of 
greenhouse gases, leading to global warming. 
According to the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change, increases in greenhouse gases 
have already caused a temperature rise of 0.3 to 
0.6 degrees Celsius during the last 100 years. 
There has been a sharp upward trend in 
temperatures in the last 10 years, and the years 
since 1993 have been the hottest on record. If 
nothing is done to control greenhouse gas 
emissions, the global average temperature could 
rise by a further 0.4 degrees Celsius by the year 
2020. Global warming could result in sea levels 
rising by 34 inches by the end of the twenty-first 
century, flooding human coastal and island 
settlements and melting the polar ice caps. 

166. The Kyoto Protocol aims to reduce 
emissions of greenhouse gases by industrialized 

nations to 5.2 per cent below 1990 levels within 
the period 2008 to 2012. Greenhouse gas 
emissions in industrialized countries have fallen 
during the period 1990 to 1998, particularly due 
to the economic changes in the Russian 
Federation, other parts of the former Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe. Negotiations are 
ongoing to implement the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change33 
signed at the United Nations Conference on 
Environment and Development (UNCED) and to 
bring into force the 1997 Kyoto Protocol. 

167. To come into force, the Kyoto Treaty 
requires the ratification of 55 countries, which 
must also be responsible for at least 55 per cent 
of CO2 emissions. As of 14 August 2001, 37 of 
the 84 countries that have signed the Kyoto 
Protocol have ratified it. It is still possible for 
Governments to meet the target of entry into 
force by the opening of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development in September 2002. 

168. Formal discussions among the parties to 
the United Nations Framework Convention on 
Climate Change were held at the resumed sixth 
Conference of the Parties, held in Germany in 
July 2001. The Conference approved rules for 
implementing the Kyoto Protocol to cut 
greenhouse gas emissions. The consensus 
agreement won the backing of 178 nations. 
Among the incentives that secured the agreement 
was a provision for developed countries to 
engage in emissions trading. The idea behind 
emissions trading is that companies and countries 
that cut emissions below their assigned target 
level will have excess credits to sell. 
Industrialized nations and companies that cannot 
reach their emissions quotas may find it cheaper 
to buy the excess credits than install new 
pollution-abatement equipment. Such a market-
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based mechanism is expected to direct limited 
investment money to the most cost-effective 
emissions-reduction projects. Lawmakers from 
the nations attending the meeting will consider 
the implementation measures when they vote on 
formal ratification. 

169. Current United Nations initiatives in 
support  
of greenhouse gas reduction include the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 
which carries out assessments of the science of 
climate change as well as its potential socio-
economic consequences. The Global 
Environment Facility (GEF) helps countries to 
mitigate and adapt to climate change. 

170. The World Summit on Sustainable 
Development, to be held in Johannesburg in 
September 2002, will constitute the 10-year 
review of UNCED. A focused agenda should 
foster discussion of findings in particular 
environmental sectors (forests, oceans, climate, 
energy, fresh water, etc.) as well as in cross-
sector areas, such as economic instruments, new 
technologies and globalization. The Summit must 
also consider fully the impact of the revolutions 
in technology, biology and communications that 
have taken place since 1992. Private citizens as 
well as institutions are urged to take part in the 
process. Broad participation is critical. If further 
action is to be effective in achieving the ultimate 
goal of sustainability, Governments cannot work 
alone. 

171. For the immediate future, the most 
important effort is to ensure that the Kyoto 
Protocol is ratified by 55 nations responsible for 
at least 55 per cent of the CO2 emissions in 1990. 
The United Nations will also encourage the 
parties to the Convention on Climate Change to 
introduce instruments and procedures to restrict 

greenhouse gas emissions and to provide 
technical means to developing countries to do so. 

172. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring the ratification of the 
Kyoto Protocol; 

 • Developing a clear framework to 
elicit voluntary initiatives from the private sector 
by giving credit to voluntary actions that reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions; 

 • Encouraging initiatives that will 
help reduce the vulnerability of the poor and 
strengthen their adaptive capacity to deal with the 
adverse impacts of climate change; 

 • Encouraging new partnerships and 
strengthening of institutions to deal with the 
adverse impact of climate change. 
 

  GOAL: To intensify our collective 
efforts for the management, conservation and 
sustainable development of all types of forests 
 

173. Forests and woodlands are vital to the 
social and economic well-being of people. They 
provide a wide range of products for economic 
development as well as subsistence for millions 
of people, including indigenous people, who live 
in and around forests. Furthermore, forests also 
provide indispensable environmental services, 
such as soil and water conservation, the 
preservation of biological diversity and the 
mitigation of climate change through carbon 
storage and sequestration. 

174. As of 2000, 3.9 billion hectares (ha) of 
land, about one third of the world’s total land 
area, are covered by forests, 17 per cent in Africa, 
14 per cent in Asia, 5 per cent in Oceania, 27 per 
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cent in Europe, 14 per cent in North and Central 
America and 23 per cent in South America. 

175. Forest resources contribute to the 
subsistence of communities and economies, but 
many current forms of usage are unsustainable. 
The world’s natural forests continue to be 
converted to other land uses at an alarming rate. 
Currently, deforestation is greatest in the tropics. 
The global deforestation rate is estimated to be 
about 14.6 million ha per year. Major causes of 
deforestation and forest degradation include 
agricultural expansion and the harvesting of fuel 
wood. Half of the wood harvested in the world is 
used as fuel, mostly in developing countries. In 
developed nations, forest resources are used 
mainly for industrial products. Only 6 per cent of 
the forest area in developing countries is covered 
by a formal and nationally approved forest 
management plan, compared with 89 per cent in 
developed countries. 

176. Forest policy deliberations, initially 
conducted by the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Forests and the Intergovernmental Forum on 
Forests, subsidiary bodies of the Commission on 
Sustainable Development, are now carried out by 
their successor, the United Nations Forum on 
Forests (UNFF), itself a subsidiary body of the 
Economic and Social Council. The Collaborative 
Partnership on Forests, consisting of 12 
multilateral forest-related organizations, has also 
been formed to support the activities of UNFF. 

177. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Enhancing cooperation and 
coordination on forest-related issues among 
relevant international and regional organizations, 
as well as public-private partners; 

 • Strengthening political 
commitment to the management, conservation 

and sustainable development of all types of 
forests, including the special needs and 
requirements of countries with low forest cover. 
 

  GOAL: To press for the full 
implementation of the Convention on Biological 
Diversity34 and the Convention to Combat 
Desertification in those Countries Experiencing 
Serious Drought and/or Desertification, 
particularly in Africa35 
 

178. The world’s biological diversity is being 
lost at an alarming rate. For example, of the 1.75 
million species that have been identified it is 
estimated that 3,400 plants and 5,200 animal 
species, including one in eight bird species and 
nearly one in four mammal species, face 
extinction. 

179. The 1992 Convention on Biological 
Diversity has 181 States parties as of 14 August 
2001, and commits Governments to conserve 
biodiversity, to use its components in a 
sustainable manner and to share equitably the 
benefits arising from the use of genetic resources. 
Despite this, the world’s biological diversity is 
being irreversibly lost at an alarming rate, as a 
result of large-scale clearing and burning of 
forests; the overharvesting of plants; the 
indiscriminate use of pesticides and other 
persistent toxic chemicals; the draining and 
filling of wetlands; the loss of coral reefs and 
mangroves; destructive fishing practices; climate 
change; water pollution; and the conversion of 
wild lands to agricultural and urban uses. 

180. There is a clear need for additional 
resources to assess status and trends on biological 
diversity and to mainstream biodiversity concerns 
into sectoral and cross-sectoral planning, policies 
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and projects. The issue of further scientific 
assessment of living modified organisms 
resulting from modern biotechnology will require 
close attention. 

181. The Cartagena Protocol to the Convention 
on Biological Diversity was adopted by more 
than 130 countries on 29 January 2000, in 
Montreal. Called the Cartagena Protocol on 
Biosafety in honour of the Colombian city which 
hosted the Conference of Parties to the 
Convention in Cartagena in 1999, the Protocol, 
upon entry into force, is expected to provide a 
framework for addressing the environmental 
impacts of bioengineered products or “living 
modified organisms” that cross international 
borders. The Cartagena Protocol will help to 
protect the environment without unnecessarily 
disrupting world food trade. As of 31 July 2001, 
the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety has been 
signed by 102 countries and one regional 
economic organization — the European 
Community. 

182. The United Nations Convention to 
Combat Desertification in those Countries 
Experiencing Serious Drought and/or 
Desertification, particularly in Africa, was 
negotiated after UNCED and it entered into force 
in December 1996. It stressed the need for a new 
grass-roots participatory approach to solving the 
problem of desertification. Desertification affects 
the topsoil that is crucial to agriculture and the 
world’s food supply. This is predominantly due 
to overcultivation, poor irrigation, drought and 
overgrazing. The Convention emphasizes 
partnerships, both internationally and 
domestically, as well as the need to afford special 
consideration to those affected by desertification 
in developing countries. 

183. Strategies for moving ahead include: 

 • Supporting the implementation of 
the Convention to Combat Desertification by 
taking measures that prevent land degradation 
and focus on new participatory approaches to 
solving the problem of desertification; 

 • Ensuring the universal ratification 
of the Convention on Biological Diversity and 
the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, as well as 
the harmonization and implementation of 
biodiversity-related instruments and programmes. 
 

  GOAL: To stop the unsustainable 
exploitation of water resources by developing 
water management strategies at the regional, 
national and local levels which promote both 
equitable access and adequate supplies 
 

184. The supply of clean and safe water has 
not kept up with the increases in demand for it. 
Water tables are falling in every continent. 
Although 70 per cent of the world’s surface is 
covered by water, only 2.5 per cent of the water 
on earth is freshwater. Less than 1 per cent of the 
world’s freshwater resources is accessible for 
human use. Water use grew at more than twice 
the rate of population during the twentieth 
century. In 2000, at least 1.1 billion people or 18 
per cent of the world’s population lacked access 
to safe water. If present trends in water 
consumption continue, almost 2.5 billion people 
will be subject to water shortages by 2050. 

185. The United Nations played an active role 
in the World Water Forum held in The Hague in 
2000, where discussions focused on strategies for 
the sustainable management of water resources 
and their related coastal and marine 
environments. These strategies are currently 
being implemented by various nations, with the 
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active involvement of the United Nations, and 
include programmes for the management of 
freshwater systems and their related coastal and 
marine environments. 

186. Strategies for moving ahead include: 

 • Conducting global assessments of 
priority aquatic ecosystems with a view to 
developing appropriate policy responses; 

 • Developing policies, guidelines 
and management tools for environmentally 
sustainable integrated water management; 

 • Helping developing countries and 
countries with economies in transition to use 
environmentally sound technologies to address 
urban and freshwater basin environmental 
problems; 

 • Ensuring a comprehensive review 
of chapter 18 of Agenda 21,36 which is the main 
framework for United Nations activities in the 
management of freshwater resources, at the 
World Summit on Sustainable Development, to 
be held in Johannesburg in 2002; 

 • Ensuring that such measures as the 
“polluter pays” principle and the pricing of water, 
which were raised at the World Water Forum, are 
further examined. 
 

  GOAL: To intensify our collective 
efforts to reduce the number and effects of 
natural and man-made disasters 
 

187. In 1999, natural disasters resulted in the 
loss of more than 100,000 human lives. If the 
projected impact of climate change on disasters is 
also factored into the equation, human and 
economic losses resulting from disasters will be 

significant unless aggressive measures are 
implemented to prevent the occurrence of or 
mitigate the effects of natural and man-made 
disasters. 

188. There has been a major conceptual shift 
from the traditional emphasis on disaster 
response to disaster reduction. The International 
Decade for Natural Disaster Reduction (1990-
1999) led to the International Strategy for 
Disaster Reduction and the establishment of an 
inter-agency task force and secretariat. Disaster 
reduction prevents, mitigates and prepares for the 
adverse impact of natural hazards and related 
environmental and technological disasters. It 
must be promoted as an urgent priority on the 
international development agenda. 

189. Many countries, with the assistance of 
non-state actors, have begun to adopt initiatives, 
including the increased application of science and 
technology, designed to reduce the impact of 
natural hazards and related technological and 
environmental phenomena. 

190. The Geneva Mandate on Disaster 
Reduction reaffirms the necessity for disaster 
reduction and risk management as essential 
elements of government policies. The 
International Strategy for Disaster Reduction will 
help societies in their endeavours to mitigate and 
to the extent possible to prevent the effects of 
natural hazards. Separately, the General 
Assembly mandated the Strategy to continue 
international cooperation to reduce the impacts of 
El Niño and other climate variability, and to 
strengthen disaster reduction capacities through 
early warning. 

191. Strategies for moving ahead include:  

 • Supporting interdisciplinary and 
intersectoral partnerships, improved scientific 
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research on the causes of natural disasters and 
better international cooperation to reduce the 
impact of climate variables, such as El Niño and 
La Niña; 

 • Developing early warning, 
vulnerability mapping, technological transfer and 
training; 

 • Encouraging Governments to 
address the problems created by megacities, the 
location of settlements in high-risk areas and 
other man-made determinants of disasters; 

 • Encouraging Governments to 
incorporate disaster risk reduction into national 
planning processes, including building codes. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure free access to 
information on the human genome sequence 
 

192. In 2000, the publicly funded Human 
Genome Project and the commercial Celera 
Genomics Corporation jointly announced success 
in listing the sequence of the 3.1 billion bases of 
human DNA. But although the DNA sequence 
has been listed, decoding it or making it 
meaningful will take several more years. The 
Project, a multinational public-sector research 
consortium, has announced that its genome 
database will be made freely available on the 
Internet, but Celera is expected to charge 
royalties. The decoding of the human gene has 
brought the issue of patenting genes to the fore. 
The genome project is an excellent example of 
technology transfer at work, with numerous 
laboratories operating in at least 18 different 
countries. Although some biotechnology 
innovations originate in the South, most of the 
more complex biotechnology is still being 
advanced in developed countries. 

193. In 1997, the United Nations Educational, 
Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 
members unanimously signed the Universal 
Declaration on the Human Genome and Human 
Rights,37 stating that the human genome in its 
natural state must not give rise to financial gains, 
and that no research concerning the human 
genome should prevail over respect for human 
rights. Also, practices contrary to human dignity, 
such as reproductive human cloning, should not 
be permitted and benefits from advances 
concerning the human genome must be made 
available to all. In addition, research concerning 
the human genome shall seek to offer relief from 
suffering and improve health. 

194. Strategy for moving forward: 

 • Taking into account the UNESCO 
declaration of 1997, nations are urged to ensure 
free access to information on the human genome 
sequence. 
 

 

 V. Human rights, democracy and 
good governance 
 

 

195. The United Nations exists to reaffirm 
faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity 
and worth of the human person, the equal rights 
of men and women, and the right of minorities 
and migrants to live in peace. All human rights 
— civil, political, economic, social and cultural 
— are comprehensive, universal and 
interdependent. They are the foundations that 
support human dignity, and any violations of 
human rights represent an attack on human 
dignity’s very core. Where fundamental human 
rights are not protected, States and their peoples 
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are more likely to experience conflict, poverty 
and injustice. 
 

  GOAL: To respect and fully 
uphold the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights38 and strive for the full protection and 
promotion in all countries of civil, political, 
economic, social and cultural rights for all 
 

196. Currently, the ratification status of key 
international human rights treaties is as follows 
(numbers of countries which have ratified in 
parentheses): the International Covenant for 
Economic Social and Cultural Rights39 (145), the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights40 (147); the International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial 
Discrimination41 (158); the Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 
against Women42 (168); the Convention Against 
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading 
Treatment or Punishment43 (126), and the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child44 (191). 

197. While the increasing willingness of 
Governments to make these commitments should 
be applauded, the gulf between commitments and 
concrete action must still be bridged. People 
throughout the world remain victims of summary 
executions, disappearances and torture. Accuracy 
on numbers is difficult to ascertain because 
violations take place in too many countries of the 
world and are rarely reported. One of the very 
few measures available is the work of the special 
rapporteurs on human rights. For example, the 
number of letters sent by the Special Rapporteur 
on torture of the Commission on Human Rights 
might give a sense of the situation regarding 
torture but cannot describe the full magnitude of 
the problem: in 2000, 66 letters were sent to 60 

countries on behalf of about 650 individuals and 
28 groups involving 2,250 persons. 

198. Thirty-eight countries have undertaken to 
adopt national plans of action for human rights, 
following the recommendation of the 1993 
Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action,45 
and at least 14 countries have completed the 
process. More than 50 national human rights 
institutions have been established under the Paris 
principles, a detailed set of internationally 
recognized principles that provides minimum 
standards on the status and advisory role of 
national human rights institutions. The Paris 
principles were endorsed by the Commission on 
Human Rights in 1992 and the General Assembly 
in 1993, and have become the foundation and 
reference point for United Nations activity in this 
area. Since 1995 and the start of the Decade on 
Human Rights Education, at least 17 countries 
have undertaken national planning programmes 
and more than 40 have initiated human rights 
education activities. 

199. A mid-term global study undertaken in 
2000 found that effective human rights education 
strategies have yet to be developed. Specific 
measures for school systems, such as developing 
and revising curricula and textbooks, human 
rights training of school personnel and relevant 
extracurricular activities, have yet to be 
institutionalized. Similarly, human rights are 
rarely a focus of study at the university level, 
except at specialized human rights institutes. 
Some efforts have been made to educate 
personnel working in the administration of 
justice, but less has been done for officials 
working in the social and economic fields. 

200. There has been a clear shift in attitudes 
towards human rights protection by Member 
States. Once considered to be the sole territory of 
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sovereign States, the protection of human rights 
is now viewed as a universal concern, as 
evidenced by the recent convictions for genocide, 
rape, war crimes and crimes against humanity 
handed down in the International Criminal 
Tribunals for Rwanda and former Yugoslavia. 

201. Human rights are also a central tenet of 
United Nations reform, which emphasizes the 
centrality of human rights in all activities of the 
system. The cross-cutting nature of human rights 
demands that whether we are working for peace 
and security, for humanitarian relief or for a 
common development approach and common 
development operations, the activities and 
programmes of the system must be conducted 
with the principles of equality at their core. That 
evolution is reflected in a diverse range of United 
Nations forums. 

202. Human rights are an intrinsic part of 
human dignity and human development can be a 
means towards realizing these rights. A rights-
based approach to development is the basis of 
equality and equity, both in the distribution of 
development gains and in the level of 
participation in the development process. 
Economic, social and cultural rights are at the 
heart of all the millennium development goals 
related to poverty reduction, hunger alleviation, 
access to water, education for boys and girls, the 
reduction of maternal and under-five child 
mortality, combating HIV/AIDS and other major 
diseases, and promoting gender equality and the 
empowerment of women. 

203. Human poverty indicators in recent years 
have shown enormous differences among 
countries and between the developing and 
developed worlds. When disaggregated by 
region, rural and urban areas, ethnic group or 
gender, national human development data reveal 

disparities that are unacceptable from the human 
rights perspective. An increasing number of 
Member States have recognized the value of the 
rights-based perspective on development and 
should be encouraged to implement this approach 
at the national level. 

204. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging Governments to 
fulfil their human rights obligations, to ratify the 
six principal human rights treaties urgently, and 
to ratify or accede to the Rome Statute of the 
International Criminal Court; 

 • Integrating human rights in all 
development activities focused on the economic, 
social and cultural well-being of each member of 
society; 

 • Supporting the work of regional 
and subregional human rights institutions to 
promote national implementation of human rights 
norms, and to develop joint strategies for action 
on cross-border issues; 

 • Expanding United Nations 
programmes for Member States aimed at 
providing advice and training on treaty 
ratification, reporting and implementation; 

 • Integrating human rights norms 
into United Nations system policies, programmes 
and country strategies, including country 
frameworks and development loans. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen the capacity 
of all our countries to implement the principles 
and practices of democracy and human rights, 
including minority rights 
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205. There has been a rapid increase in the 
number of democracies over the past 20 years. 
The ratio of democratic Governments to 
autocracies in the mid-1990s was more than two 
to one, a complete reversal of the situation in the 
late 1970s. In 2000, the Commission on Human 
Rights outlined a number of elements for 
promoting and consolidating democracy. These 
include fair and periodic elections, an 
independent judiciary, a transparent government 
and a vibrant civil society. States that respect the 
rights of all their citizens and allow all of them a 
say in decisions that affect their lives are likely to 
benefit from their creative energies and to 
provide the kind of economic and social 
environment that promotes sustainable 
development. However, an election alone is not a 
solution; small minorities are often at risk in 
democracies and a well-functioning democracy is 
one that operates within the context of a 
comprehensive human rights regime. 

206. The United Nations continues to assist 
new or restored democracies. Since 1988, four 
international conferences have been held with the 
aim of identifying essential democratic ideals, 
mechanisms and institutions and implementation 
strategies. Those conferences have helped to 
target areas for action, including building conflict 
resolution capacities, combating corruption, 
building and supporting civil society, enhancing 
the role of the media, security sector reform, 
supporting public administration structures and 
decentralization, and improving electoral and 
parliamentary systems and processes. Protecting 
the rights of women, minorities, migrants and 
indigenous peoples is also essential. 

207. Since 1989, the United Nations has 
received over 140 requests for electoral 
assistance from Member States on the legal, 

technical, administrative and human rights 
aspects of conducting democratic elections. 
Occasionally, as in Kosovo and East Timor, the 
mandate has expanded to providing a transitional 
administration, with oversight of an entire 
political process designed to promote human 
rights and democratic participation. The United 
Nations has also experienced a growth in requests 
from Member States for human rights assistance 
in such areas as holding elections, law reform, the 
administration of justice and training for law 
enforcement officials. 

208. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting States in integrating 
human rights mechanisms into national 
institutions, particularly by establishing human 
rights commissions, ombudsmen and law reform 
commissions; 

 • Strengthening the implementation 
of democratic principles through institutional 
reform and raising civic awareness; 

 • Paying special attention to the 
rights of minorities, indigenous peoples and those 
most vulnerable in each society; 

 • Continuing United Nations work 
to ensure that elections are based on free and fair 
principles. 
 

  GOAL: To combat all forms of 
violence against women and to implement the 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination against Women 
 

209. To date, 168 States have ratified or 
acceded to the Convention on the Elimination of 
All Forms of Discrimination against Women, 
committing themselves to ending discrimination 
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against women in all forms. In a landmark 
decision for women, the General Assembly 
adopted an Optional Protocol46 to the Convention 
allowing for inquiries into situations of grave or 
systematic violations of women’s rights, which 
entered into force in December 2000 and now has 
a total of 67 signatories and 22 ratifications. 
However, violence against women and girls 
continues to take place in the family and the 
community, while trafficking in women and girls, 
honour killings, and harmful traditional practices, 
such as female genital mutilation, remain 
common forms of abuse. During armed conflict, 
rape, sexual torture and slavery are used as 
weapons of war against women and girls. The 
failure of many existing economic, political and 
social structures to provide equal opportunities 
and protection for girls and women has often left 
them excluded from education, vulnerable to 
poverty and subject to disease. 

210. There are encouraging moves to create 
and implement new policies, procedures and laws 
that ensure respect for women’s rights at the 
national level. Regional efforts include a meeting 
concerning national machinery for gender 
equality in African countries, held from 16 to18 
April 2001 in Addis Ababa, and an expert group 
meeting on the situation of rural women within 
the context of globalization, held in Ulaanbaatar 
from 4 to 8 June 2001. 

211. The promotion of gender equality is a 
strong focus of United Nations activities, which 
are designed to ensure the equality of women in 
all aspects of human endeavour and as 
beneficiaries of sustainable development, peace 
and security, good governance and human rights. 
The United Nations acts as a catalyst for 
advancing the global agenda on women’s issues, 

promoting international standards and norms and 
the dissemination of best practices. 

212. In 2001, the Commission on the Status of 
Women adopted a multi-year programme that 
calls for the review of themes relevant to the 
empowerment of women, including the 
eradication of poverty, the participation and 
access of women to the media and current 
information technologies, the role of men and 
boys in achieving gender equality, and women’s 
equal participation in conflict prevention, 
management and resolution and in peace-
building. During the special sessions of the 
General Assembly on HIV/AIDS and on the five-
year review of the United Nations Conference on 
Human Settlements (Habitat II), a gender 
dimension was incorporated into the final 
outcome documents. 

213. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging Governments to 
implement legislative reform and strengthen 
domestic law enforcement mechanisms to 
promote non-discrimination and ensure 
compliance with international standards; 

 • Supporting national efforts to 
guarantee women equal access to education, 
social and health services, to improve their 
control over economic assets and to enhance their 
participation in decision-making processes; 

 • Continuing efforts to encourage 
parties to conflicts to involve women in ceasefire 
and peace negotiations and include gender issues 
in peace processes as well as in peace 
agreements; 

 • Working within the United 
Nations to ensure clear mandates for all 
peacekeeping missions to prevent, monitor and 
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report on violence against women and girls, 
including all sexual violence, abduction, forced 
prostitution and trafficking. 
 

  GOAL: To take measures to 
ensure respect for and the protection of the 
human rights of migrants, migrant workers and 
their families, to eliminate the increasing acts of 
racism and xenophobia in many societies, and to 
promote greater harmony and tolerance in all 
societies 
 

214. Migrants, minorities, refugees, displaced 
persons, asylum seekers and smuggled persons 
remain the victims of discrimination, racism and 
intolerance. The International Organization for 
Migration estimates that there are between 15 and 
30 million irregular migrants worldwide. It is 
estimated that more than 10 per cent of the 
world’s population belong to national or ethnic, 
linguistic and religious minorities, and that there 
are more than 300 million indigenous people. 

215. The International Steering Committee of 
the Global Campaign for Ratification of the 
Convention on the Rights of Migrants was 
formed in 1998, and the Special Rapporteur on 
the human rights of migrants continued to 
promote adherence to the Convention within the 
framework of the mandate entrusted to her by the 
Commission on Human Rights. States should act 
to ratify the International Convention on the 
Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers 
and Members of Their Families47 so that it enters 
into force with a minimum of delay, and should 
enact implementing legislation to give meaning 
to the International Convention on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Racial 
Discrimination. Practical strategies for action to 
combat racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia 

and related intolerance are critical. Enforcement 
and administrative structures can be utilized to 
reduce the vulnerability of migrants, particularly 
through public information campaigns and 
human rights training for immigration officials 
and the police. Effective policy development will 
be improved through the systematic collection, 
exchange and analysis of data, disaggregated 
according to age, race, minority or migrant status 
at the national, regional and international levels. 

216. The World Conference Against Racism, 
Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related 
Intolerance has provided an opportunity to 
promote greater awareness of these issues. There 
has been positive cooperation in the Conference 
process from human rights bodies, such as the 
Committee on the Rights of the Child, the 
Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights, and the Committee on the Elimination of 
Racial Discrimination. The challenge is to 
identify and implement practical and concrete 
measures to address racism, for example through 
attention to youth and education. 

217. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting State efforts to ratify 
and implement the Convention on Migrant 
Workers; 

 • Assisting States in developing 
documentation programmes for their citizens, 
adults and children alike, which can provide key 
access to fundamental rights; 

 • Continuing United Nations work 
to provide technical advice and training and to 
lead dialogue on specific policies dealing with 
migration issues and their implications. 
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  GOAL: To work collectively for 
more inclusive political processes, allowing 
genuine participation by all citizens in all our 
countries 
 

218. Ensuring democracy requires good 
governance, which in turn depends on inclusive 
participation, transparency, accountability and the 
promotion of the rule of law. All national actors, 
including NGOs and the private sector, must 
interact constructively to achieve democratic and 
representative outcomes. The United Nations 
assists Governments in strengthening their legal 
frameworks, policies, mechanisms and 
institutions for democratic governance through 
support to democratic governing institutions, 
such as parliaments, judiciaries and electoral 
management bodies; building human rights 
institutions and conflict resolution mechanisms 
and skills, strengthening local government and 
civil society participation in decision-making 
processes; strengthening public sector 
management, transparency and accountability; 
combating corruption, enhancing the role of the 
media; and improving electoral and parliamentary 
systems. 

219. There has been increased cooperation 
between the United Nations and regional bodies. 
Such mechanisms as the African Commission on 
Human and Peoples Rights, the Council of 
Europe and the OSCE High Commissioner for 
National Minorities share their experience with 
United Nations human rights bodies, such as the 
Commission on Human Rights and the Working 
Group on Minorities, with respect to supporting 
the effective participation of minorities in public 
life. In addition, in July 2000 the Economic and 
Social Council established the Permanent Forum 
for Indigenous Issues as an opportunity to offer a 

coordinated, integrated and holistic approach to 
tackle the situation of indigenous issues. 

220. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to develop and 
implement programmes that support pluralistic 
institutions, periodic elections and other 
democratic processes, in conformity with 
international human rights standards; 

 • Continuing United Nations work 
to strengthen parliamentary structures and policy-
making processes; 

 • Providing assistance to 
government efforts to involve civil society in 
policy-making decisions; 

 • Supporting government efforts to 
strengthen local governance in urban and rural 
areas. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure the freedom of 
the media to perform their essential role and the 
right of the public to have access to information 
 

221. Freedom of the media is one of the key 
tenets of democracy that ensures transparency 
and accountability. Yet despite widespread 
international, regional and national legislation 
guaranteeing freedom of the media, violations 
ranging from harassment, arbitrary arrest, 
physical harm and structural censorship continue. 
To date, the Special Rapporteur on the promotion 
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion 
and expression of the Commission on Human 
Rights has filed 16 allegations concerning cases 
of violations of the right to freedom of opinion 
and expression and over 100 urgent actions, a 
procedure for cases that are of a life-threatening 
nature or other situations where the particular 
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circumstances of the incident require urgent 
attention. Over 200 cases of violence against 
journalists, perpetrated by both State and non-
state actors, have been recorded in the last five 
years. In addition, there are a number of worrying 
attempts to shut down or control Internet access 
and usage. 

222. Combating these violations will require 
further efforts on the part of States, including 
legislative reform and a re-examination of 
domestic law enforcement mechanisms, in order 
to ensure parity with international standards 
governing the right to freedom of opinion and 
expression. The International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights and the International 
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights provide the minimum protections and 
guarantees required for the existence of a free and 
independent media. Ratification of these 
instruments is crucial. 

223. At the regional level, the Organization of 
American States (OAS) approved the Declaration 
of Principle on Freedom of Expression in 2000. 
Developed by Special Rapporteurs of the United 
Nations, OAS and OSCE, it confirms the 
following rights and freedoms: freedom of 
expression as an indispensable requirement of 
democracy; the right to seek, receive and impart 
information and opinions freely; access to 
information held by the state, with only 
exceptional limitations; prohibition of prior 
censorship; and the right to communicate views 
by any means and in any form. 

224. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to reform 
legislation that unduly restricts speech on the 
grounds of national security, libel, defamation 
and judicial contempt; 

 • Reviewing national criminal laws 
and their enforcement in order to protect the 
rights to freedom of opinion, expression and 
information; 

 • Continuing United Nations work 
with Governments to develop a free and 
independent media through developing 
corresponding legal frameworks, working with 
civil society and developing media monitoring 
mechanisms and capacities for identifying 
abuses. 
 

 

 VI. Protecting the vulnerable 
 

 

225. Protecting the vulnerable in complex 
emergencies is a fundamental concern for 
Member States and the international community. 
Complex emergencies, resulting from armed 
conflict and in some cases compounded by 
natural disasters, have intensified in many parts 
of the world. It is estimated that 75 per cent of 
those who died in wars in the most recent 
decades were civilians. Women and children are 
particularly exposed during conflict. In the 1990s, 
more than two million children were killed as a 
result of armed conflict and more than six million 
were permanently disabled or seriously injured. 
The vulnerability of civilians is exacerbated by 
large-scale forced displacement and the specific 
effects of conflict on women and children, 
including rape, sexual slavery and human 
trafficking, and the recruitment and use of child 
soldiers. The indiscriminate use of landmines and 
the virtually uncontrolled proliferation of small 
arms further aggravate the suffering of vulnerable 
civilian populations. 
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  GOAL: To expand and strengthen 
the protection of civilians in complex 
emergencies, in conformity with international 
humanitarian law 
 

226. The primary responsibility for expanding 
and strengthening the protection of civilians rests 
with Governments; they are fundamental to 
building the “culture of protection” called for in 
my reports on the protection of civilians. Where 
Governments themselves do not have the means 
to effectively protect vulnerable populations, they 
should reach out to all entities that may provide 
protection, including the United Nations system, 
non-governmental organizations, regional 
organizations and the private sector. In regional 
conflicts, decisive and rapid action often requires 
political decision makers to move beyond a 
solely country-specific focus. Nevertheless, it is 
not only Governments that have this 
responsibility. According to the Geneva 
Conventions of 1949 and to customary 
international humanitarian law, armed groups 
also have a direct responsibility to protect civilian 
populations in armed conflict. 

227. In recent years, Member States and the 
Security Council have made commitments 
toward protecting civilians in complex 
emergencies. The United Nations has adopted 
policies and taken the first steps to enhance the 
protection of civilians when it authorizes 
embargoes and implements sanctions. 
Independently, regional organizations and 
arrangements, including OAU, ECOWAS, OAS, 
EU, OSCE and the Group of Eight Major 
Industrialized Countries, have taken action to 
address elements of the question of the protection 
of children’s rights during armed conflict. 

228. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Urging States to prosecute 
violations of international criminal law through 
national courts or the International Criminal 
Court once it is established; 

 • Strengthening national justice 
systems to ensure the consistent application of 
international laws that protect civilians; 

 • Calling upon all parties to 
conflicts to ensure access to vulnerable 
populations; 

 • Developing criteria and 
procedures for identifying and then separating 
armed elements in situations of forced 
displacement. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen 
international cooperation, including burden-
sharing in and the coordination of humanitarian 
assistance to countries hosting refugees, and to 
help all refugees and displaced persons to return 
voluntarily to their homes in safety and dignity 
and to be smoothly reintegrated into their 
societies 
 

229. In 2001, there are approximately 20 to 25 
million persons who have been internally 
displaced as a result of armed conflict and 
generalized violence, and over 12 million 
refugees. Most States have made legal 
commitments to uphold the basic principles of 
refugee protection, to respect human rights and to 
promote international peace and security. These 
fundamental principles underpin all efforts to 
protect the displaced, and host countries must be 
supported in their efforts to provide protection 
through the provision of increased resources and 
assistance. 
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230. The difficult situation faced by countries 
hosting refugees, many of which are among the 
least developed, is now widely recognized. Yet 
the rhetoric on international solidarity and 
burden-sharing rarely translates into tangible 
support to refugee-affected areas. Effective 
burden-sharing requires concerted action among 
all actors and should be aimed at reducing 
pressure on scarce resources. A general 
consensus exists that while refugees should 
receive the required level of support, the needs 
and sensitivities of host communities should be 
addressed simultaneously. The United Nations 
seeks to promote the self-reliance of refugees and 
to facilitate their local integration, while at the 
same time addressing the basic needs of the host 
communities and compensating for some of the 
adverse impacts on the local physical and socio-
economic infrastructure. Even when refugees are 
received with understanding and compassion, 
large refugee populations can place strains on 
public services, housing, agricultural land and the 
environment. Such pressures pose serious 
obstacles in the search for solutions to refugee 
problems through voluntary repatriation, local 
integration or resettlement. 

231. Voluntary repatriation has been identified 
by both Governments and refugees as the 
preferred durable solution to their plight. The 
reintegration phase is crucial for both returnees 
and communities of origin. Comprehensive and 
broad reintegration assistance works to prevent 
further refugee outflows. Resources for 
“reinsertion packages” are vital in helping 
refugees return to their communities of origin and 
to assist these communities in receiving them. To 
be sustainable, return must be accompanied by 
measures to rebuild communities, must foster 
reintegration and must be linked to national 
development programmes. To foster 

reconciliation, the United Nations has paid 
special attention to building partnerships with 
development, financial and human rights 
institutions. 

232. With regard to the internally displaced, 
the United Nations has worked towards the 
development of a normative framework for the 
protection and assistance of the internally 
displaced — the Guiding Principles on Internal 
Displacement.48 Standards have existed for 
refugees since 1951, but the Guiding Principles 
are the first international standards for the 
internally displaced. They emphasize the primary 
duty and responsibility of Governments to ensure 
the voluntary, safe and dignified return or 
resettlement of internally displaced persons, and 
offer guidance on strategies that adequately 
address their needs. 

233. Mechanisms have been developed to 
improve the response to internal displacement 
issues. The hope is that better information on the 
numbers and needs of displaced people will 
improve assistance response and strengthen 
advocacy efforts on their behalf. All solutions 
must focus on safe and sustainable reintegration, 
or on enhancing the self-reliance capacities of the 
internally displaced in those situations when 
reintegration is not yet possible. Measures to 
rebuild communities, foster reintegration and 
links to national development programmes are 
critical if the return of displaced populations, 
refugees or internally displaced persons is to be 
sustainable.  

234. Strategies for moving forward include:  

 • Ensuring that States comply with 
their legal obligations to protect and assist all 
refugees and displaced persons; 



730 
 

 • Making international assistance 
and development programmes more responsive to 
the needs of host communities and more effective 
in alleviating pressure on the receiving local 
environment; 

 • Working in the international 
community to assist the displaced in rebuilding 
their lives and enable them to resume supporting 
themselves and their families;  

 • Improving and making United 
Nations advocacy work more systematic through 
the dissemination of international standards, 
including the Guiding Principles on Internal 
Displacement, monitoring adherence to these 
standards.  
 

  GOAL: To encourage the 
ratification and full implementation of the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child and its 
Optional Protocols on the involvement of 
children in armed conflict49 and on the sale of 
children, child prostitution and child 
pornography50 
 

235. The General Assembly unanimously 
adopted the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child on 20 November 1989, and it entered into 
force in September 1990. The Convention is the 
most universally embraced human rights treaty, 
and as of 14 August 2001 191 instruments of 
ratification or accession have been deposited with 
respect to the Convention. Only two countries 
have yet to ratify the Convention. The World 
Conference on Human Rights, held in Vienna in 
1993, set the end of 1995 as a target for its 
universal ratification of the Convention on the 
Rights of the Child: we are now six years behind 
this target.  

236. The Convention on the Rights of the 
Child has formed the basis for other international 
conventions, such as the Hague Convention on 
the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
Respect of Inter-Country Adoption, the new ILO 
convention and recommendation concerning the 
prohibition and immediate action for the 
elimination of the worst forms of child labour, 
and several regional instruments, such as the 
African Charter on the Rights and Welfare of the 
Child. The implementation of the Convention on 
the Rights of the Child at the international level 
has been enhanced through bilateral, regional and 
multilateral agreements, including on the 
abolition of the worst forms of child labour and 
preventing and combating child trafficking. On 
25 May 2000, the international community 
adopted two Optional Protocols to the 
Convention on the involvement of children in 
armed conflict and on the sale of children, child 
prostitution and child pornography. 

237. At the national level, implementation of 
the Convention on the Rights of the Child has led 
to a process of social change, including through 
legislative and policy reforms, the development 
of national plans of action and the establishment 
of national institutions for children’s rights. In 
addition, the Convention requires the promotion 
of information and education campaigns to create 
awareness and ensure respect for the rights of all 
children. Civil society initiatives, such as those 
by the non-governmental organization Group for 
the Convention on the Rights of the Child, assist 
in monitoring and implementing the Convention 
at the national level. 

238. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to take 
advantage of the special session of the General 
Assembly on children, to be held in September 



731 
 

2001, as a further opportunity to ratify the 
Convention on the Rights of the Child and its 
Optional Protocols; 

 • Securing state commitments to 
ending the use of children as soldiers, 
demobilizing and rehabilitating former child 
soldiers and taking into account the special needs 
of women and girls;  

 • Continuing to support government 
efforts to implement, monitor and report on the 
Convention by promoting capacity-building 
activities and enhancing assessment systems at 
the national level and by ensuring the allocation 
of adequate resources for the realization of 
children’s rights.  
 

 

 VII. Meeting the special needs of Africa 
 

 

239. Since the Millennium Summit, there has 
been a greater resolve in African leadership to 
take ownership and control over the continent’s 
destiny. International engagement with Africa has 
been characterized by the beginning of concerted 
efforts to move towards a coherent approach in 
dealing with the continent. Recent Security 
Council efforts, such as Council missions to 
conflict areas in Africa, more regular Secretariat 
briefings on conflict situations and increased 
engagement in peacekeeping in Africa are also 
positive steps.  

240. African leaders have taken the lead in 
articulating regional development initiatives. At 
its Summit in Lusaka held in July 2001, it was 
decided that the Organization of African Unity 
will be replaced by the African Union in a bid for 
greater economic, political and institutional 

integration for the continent. The African Union 
will bring new opportunities for African countries 
to work together and forge a common platform of 
action. The other outcome of the Summit was the 
adoption of the New African Initiative, a 
continental strategy developed by African leaders 
directed to achieving sustainable development in 
the twenty-first century. The Initiative centres on 
African ownership and management and contains 
an agenda for the renewal of the continent.  
 

  GOAL: To give full support to the 
political and institutional structures of emerging 
democracies in Africa  
 

241. It has been estimated that since 1990 the 
number of democratically elected national 
Governments in Africa has grown fivefold. 
Political systems all over the continent are 
increasingly inclusive and based on open 
electoral processes. While there has been a surge 
in the number of countries that have held 
elections, that development does not by itself 
guarantee political, civil, social and economic 
freedom.  

242. Many new democracies are fragile, and 
need support and assistance to build democratic 
institutions. Support must be strategic, sustained 
and structured around the contextual realities of 
the country in question and must be compatible 
with its priorities and national agenda for reform. 
Newly democratizing countries require assistance 
for transitional arrangements, to anticipate 
potential long-term implications and to establish 
the necessary processes for reform. African 
Governments, civil society and the international 
system as a whole have a role to play in 
reforming public financial institutions and 
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developing transparent economic and regulatory 
practices. 

243. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Supporting the democracy and 
governance programmes of the New African 
Initiative, which includes targeted capacity-
building focused on public sector management, 
administrative and civil service reform and 
strengthening parliamentary oversight; 

 • Encouraging Governments to 
nurture democratic values, ideals and institutions 
and to develop independent judiciaries and 
media. 
 

  GOAL: To encourage and sustain 
regional and subregional mechanisms for 
preventing conflict and promoting political 
stability, and to ensure a reliable flow of 
resources for peacekeeping operations on the 
continent  
 

244. There are a number of regional and 
subregional mechanisms in Africa that work to 
prevent conflict and promote political stability. 
The OAU Mechanism for Conflict Prevention, 
Management and Resolution is mandated to 
observe conflict and ceasefire situations and carry 
on early warning and mediation. It has 
undertaken a number of peacekeeping and 
conflict prevention initiatives. OAU is currently 
establishing an African early warning system to 
allow for more rapid information exchange on 
conflict situations in Africa.  

245. Subregional organizations that enhance 
peace and security include the Intergovernmental 
Authority on Development  in the Horn of Africa; 
ECOWAS; and the Southern African 

Development Community (SADC). Although 
conflict in the region has been an obstacle to 
peacemaking endeavours, there is great potential 
for future cooperation in matters of defence and 
security. 

246. In addition, non-governmental actors are 
increasingly diverse and active across the whole 
conflict spectrum, from conflict prevention and 
political and constitutional reform to 
demilitarization and community participation in 
peace processes. Others work on conflict 
resolution and building the bridge from peace to 
development. 

247. Of the 46 peacekeeping operations 
launched by the United Nations since 1988, 18 
were deployed in Africa. There have been a 
number of examples of successful cooperation at 
the regional and subregional levels in 
peacekeeping in Africa. Extensive cooperation 
has taken place between the United Nations and 
ECOWAS in operations in West Africa and 
between the United Nations and OAU to 
implement the Lusaka Agreement. 

248. Bilateral and multilateral efforts are 
required to ensure the availability of resources for 
peacekeeping in Africa. However, efforts to 
enhance African capacity cannot relieve the 
Security Council of its primary responsibility for 
the maintenance of international peace and 
security, and should not justify reduced 
engagement. Support by non-African States for 
African peacemaking and peacekeeping efforts, 
including through the deployment of 
peacekeeping operations, will continue to be 
essential. Meaningful change requires not only 
plans but action, including readiness on the part 
of able Member States to share information and 
expertise and to provide adequate logistical and 
financial resources and ongoing political support. 
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249. Member States may wish to provide 
support to peacekeeping in Africa bilaterally, 
through organizations on the continent or through 
the United Nations. Where African countries are 
undertaking peacekeeping operations outside of 
the United Nations, Member States may wish to 
co-deploy a United Nations operation or to 
dispatch United Nations liaison officers as a 
means to maintain the engagement of the 
international community.  

250. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Maintaining the engagement of the 
international community in peacekeeping in 
Africa; 

 • Supporting peacekeeping in Africa 
through assistance to specific operations or 
through incremental steps to enhance 
peacekeeping capacity generally in Africa; 

 • Providing more funds to allow 
African military officers, particularly those 
serving with OAU and subregional arrangements, 
to participate in training and short-term exchange 
opportunities;  

 • Encouraging further cooperation 
by African States within the United Nations 
standby arrangements system. 
 

  GOAL: To take special measures 
to address the challenges of poverty eradication 
and sustainable development in Africa, including 
debt cancellation, improved market access, 
enhanced official development assistance and 
increased flow of foreign direct investment, as 
well as transfers of technology 
 

251. While some African countries are doing 
well, poverty in Africa continues to rise, with 

approximately 340 million people — or half the 
population — living on less than $1 per day. The 
mortality rate of children under five years of age 
is 140 per 1,000, while life expectancy at birth is 
only 54 years. Only 58 per cent of the population 
has access to safe water. Although economic 
growth rates in Africa are projected to increase in 
2001 and 2002, they will fall far short of what is 
necessary to meet the international target of 
halving poverty by 2015. The continent accounts 
for only 1.5 per cent of world exports, and its 
share of global manufacturing is less than 4 per 
cent. Total external debt in sub-Saharan Africa in 
1999 was $216 billion, which is approximately 
70.5 per cent of its GNP and 210.8 per cent of its 
exports. This is unsustainable. Moreover, of the 
41 heavily indebted poor countries in the world, 
33 are in Africa.  

252. It is essential that the continent embark on 
the path to sustainable development and achieve 
its goals of economic growth, increased 
employment, reduction of poverty and inequality, 
diversification of productive activities, enhanced 
international competitiveness and increased 
exports. The New African Initiative is based on 
national and regional priorities and development 
plans that must be prepared through participatory 
processes. The Initiative has set the target of a 
GDP growth rate of above 7 per cent per annum 
for the next 15 years to help achieve its goals. To 
achieve the estimated 7 per cent per annum 
growth rate, Africa needs to fill a resource gap of 
12 per cent of its GDP, or US$ 64 billion. This 
will require increased domestic savings as well as 
improvements to the public revenue collection 
system. However, the majority of the needed 
resources will have to be obtained from outside 
the continent through increased ODA, increased 
private capital flows and higher export earnings. 
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253. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Helping Africa seek increased 
ODA flows and reforming the ODA delivery 
system to ensure that flows are more effectively 
utilized by recipient African countries; 

 • Supporting the establishment of 
measures that reduce risk in order to attract and 
sustain foreign investment and technology 
transfers; 

 • Helping Africa to secure further 
debt relief;  

 • Assisting Africa in ensuring active 
participation in the world trading system, through 
open and geographically diversified market 
access for its exports; 

 • Helping the continent diversify its 
production;  

 • Providing assistance to secure and 
stabilize preferential treatment by developed 
countries. 
 

  GOAL: To help Africa build up its 
capacity to tackle the spread of the HIV/AIDS 
pandemic and other infectious diseases  
 

254. If we do not contain the spread of 
HIV/AIDS and work on its prevention we will 
witness a tragic and profound unravelling of 
social, educational, governance and commercial 
frameworks all over the world, but most acutely 
in Africa. The effect of this disease is devastating 
to every sector and every development target — 
food production, education for all, good 
governance and eliminating extreme poverty. 
And as political, social and economic 
infrastructures weaken, existing problems will be 

exacerbated. There have been some successes. 
Senegal began its anti-AIDS programme in 1986 
and has managed to keep its infection rate below 
2 per cent. Uganda began its programme in the 
early 1990s, when 14 per cent of the adult 
population was already infected, whereas the 
figure today is 8 per cent and continues to fall. 
But more needs to be done throughout the 
continent, especially in those countries where the 
epidemic is more prevalent. 

255. HIV/AIDS is not the only disease taking 
its toll in Africa. The spread of HIV/AIDS, 
combined with a growing general drug resistance, 
threaten tuberculosis control. In 1999, 516,000 
people in Africa died of tuberculosis, 305,000 of 
them also infected with HIV. Almost 30 per cent 
of all new tuberculosis patients are HIV-positive. 
The leading cause of death in people with 
HIV/AIDS is tuberculosis.  

256. On April 2001, the President of Nigeria 
hosted the African Summit on HIV/AIDS and 
Other Related Infectious Diseases  in Abuja, 
Nigeria, where the Abuja Summit Declaration 
was adopted. The mandate is to find solutions to 
the HIV/AIDS crisis through global partnerships. 
Since the Abuja Summit, the Global Fund for 
AIDS and Health has been established and I have 
appointed a Special Envoy for HIV/AIDS in 
Africa. 

257. In the framework of the Debt-for-AIDS 
Initiative, the United Nations is assisting African 
countries in placing HIV/AIDS policies within 
national planning processes, such as the poverty 
reduction strategy papers. The International 
Partnership against AIDS in Africa, made up of 
African Governments, the United Nations, 
donors, the private sector and non-governmental 
organizations, aims to significantly increase 
collective efforts against HIV/AIDS. The United 
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Nations Inter-Agency Task Team on HIV-
Related Drugs has adopted a strategy on HIV-
related drugs. In May 2000, an initiative to 
expand access to HIV treatment was launched by 
the United Nations organizations and five major 
pharmaceutical companies. This initiative 
represents a redoubling of efforts to assist 
developing countries in implementing 
comprehensive care strategies for people living 
with HIV/AIDS, including a reduction of prices 
for HIV-related drugs. While its main focus 
remains sub-Saharan Africa, other developing 
countries can also avail themselves of United 
Nations technical support under this initiative. As 
of August 2001, 26 countries in Africa have 
formulated care and support plans for people 
living with HIV infection, and 13 have reached 
agreements with producers of drugs used to treat 
HIV infection. In the least developed countries, 
the latter agreements have reduced the cost of 
those drugs by 85 to 90 per cent compared to 
their cost in industrialized countries. 

258. Although malaria is not an infectious 
disease it is a major concern: one million people 
die of malaria annually, 90 per cent of them in 
Africa and the majority of them children. The 
Roll Back Malaria campaign, which was 
launched in 1998, has led to the preparation of 
plans of action in 38 countries, which include 
developing malaria control policies and 
indicators for monitoring and evaluation, 
upgrading intervention capacities at the regional 
level and using insecticide-impregnated mosquito 
nets. The African Summit on Roll Back Malaria, 
held in Abuja in April 2000, supported these 
goals and reinforced the commitment to roll back 
deaths from the disease by 50 per cent by 2010. 

259. Many of the world’s health needs can 
only be met at the international level through the 

provision of global public goods. Among the 
most critical global public goods for health are 
the generation and dissemination of knowledge of 
research, effective health system reforms and the 
transfer of new technologies. Research and 
development of new drugs, vaccines and other 
technologies are desperately needed to prevent 
and control diseases that primarily affect poor 
countries. 

260. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Promoting global public goods for 
health by mobilizing commercial enterprises, 
especially pharmaceutical companies; 

 • Giving high priority to measuring 
improvements in health in African countries, 
particularly the least developed countries; 

 • Supporting capacity-building in 
least developed countries to collect and analyse 
data on agreed health indicators and to share 
information and lessons at the regional and global 
levels; 

 • Supporting African Governments 
in their efforts to reduce deaths and disability 
from the major diseases affecting the poor, such 
as HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis and other infectious 
diseases. 
 

 

VIII. Strengthening the United Nations 
 

 

261. The United Nations is a uniquely global 
institution, with universal membership. In order 
to continue to act as a catalyst for change and to 
provide a forum for dialogue and effective action 
the system will have to be renewed and 
modernized to cope with the challenges of this 
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millennium. In particular, we need to strengthen 
the ability of the system to work together, extend 
our partnerships and ensure the security of our 
staff as they carry out the mission of the United 
Nations. 
 

  GOAL: To reaffirm the central 
position of the General Assembly as the chief 
deliberative, policy-making and representative 
organ of the United Nations, and to enable it to 
play that role effectively 
 

262. Following the adoption of the United 
Nations Millennium Declaration, the President of 
the General Assembly has undertaken to 
revitalize the work of the Assembly in response 
to the burden of the increase in agenda items over 
the years. Member States held a series of open-
ended informal consultations and have agreed to 
streamline the agenda of the General Assembly, 
its reporting process and the allocation of agenda 
items to subsidiary organs of the Assembly. 
Particular efforts have been made to cluster 
agenda items in a thematic fashion, to promote 
the biennial consideration of a number of agenda 
items and to allocate a higher number of agenda 
items to committees so as to promote more 
effective debates. 

263. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Continuing the General 
Assembly’s efforts to revitalize and streamline its 
work; 

 • Continuing to strengthen the office 
of the President through enhanced consultations 
and outreach. 
 

  GOAL: To intensify our efforts to 
achieve a comprehensive reform of the Security 
Council in all its aspects 
 

264. The Open-ended Working Group on 
Reform of the Security Council was established 
in 1993. In 2000, the Working Group held five 
substantive sessions on decision-making in the 
Security Council, including on the use of the 
veto, the expansion of the Security Council, 
periodic review of an enlarged Security Council, 
and working methods of the Security Council, 
and transparency of its work. The Working 
Group’s recommendation in 2000 was that the 
General Assembly consider the issue of equitable 
representation and an increase in the membership 
of the Council. 

265. Security Council reform envisages a body 
that is larger to reflect new political realities and 
underline equal geographical representation of all 
regions of the world, with a more transparent 
body through improvements in its working 
methods. These are considered parallel processes. 
Regarding enlargement, there is a lack of 
agreement on a number of issues, particularly the 
number of new Council members to be added; 
whether any of the new members would have 
permanent status; whether any new permanent 
member(s) would exert the right of veto; and 
whether the veto should be limited (for example, 
to Chapter VII operations), curtailed or 
eventually eliminated. 

266. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Continuing consideration in the 
General Assembly regarding the size and 
composition of the Security Council; 

 • Continuing reform of the methods 
of work of the Security Council, including 
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transparency and consultation with troop-
contributing countries; 

 • Enhancing the Security Council’s 
ability to anticipate, prevent and react to event on 
short notice. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen further the 
Economic and Social Council, building on its 
recent achievements, to help it to fulfil the role 
ascribed to it in the Charter of the 
United Nations 
 

267. Building on earlier reforms, the General 
Assembly agreed in 1996 on a series of further 
measures for the restructuring and revitalization 
of the United Nations in the economic, social and 
related fields. The annual high-level segments of 
the Economic and Social Council have resulted in 
ministerial declarations on a number of critical 
development issues, such as on information and 
communications technologies (ICT) for 
development in 2000 and on the sustainable 
development of Africa in 2001. The Council has 
also established an innovative ICT Task Force. It 
has improved policy oversight of the operational 
activities for development of the United Nations 
agencies, funds and programmes. In addition, the 
Economic and Social Council has introduced a 
humanitarian segment to provide a forum for 
broader policy issues in this area. It has also 
strengthened the supervision of its functional 
commissions, with particular emphasis on 
promoting coordinated follow-up to the outcomes 
of major United Nations conferences and 
summits in economic and social fields. 

268. With regard to coordination, high-level 
meetings have been held annually since 1998 
between the Council and the Bretton Woods 

institutions on international financial and 
development issues. An annual policy dialogue is 
also held with the heads of the international 
financial and trade institutions to review the state 
of the world economy. The Economic and Social 
Council also holds thematic meetings with 
members of the Administrative Committee on 
Coordination (ACC). The Council’s capacity to 
convene meetings involving Governments, the 
United Nations system and representatives of 
civil society and the private sector to address 
economic and social issues was exemplified by 
the African Forum for Investment Promotion, 
which was held during the Council’s substantive 
session of 2001. The Forum brought together 
African ministers, African private corporations, 
trade unions, investors, specialized agencies of 
the United Nations system and regional and 
subregional development organizations. Finally, 
the structural relationship between the Council 
and the five regional commissions has also been 
improved. The Council now holds an annual 
dialogue with the Executive Secretaries, and the 
regional commissions increasingly provide issue-
specific input to the Council’s work. 

269.  Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Continuing the Economic and 
Social Council’s efforts to consider how best to 
fulfil its mandate and streamline its working 
methods; 

 • Focusing its 2002 coordination 
segment on further strengthening and helping the 
Council to fulfil the role ascribed to it in the 
Charter of the United Nations. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen the 
International Court of Justice in order to ensure 
justice and the rule of law in international affairs 
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270. There are approximately 100 multilateral 
and 160 bilateral treaties in force providing for 
the jurisdiction of the International Court of 
Justice (ICJ). As of 31 July 2000, 189 States are 
parties to the Statute of the Court and 62 States 
have recognized its compulsory jurisdiction. 
Some 260 bilateral or multilateral treaties provide 
for the Court’s jurisdiction in the resolution of 
disputes arising out of their application or 
interpretation. From August 1999 to July 2000, 
ICJ held 29 public sessions and a large number of 
private, administrative and judicial meetings. 

271. The recent growth of international judicial 
bodies, such as the International Criminal 
Tribunals, the International Tribunal for the Law 
of the Sea and the quasi-judicial mechanism for 
the settlement of disputes within WTO poses a 
risk of fragmentation in international law. ICJ 
could play a useful role in maintaining the unity 
of international jurisprudence if more use of the 
Court were made. 

272.  Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Encouraging States to use the 
International Court of Justice more frequently for 
the resolution of their disputes; 

 • Increasing the number of organs 
and organizations entitled to request advisory 
opinions and the number of advisory opinions 
requested. 
 

  GOAL: To encourage regular 
consultations and coordination among the 
principal organs of the United Nations 
 

273. The Presidents of the principal organs of 
the United Nations have met and discussed issues 

of common concern, such as the prevention of 
armed conflicts and the impact of HIV/AIDS on 
peace and security in Africa, and wider issues 
relating to peacekeeping and peace-building. 

274. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Further cooperation and 
consultation among the General Assembly, the 
Economic and Social Council and the Security 
Council; 

 • Broadening the range of issues on 
which consultations are held among the principal 
organs of the United Nations. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure that the United 
Nations is provided on a timely and predictable 
basis with the resources it needs to carry out its 
mandates 
 

275. The collection of current and outstanding 
assessments has improved, and an increasing 
number of Member States remit their 
contributions in full and on time. As of 15 August 
2001, 103 Member States have paid their regular 
budget contributions in full for 2001. However, 
some major contributors have paid none or only 
part of their dues, forcing the United Nations to 
cross-borrow from peacekeeping accounts to 
offset the earlier and larger than usual deficit 
currently experienced. It is clear that the United 
Nations cannot function effectively unless all 
Member States pay their dues, in full, on time 
and without conditions. 

276. Despite cash-flow problems, the United 
Nations has demonstrated consistent budgetary 
discipline over the last eight years. Not only has 
there been no growth in the budget in the last four 
biennia but there has in fact been a reduction in 
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the United Nations budget. The United Nations 
has absorbed the effects of inflation as well as a 
large number of unfunded mandates. The 
Secretariat has been able to accomplish this by 
reallocating from low-priority areas and 
administrative services to high-priority 
programmes, as identified by Member States. The 
United Nations has reformed its budget 
methodology, adopting a results-based budget 
approach and improving the forecasts of cash 
availability and needs. 

277. An important step has been taken towards 
providing peacekeeping with the resources 
commensurate with its mandate. The 
recommendations of the Panel on United Nations 
Peace Operations, together with those of the 
Special Committee on Peace Operations, have 
focused on strengthening a range of core 
capacities, including financial support, to ensure 
that the United Nations has adequate resource to 
fulfil its peacekeeping mandates. 

278. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring that all States pay their 
dues in full, on time and without conditions; 

 • Continuing efforts to reform the 
budget methodology and practice of the United 
Nations. 
 

  GOAL: To urge the Secretariat to 
make the best use of those resources, in 
accordance with clear rules and procedures 
agreed by the General Assembly, in the interests 
of all Member States, by adopting the best 
management practices and technologies available 
 

279. Within the ambit of the comprehensive 
and ongoing reform process, the Secretariat has 

been strengthening management practices in 
several areas. The Senior Management Group, 
which is chaired by the Secretary-General, 
comprises the top managers in the Secretariat and 
programmes and funds. The Group meets weekly, 
with video-conferencing links to Geneva, 
Nairobi, Rome and Vienna. Functioning as a 
cabinet, it ensures strategic coherence within the 
United Nations on policy and management 
issues. It also facilitates coordination among the 
far-flung members of the United Nations family. 
Another useful process is the Management and 
Reform Committee, chaired by the Deputy 
Secretary-General, which regularly reviews 
policies and practices on administrative, 
budgetary and human resources matters. 

280. Four executive committees, operating at 
the Under Secretary-General level, function as 
internal decision-making mechanisms covering 
the key areas of concern for the Secretariat: the 
Executive Committee for Peace and Security, the 
Executive Committee for Economic and Social 
Affairs, the United Nations Development Group 
and the Executive Committee for Humanitarian 
Affairs. Human rights is a cross-cutting theme in 
all the committees. Further, the Interdepartmental 
Framework for Coordination to strengthen 
planning and coordination among peacekeeping, 
humanitarian, developmental and political 
functions has been reoriented towards early 
warning and preventive action. 

281. Training continues for all managers 
throughout the Secretariat. A system of 
programme management plans has been 
instituted with each of the Under-Secretaries-
General. In early 2001, the Secretariat developed 
a prototype of an electronic management 
reporting system, which will enable useful 
management indicators (e.g., vacancy rates, 
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gender and geographical statistics and spending 
balances) to be generated on a daily basis and 
will be extended as a further management tool to 
oversee departmental performance. The system 
will be linked with the existing Integrated 
Management Information System. In June 2001, 
the General Assembly adopted a resolution 
authorizing the implementation of human 
resources management reform, which will 
empower managers to select their staff and will 
allow the Secretariat to meet its managerial 
requirements by increasing the mobility of United 
Nations personnel. 

282. Information technology is playing a more 
central role in the Organization’s activities. In 
February 2001, the Secretary-General submitted a 
report to the General Assembly entitled 
“Information technology in the Secretariat: a plan 
of action”,51 which describes initiatives to 
implement effective internal governance by 
supporting information technologies and sharing 
best practices. 

283. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Ensuring that information 
technologies are allocated sufficient resources 
and strategically developed throughout the 
Secretariat; 

 • Managing knowledge within the 
United Nations so that it is made available to 
civil society and other partners; 

 •  Continuing the 
modernization of human resources policies and 
procedures; 

 • Continuing to streamline 
administrative processes. 
 

  GOAL: To promote adherence to 
the Convention on the Safety of United Nations 
and Associated Personnel 
 

284. Since 1992, more than 200 civilian staff 
members have lost their lives in the service of the 
United Nations. Hundreds more have been taken 
hostage or have been victims of violent security 
incidents. Almost every United Nations entity has 
experienced the loss of personnel, and at least 68 
countries have lost their nationals in the service 
of the United Nations. The conflicts of the 1990s 
have demonstrated a dangerous disregard of the 
obligations and restraints imposed by 
international law on the conduct of hostilities. 
The General Assembly and the Security Council 
have deplored the rising toll of casualties among 
national and international staff, particularly, in 
situations of armed conflict. 

285. The security of staff is a fundamental 
requirement for the effective functioning of 
United Nations operations, and the primary 
responsibility for their protection, under 
international law, lies with host Governments. 
Personnel from international organizations and 
non-governmental organizations who work in 
humanitarian operations are also subject to 
killings and other forms of violence. Indeed, in 
the past year there have been more cases of 
attacks on these latter categories of humanitarian 
personnel. The vast majority of perpetrators of 
such attacks go unpunished, while those few that 
are arrested tend to receive only cursory 
penalties. 

286. The Convention on the Safety of United 
Nations and Associated Personnel52 entered into 
force on 15 January 1999. As at 14 August 2001, 
there are 54 parties to the Convention, accounting 
for less than one third of the Member States. 
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Since the adoption of the Convention, the 
limitations of its scope of application to United 
Nations operations and associated personnel have 
become apparent. The Convention is not 
applicable to United Nations operations which 
have not been declared by the General Assembly 
or the Security Council to be exceptionally risky. 
In practice, no declaration has ever been made to 
that effect by either organ, notwithstanding the 
actual need for it in many United Nations 
operations. The Convention is also not applicable 
to humanitarian non-governmental organizations 
which have not concluded 
“implementing/partnership agreements” with the 
United Nations or its specialized agencies, 
though in practice they are in no less a need for 
such protection. The optimal solution would be a 
protocol that would dispose of the need for a 
declaration in case of United Nations operations 
and dispense with a link between a humanitarian 
non-governmental organization and the United 
Nations as a condition for protection under the 
Convention. 

287. Under the Statute of the International 
Criminal Court, attacks against personnel, 
installations and equipment involved in a 
humanitarian assistance or a peacekeeping 
mission are considered “war crimes” as long as 
they are entitled to the protection given to 
civilians or civilian objects under the 
international law of armed conflict. The Rome 
Statute, however, is not yet in force. 

288. Moreover, the ratification of conventions 
alone is not enough and must be supplemented by 
the practical implementation of those obligations. 
Parties to conflicts must allow for the safe and 
unrestricted access of humanitarian workers, and 
must respect the provisions of the 1949 Geneva 
Conventions, particularly with regard to the 

distinctions between combatants and non-
combatants, and the civilian and humanitarian 
character of refugee camps and settlements. 

289. Improving the security of United Nations 
personnel is a core responsibility for the United 
Nations system and for Member States. The 
Secretary-General has submitted a number of 
recommendations to strengthen the United 
Nations security management system and 
arrangements. The proposals include the 
provision of enhanced and comprehensive 
security and stress management training; the 
implementation of minimum operational security 
and telecommunications standards in the field; 
and an increase in the number of staff in the field 
and at Headquarters. 

290. Steps have been taken to improve 
collaboration on staff security matters within the 
United Nations system and with implementing 
partners. Additional measures are being taken to 
ensure that accountability and compliance are key 
components of the United Nations security 
management system. The appointment of a full-
time Security Coordinator is a fundamental 
requirement if our efforts to strengthen and 
expand the United Nations security management 
system are to yield the desired results. 

291. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Full ratification of the Convention 
and the ratification of the Rome Statute of the 
International Criminal Court; 

 • Approval of a protocol that would 
extend the scope of application of the Convention 
on the Safety of United Nations and Associated 
Personnel to all United Nations operations and 
categories of personnel; 
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 • Stronger action by Member States 
to ensure that perpetrators of attacks on 
humanitarian personnel are brought to justice; 

 • Further improvements on 
accountability and effective coordination on staff 
security issues within the United Nations system; 

 • Further strengthening of the 
United Nations security management system 
through increased and more secure financing and 
the appointment of a full-time Security 
Coordinator. 
 

  GOAL: To ensure greater policy 
coherence and better cooperation between the 
United Nations, its agencies, the Bretton Woods 
institutions and the World Trade Organization, as 
well as other multilateral bodies 
 

292. Sustainable development, peace-building 
and linkages between humanitarian assistance 
and development cooperation have implications 
for sectoral and institutional boundaries. Now, 
more than ever, there is a need for a 
comprehensive and holistic approach in 
addressing multifaceted problems, and for 
cohesion among the diverse entities of the United 
Nations system in order to enhance coherent 
action and the strategic deployment of resources. 
This requirement extends to the international 
system as a whole. 

293. The preparatory process for the 
International Conference on Financing for 
Development has led to an unprecedented degree 
of cooperation among the United Nations, the 
Bretton Woods institutions and WTO. There is a 
dynamic structure of cooperation that covers both 
the inter-secretariat and intergovernmental 
aspects of the financing for development process. 

The Bretton Woods institutions have appointed 
senior officials to liaise with and help the United 
Nations Secretariat on an ongoing basis. At the 
intergovernmental level, fruitful interactions 
between the members of the Bureau of the 
Preparatory Committee for the Conference and 
the Executive Boards of the Bretton Woods 
institutions took place in February 2001. 
Meetings were also held with the Trade and 
Development Committee of WTO in April 2001, 
and with members of the General Council of 
WTO in 2000. Moreover, senior officials of each 
of the major institutional stakeholders actively 
engage in discussions at the United Nations 
Headquarters and provide feedback to their 
intergovernmental oversight committees. 

294. A new culture of cooperation and 
coordination is fast gaining ground among the 
organizations of the system, and new 
mechanisms are being set up to advance and 
concretize this endeavour. Coordination within 
the system is overseen and guided by ACC, 
which has recently undertaken a number of 
measures to enhance policy coordination. These 
measures include the establishment of the High-
Level Committee on Programmes and the High-
Level Committee on Management, which report 
to ACC. 

295. As a consequence of this new spirit of 
cooperation, ACC, with the full involvement of 
the Bretton Woods institutions and WTO, has 
demonstrated a strong commitment to achieving a 
greater degree of policy and strategy 
harmonization, enhanced information-sharing and 
common evaluation and monitoring processes. 
Concrete examples include strengthening field-
level cooperation, developing common 
approaches to the challenges in Africa, 
addressing the issue of HIV/AIDS and 
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formulating a comprehensive system-wide 
strategy for poverty eradication. 

296. The United Nations country teams, led by 
United Nations resident coordinators and in close 
collaboration with Governments and civil society, 
undertake an interdisciplinary analytical process, 
the common country assessment. The common 
country assessment examines the national 
situation and identifies key issues affecting the 
welfare of people. It also examines national 
priorities as set by Governments, and uses these 
as a basis for advocacy and policy dialogue with 
Governments. Using the common understanding 
of the causes of poverty generated through the 
common country assessment process, United 
Nations country teams then work with 
Governments to prepare the United Nations 
Development Assistance Frameworks 
(UNDAFs), which outline how the United 
Nations system will respond to national poverty 
reduction priorities in a strategic manner. In 
almost all cases, these priorities include the 
national efforts to reach the Millennium 
Declaration goals. Currently, 84 countries have 
completed the common country assessment, and 
38 have also finalized UNDAFs. In order to 
advance country-level coherence the United 
Nation system is working towards a single 
common framework for country-level action, 
based on the key concepts of country ownership 
and inter-agency partnerships and reflecting a 
comprehensive approach to development and 
peace-building. 

297. Entities of the United Nations system also 
cooperate to support national poverty reduction 
strategies through the comprehensive 
development framework and poverty reduction 
strategy paper processes. Greater poverty 
reduction at the lowest possible cost requires 

stronger partnerships at the country level. This is 
one of the key principles of the comprehensive 
development framework and is also critical to the 
development of the poverty reduction strategy 
papers. The comprehensive development 
framework is a country-led initiative, which calls 
for Governments to reach out to all development 
partners. 

298. Strategies for moving forward include: 

 • Improving policy coherence and 
cooperation across the entire international system 
in order to deal with today’s global challenges; 

 • Ensuring that country-level 
strategies harmonize priorities and work within a 
common framework for action. 
 

  GOAL: To strengthen further 
cooperation between the United Nations and the 
Inter-Parliamentary Union 
 

299. As of August 2001, the Inter-
Parliamentary Union (IPU) had 141 member 
parliaments and five associate members. In its 
resolution 55/19, the General Assembly 
welcomed the efforts made by IPU to provide for 
a greater parliamentary contribution and 
enhanced support to the United Nations. The 
General Assembly also requested the Secretary-
General, in consultation with Member States and 
IPU, to explore ways in which a new and 
strengthened relationship between IPU, the 
General Assembly and its subsidiary organs 
could be established. In the Secretary-General’s 
recent report on this issue53 a number of 
recommendations were made to that end. 

300. Strategies for moving forward include: 
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 • Pending the General Assembly’s 
decision on the recommendations contained in 
the report, the Secretary-General will initiate a 
joint review by the United Nations and IPU of the 
cooperation agreement concluded between the 
organizations in 1996; 

 • More direct engagement of 
parliaments in substantive issues addressed at the 
United Nations. 
 

  GOAL: To give greater 
opportunities to the private sector, non-
governmental organizations and civil society in 
general to contribute to the realization of United 
Nations goals and programmes 
 

301. There has been a huge growth in the 
number, diversity and influence of non-state 
actors that are now involved in the work of the 
United Nations, and as a result the last decade has 
seen significant changes in how the United 
Nations relates to them. Since relationships 
between the United Nations and non-state actors 
are multilevel, multi-issue and multipurpose, 
there is no single approach for dealing with all 
relationships. They range from well established 
procedures for participation in the 
intergovernmental process to more recent 
arrangements, such as the Global Environment 
Facility, a financial mechanism that provides 
grants to assist developing countries to address 
international environmental problems; the United 
Nations Fund for International Partnerships; and 
the Global Compact, which is designed to engage 
the private sector, non-governmental 
organizations and labour in promoting good 
practices based on human rights, labour rights 
and the environment. 

302. The report of the Secretary-General 
entitled “Towards global partnerships”54 
discusses these issues in more detail, stressing 
that the central purpose of cooperation between 
the United Nations and non-state actors is to 
enable the Organization to serve Member States 
and their people more effectively, while 
remaining true to the principles of the Charter. 

303. Strategy for moving forward: 

 • Reviewing these relationships in 
order to bring beneficial results for all parties and 
forging a new way for the United Nations to “do 
business” in partnership with non-governmental 
organizations, the private sector and the rest of 
civil society. 
 

 

 IX. The road ahead 
 

 

304. The heads of State and Government at last 
year’s summit charted a cooperative path to meet 
the challenges ahead. This road map has 
attempted to carry forward their vision, identify 
the areas in which we need to work, and offer 
suggestions for the future. It has benefited from 
suggestions from all the departments, funds and 
programmes in the United Nations and its 
specialized agencies, and from the other 
executive agencies represented in the Advisory 
Committee on Coordination, including the World 
Bank, IMF and WTO. Non-governmental 
organizations, civil society and the academic 
community have also provided suggestions. 
 

  Follow-up reporting 
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305. Next year, and each year thereafter, as 
you have requested, I will submit an annual 
report — distinct from my annual report on the 
work of the Organization — which will chart 
progress, made or not made, in fulfilling the 
Millennium commitments, and highlight 
particular themes of special significance for that 
year. Every five years, my successors and I will 
submit a comprehensive progress report.  

306. I propose the following themes for your 
consideration: For 2002, preventing armed 
conflict and the treatment and prevention of 
diseases, including HIV/AIDS and malaria; 2003, 
financing for development and strategies for 
sustainable development; 2004, bridging the 
digital divide and curbing transnational crime. In 
2005, five years after the Millennium Summit, I 
will prepare the first comprehensive report. It will 
focus on progress made over the preceding five 
years and review the implementation of decisions 
taken at the international conferences and special 
sessions on the least developed countries, 
HIV/AIDS, financing for development and 
sustainable development. 

307. When you consider how you will review 
these annual reports and the comprehensive 
report, it is my hope that you will use the 
assessment process as an occasion for 
strengthening the overall coherence and 
integration of the reporting system. I look 
forward to your continuing guidance. Most of all 
I look forward to our making progress in meeting 
the goals before us.  
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Annex 
 

  Millennium development goals 
 

 

1. As part of the preparation of the present 
report, consultations were held among members 
of the United Nations Secretariat and 
representatives of IMF, OECD and the World 
Bank in order to harmonize reporting on the 
development goals in the Millennium Declaration 
and the international development goals. The 
group discussed the respective targets and 
selected relevant indicators with a view to 
developing a comprehensive set of indicators for 
the millennium development goals. The main 
reference document was section III of the United 
Nations Millennium Declaration, “Development 
and poverty eradication”. 

2. The list of millennium development goals 
does not undercut in any way agreements on 
other goals and targets reached at the global 
conferences of the 1990s. The eight goals 
represent a partnership between the developed 
countries and the developing countries 
determined, as the Millennium Declaration states, 
“to create an environment — at the national and 
global levels alike — which is conducive to 
development and the elimination of poverty” (see 
General Assembly resolution 55/2, para. 12). 

3. In order to help focus national and 
international priority-setting, goals and targets 
should be limited in number, be stable over time 
and communicate clearly to a broad audience. 
Clear and stable numerical targets can help to 
trigger action and promote new alliances for 
development. Recognizing that quantitative 
monitoring of progress is easier for some targets 
than for others and that good quality data for 

some of the indicators are simply not (yet) 
available for many countries, we underscore the 
need to assist in building national capacity while 
engaging in further discussion (as in the process 
mandated by the Economic and Social Council) 
with national statistical experts. For the purpose 
of monitoring progress, the normal baseline year 
for the targets will be 1990, which is the baseline 
that has been used by the global conferences of 
the 1990s. 

4. The United Nations will report on 
progress towards the millennium development 
goals at the global and country levels, 
coordinated by the Department of Economic and 
Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat 
and UNDP, respectively. Reporting will be based 
on two principles: (a) close consultation and 
collaboration with all relevant institutions, 
including the United Nations Development 
Group (including WHO and UNCTAD), other 
United Nations departments, funds, programmes 
and specialized agencies, the World Bank, IMF 
and OECD, and regional groupings and experts; 
and (b) the use of nationally owned poverty 
reduction strategies, as reported in poverty 
reduction strategy papers, United Nations 
common country assessments and national 
human development reports, which emphasize a 
consultative process among the development 
partners. The main purpose of such collaboration 
and consultation will be to ensure a common 
assessment and understanding of the status of the 
millennium development goals at both the global 
and national levels. The United Nations 
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Secretariat will invite all relevant institutions to 
participate in and contribute to global and 
country-level reporting with a view to issuing an 
annual United Nations report that has the wide 
support of the international community and that 
can be used by other institutions in their regular 
reporting on the goals. 

5. The proposed formulation of the eight 
goals, 18 targets and more than 40 indicators are 
listed below. Other selected indicators for 
development, which are not related to specific 
targets, include population, total fertility rate, life 
expectancy at birth, adult literacy rate and gross 
national income per capita. Where relevant, 
indicators should be calculated for subnational 
levels — i.e., by urban and rural area, by region, 
by socio-economic group, and by age and gender. 
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Millennium development goals 
 

 

Goals and targets Indicators 

   Goal 1. Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger  

 Target 1.  Halve, between 1990 and 
2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than 
one dollar a day 

1. Proportion of population below $1 
per day 

2. Poverty gap ratio (incidence x depth 
of poverty) 

3. Share of poorest quintile in national 
consumption 

 Target 2.  Halve, between 1990 and 
2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger 

4. Prevalence of underweight children 
(under five years of age) 

5. Proportion of population below 
minimum level of dietary energy 
consumption 

Goal 2. Achieve universal primary education  

 Target 3.  Ensure that, by 2015, 
children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to 
complete a full course of primary schooling 

6. Net enrolment ratio in primary 
education 

7. Proportion of pupils starting grade 1 
who reach grade 5 

8. Literacy rate of 15-24-year-olds 

Goal 3. Promote gender equality and empower women  

 Target 4.  Eliminate gender disparity 
in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005, 
and to all levels of education no later than 2015 

9. Ratio of girls to boys in primary, 
secondary and tertiary education 

10. Ratio of literate females to males of 
15-to-24-year-olds 

11. Share of women in wage 
employment in the non-agricultural sector 

12. Proportion of seats held by women in 
national parliament 

Goal 4. Reduce child mortality  
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Goals and targets Indicators 

    Target 5.  Reduce by two thirds, 
between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate 

13. Under-five mortality rate 

14. Infant mortality rate 

15. Proportion of 1-year-old children 
immunized against measles 

Goal 5. Improve maternal health  

 Target 6.  Reduce by three quarters, 
between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio 

16. Maternal mortality ratio 

17. Proportion of births attended by 
skilled health personnel 

Goal 6. Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases 

 Target 7.  Have halted by 2015 and 
begun to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS 

18. HIV prevalence among 15-to-24-
year-old pregnant women 

19. Contraceptive prevalence rate 

20. Number of children orphaned by 
HIV/AIDS 

 Target 8.  Have halted by 2015 and 
begun to reverse the incidence of malaria and other 
major diseases 

21. Prevalence and death rates associated 
with malaria 

22. Proportion of population in malaria 
risk areas using effective malaria prevention 
and treatment measures 

23. Prevalence and death rates associated 
with tuberculosis 

24. Proportion of tuberculosis cases 
detected and cured under directly observed 
treatment short course 
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Goal 7. Ensure environmental sustainabilitya  

 
 Target 9.  Integrate the principles of 
sustainable development into country policies and 
programmes and reverse the loss of environmental 
resources 

 
25. Proportion of land area covered by 
forest 

26. Land area protected to maintain 
biological diversity 

27. GDP per unit of energy use (as proxy 
for energy efficiency) 

28. Carbon dioxide emissions (per 
capita) 
[Plus two figures of global atmospheric 
pollution: ozone depletion and the 
accumulation of global warming gases] 

 Target 10. Halve by 2015 the proportion of 
people without sustainable access to safe drinking water 

29. Proportion of population with 
sustainable access to an improved water 
source 

 Target 11.  By 2020 to have achieved 
a significant improvement in the lives of at least 100 
million slum dwellers 

30. Proportion of people with access to 
improved sanitation 

31. Proportion of people with access to 
secure tenure 
[Urban/rural disaggregation of several of 
the above indicators may be relevant for 
monitoring improvement in the lives of slum 
dwellers] 
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Goal 8. Develop a global partnership for developmenta 

 
 Target 12. Develop further an open, rule-based, 
predictable, non-discriminatory trading and financial system 

     Includes a commitment to 
good governance, development, and poverty reduction — both nationally 
and internationally 

 Target 13. Address the special needs of the least 
developed countries 

     Includes: tariff and quota 
free access for least developed countries’ exports; enhanced programme of 
debt relief for HIPCs and cancellation of official bilateral debt; and more 
generous ODA for countries committed to poverty reduction 

 Target 14. Address the special needs of landlocked 
countries and small island developing States 

     (through the Programme 
of Action for the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing 
States and the outcome of the twenty-second special session of the General 
Assembly) 

 Target 15. Deal comprehensively with the debt problems 
of developing countries through national and international measures in 
order to make debt sustainable in the long term 

 
[Some of the indicators listed below will be monitored 
separately for the least developed countries (LDCs), Africa, 
landlocked countries and small island developing States] 

Official development assistance 

32. Net ODA as percentage of OECD/DAC donors’ 
gross national product (targets of 0.7% in total and 0.15% 
for LDCs) 

33. Proportion of ODA to basic social services (basic 
education, primary health care, nutrition, safe water and 
sanitation) 

34. Proportion of ODA that is untied 

35. Proportion of ODA for environment in small 
island developing States 

36. Proportion of ODA for transport sector in 
landlocked countries 

Market access 

37. Proportion of exports (by value and excluding 
arms) admitted free of duties and quotas 

38. Average tariffs and quotas on agricultural 
products and textiles and clothing 

39. Domestic and export agricultural subsidies in 
OECD countries 

40. Proportion of ODA provided to help build trade 
capacity 

 Debt sustainability 

41. Proportion of official bilateral HIPC debt 
cancelled 

42. Debt service as a percentage of exports of goods 
and services 

43. Proportion of ODA provided as debt relief 

44. Number of countries reaching HIPC decision and 
completion points 

 Target 16. In cooperation with developing countries, 
develop and implement strategies for decent and productive work for youth 

45. Unemployment rate of 15-to-24-year-olds 

 Target 17. In cooperation with pharmaceutical 
companies, provide access to affordable essential drugs in developing 
countries 

46. Proportion of population with access to affordable 
essential drugs on a sustainable basis 
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 Target 18. In cooperation with the private sector, make 
available the benefits of new technologies, especially information and 
communications 

47. Telephone lines per 1,000 people 

48. Personal computers per 1,000 people 

 [Other indicators to be decided] 

 

 a The selection of indicators for goals 7 and 8 is subject to further refinement. 
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The MDG water base year is 2000 rather than 1990, rich countries were told by the OECD in 

2001.   

 

But 11 is not half of 17.  

 

So how was the target "met in 2010" as the UN and others have been claiming?   

 

 

Target had a "2000 baseline", OECD negotiator officially told 22 countries and European 

Union.    
 
 

 
Why did the MDG water target not mention 1990?   
 
The official MDG negotiator for the rich countries' club, the OECD, told member countries of its 
Development Assistance Committee that it had a 2000 baseline. 
 
The OECD report on the outcome of negotiations to agree the MDG framework: 
 

"Staff from the Secretariats of the UN (Secretary General’s Office and UNDG), IMF, OECD-DAC, 
and the World Bank met in New York on 21 June 2001 to discuss aligning the  goals. 
In subsequent correspondence they reached agreement on a presentation of the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs)... 
 
10. It was agreed that there should be a standard baseline year of 1990 against which to measure 
progress (with an exception of using 2000 for the safe water goal as that was agreed in a recent UN 
conference).” 

www.mofat.go.kr/webmodule/common/download.jsp?boardid=106&tablename=TYPE_DATABOAR
D&seqno=075ffcfdafa0fa2ff1fd103b&fileseq=05b06bfb1fd504dfa303b07b 
 
 
 
The above document may need the extension .pdf to be added.  

It is also available at: 
 
https://web.archive.org/web/20160319173537/http://www.mofat.go.kr/webmodule/common/downloa
d.jsp?boardid=106&tablename=TYPE_DATABOARD&seqno=075ffcfdafa0fa2ff1fd103b&fileseq=0
5b06bfb1fd504dfa303b07b 
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https://archive.is/fVTZl  
 
http://www.webcitation.org/6aBpP9PDE 

 
 
 
 
 
Longer extracts: 
 
 
"DCD/DAC(2001)18 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
14-Sep-2001 
 
DEVELOPMENT CO-OPERATION DIRECTORATE 
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE COMMITTEE 
 
MILLENIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS 
(Note by the Secretariat) 
17 September 2001 
 
This information note charts the progress, since Members of the DAC last received an update in April 
2001, on aligning the International Development Goals (IDGs) with the targets in the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
The UN, IMF, OECD and World Bank Secretariats have reached agreement on a formulation of eight 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and associated targets and indicators.  
 
The UN is publishing the formulation in the week beginning 17 September as part of its "road map" of 
reporting on the Millennium Declaration.  
 
The other agencies are considering issuing co-ordinated press releases at that time.  
 
Future reporting on progress will be against the MDGs... 
 
Contact: Brian Hammond, DCD/RSD: Tel: (33-1) 45 24 90 34; Fax: (33-1) 44 30 61 46; 
E-mail: brian.hammond@oecd.org 
 
 
MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS 
From IDGs to MDGs 
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1. 
 
Members of the DAC received an update on aligning the International Development Goals 
(IDGs) with the targets in the Millennium Declaration at their 762nd meeting held on 3 April 2001 
(see Room Document No. 3, from which the Chairman’s letter - JCF(01)47 - to heads of UN agencies 
is attached as Annex 1 for ease of reference).  
 
That letter asked the UN to work on aligning the goals in partnership with the agencies that co-
operated on the production of A Better World for All. 
 
2. 
 
This co-operation has materialised.  
 
Staff from the Secretariats of the UN (Secretary General’s Office and UNDG), IMF, OECD-DAC, and 
the World Bank met in New York on 21 June 2001 to discuss aligning the goals.  
 
In subsequent correspondence they reached agreement on a presentation of the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs) as in the Annex 2. 
 
 This presentation will be published in a UN Press Release during the week beginning 17 September, 
possibly supported by co-ordinated press releases from the other agencies. 
 
 
 
3. 
 
The agreement is a major step forward.  
 
Following the publication of Shaping the 21st Century, and again after the selection of indicators in 
1998, the DAC HLM asked for ownership of the IDGs to be broadened, particularly in the UN.  
 
The Millennium Declaration provided UN endorsement of the goal of halving the proportion of 
people living under $1 a day by 2015.... 
 
 
 
4. 
 
The agreement strikes a balance between having to respect the text of the Millennium Declaration and 
retaining the compact presentation and focus of the IDGs.  
 
This involved compromises.  
 
Extensive UN consultations with the G77 and OECD country representatives in New York showed 
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their concern was primarily to cover all the text of Section III of the Millennium Declaration (see 
Annex 3) neither to add to it, nor subtract from it, recognising that 189 countries, including 147 
Heads of State, signed it 
 
 
 
What’s changed? 
 
 
 
5. 
 
Continuity with the IDGs was achieved as far as possible by listing the many targets of the 
Millennium Declaration under eight goals and using indicators to add precision where it was lacking. 
 
 
 
 
7. 
 
All but one of the 21 indicators for the IDGs have been retained.  

Staff from the Secretariats of the UN (Secretary General’s Office and UNDG), IMF, OECD-DAC, and 
the World Bank met in New York on 21 June 2001 to discuss aligning the  goals. 
 
In subsequent correspondence they reached agreement on a presentation of the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs)... 
 
 
10. It was agreed that there should be a standard baseline year of 1990 against which to measure 
progress (with an exception of using 2000 for the safe water goal as that was agreed in a recent UN 
conference)." 

 
[! – Strange reasoning by the civil servants why this should be an "exception", rather than using the 
correct baselines for other pledges.   
 
Other targets with baselines of 2000 had also been agreed at a recent UN conference, but the staff 
used 1990.] 

 
 
 
"Reporting 
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11. An important part of the agreement was the continuation of close collaboration on reporting.  
 
The UN will produce an annual report, starting in 2002, based on participation by all the relevant 
agencies, in order to have a common global assessment.  
 
The common assessment will, in effect, be the successor to A Better World for All, but will not be a 
joint publication as the UN have the mandate and responsibility to report on the Millennium 
Declaration."  

www.mofat.go.kr/webmodule/common/download.jsp?boardid=106&tablename=TYPE_DATABOAR
D&seqno=075ffcfdafa0fa2ff1fd103b&fileseq=05b06bfb1fd504dfa303b07b 
 
 
 
The above document may need the extension .pdf to be added.  

It is also available at: 
 
https://archive.is/fVTZl  

http://millenniumdeclaration.org/mdgwaterbaseline.pdf . 

 
 
 
Who was notified in 2001 that the baseline for the MDG water target was 2000? 
 

The following seem to have been members of the Development Assistance Committee at the time: 
 
Australia  
Austria  
Belgium  
Canada  
Denmark  
France  
Finland  
Germany  
Greece  
Ireland  
Italy  
Japan  
Luxembourg  
The Netherlands  
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New Zealand  
Norway  
Portugal  
Sweden  
Switzerland  
Spain  
United Kingdom  
United States  
European Union 

 
South Korea joined in 2010, and the document was hosted on its government website in 2015-6. 
 
Main list from:  
DAC in Dates 

The History of OECD’s Development Assistance Committee 
2006 
www.oecd.org/dac/1896808.pdf 

 

 
 

 

A later document also notes the absence of a baseline for the water target. 
 
 

"Baseline date 

The definition of Target 10 does not explicitly provide for a baseline date against which progress 
should be monitored. Although the MDGs were formulated in 2000 [!], and in spite of the initial 
statement of UN Secretary General ( “Halve, by 2015,…” – [see above section 1.2]), the baseline for 
the MDG target on water and sanitation, and for most MDG targets in general, has been set as 1990  
22. 

According to the French Water Academy, who used 2000 as baseline year in its March 2004 report  
23, selecting 1990 as the baseline year is not, as could be thought, neutral and  
 
[perhaps the writers mean "but"]  
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less demanding: in fact it results in a decrease of the target for access to water at global level from 91 
per cent to 89.5 per cent in 2015 and of the target for access to sanitation from 81 per cent to 77.5 per 
cent. … 

22 JMP report, “Meeting the MDG drinking water and sanitation target – A mid-term assessment of 
progress”, 2004. 

23 Water Academy 2004, “The cost of meeting the Johannesburg targets for drinking water”, by 
Henri Smets. " 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
Meeting the Millennium Development Goal Drinking Water and Sanitation Target in the EECCA 
region:a goal within reach ? 
Financing water supply and sanitation in EECCA 
Conference of EECCA Ministers of Economy/Finance, Environment and Water and their partners 
from the OECD 
17-18 November 2005, Yerevan, Armenia 
www.oecd.org/environment/outreach/35372500.pdf  

 

 

The same document stated: 

"there is no evidence that the so-called “improved” technologies do provide safe water or adequate 
sanitation."  

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development  
November 2005 
www.oecd.org/environment/outreach/35372500.pdf  

  

 

 
The US Government, after the Secretary-General proposed easier 1990-baseline MDGs on 6 
September 2001, instead referred to the Declaration:  
 
 
"Justice demands that global terrorism be silenced so that the Millennium Declaration of the United 
Nations can be heard." 
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October 1, 2001 
http://2001-2009.state.gov/p/io/rls/rm/2001/5127.htm  

  

Context, and a reference to "equality" which some later complained was not in the MDGs (rather than 
attempting to hold governments to account for the actual pledges): 
 

"This General Assembly, as you all know, was meant to implement the Millennium Declaration, 
issued one year ago this month. In it we declared certain fundamental values to be essential to 
international relations in the twenty-first century - freedom, equality, solidarity, tolerance, respect for 
nature and shared responsibility .  ... 
 
Justice demands that global terrorism be silenced so that the Millennium Declaration of the United 
Nations can be heard. Through shared responsibility, the last of the Millennium Declaration's 
fundamental values, I am sure that goal will be achieved. 

Thank you very much." 

John D. Negroponte, U.S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations 
Statement in the UN General Assembly's Plenary Session on Terrorism 
New York, New York 
October 1, 2001 
http://2001-2009.state.gov/p/io/rls/rm/2001/5127.htm 

 

 
.................................................... 
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"Disquieting evidence" on world poverty numbers;  "not useful" when they ignore public goods 

(Angus Deaton, 2001) 
 
 
"these [dollar-a-day] numbers should be taken with a pinch of salt" 

 
"World poverty numbers are calculated in two stages. ... there is disquieting evidence about both." 

 
"the purchasing power parity (PPP) exchange rates...are arguably inappropriate  in theory.  
 
In practice, their regular revision (to different base years with different relative prices) plays havoc 
with the poverty estimates, changing them in ways that have little or nothing to do with the actual 
experience of the poor." 

 
"...(widely credited) arguments by nongovernmental organizations and others that the World Bank 
has impoverished the poor by forcing cuts in public expenditure.  
 
It is not very useful, as the Bank sometimes does, to argue that there was no impoverishment because 
the poverty counts (which take no account of the provision of public goods) are going down." 

My view is that the World Bank should back away from its current too-concentrated focus on income 
headcount numbers.  
 
It should emphasize a much wider range of other measures, focusing on deprivations that may be 
more important than deprivation of income."  

"This article was written at the suggestion  of Nick Stern [Chief Economist of the World Bank], to 
whom  the author is grateful for preliminary discussions.  Martin Ravallion clarified many issues and 
commented extensively  on an earlier draft." 

Angus Deaton, Princeton.   
The World Bank Research Observer,  
vol. 16, no. 2 (Fall 2001),  pp. 125-147  

 

 
 
…………………………………. 
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To Carl Emmerson, Institute for Fiscal Studies, UK 
 

Re: Life tables 
5 October 2001 
To: carl_e@ifs.org.uk 

Dear Carl 
 
Thanks very much for these and your time yesterday  -  it was good to talk to you. 
 
I have wondered whether commercial (pensions and insurance) actuaries may have information that is 
relevant as regards differential mortality and income in industrialised countries... 

What I am attempting overall is to examine rigorously the process by which conclusions are drawn as 
to increases or decreases in welfare, from data collected on people living at different times, in any 
population where survival rates are highly variable....   I believe that it is possible for social science 
to come to more reliable conclusions about aggregate trends in welfare in poor countries, and to 
narrow the gap between statistical methods and observational methods;   I also believe that this cannot 
be done without rethinking some aspects of methodology from first principles. 

 
 
 

.......................................... 
 
 
 
 
 
From letter sent to the Economist newspaper, 10 October 2001, not published: 

 

Sir, 

“This year the average size of fish in the pond is higher.  This confirms that, on average, the fish 
grew”.   Later, we realised big fish lived longer than small fish.  

Perhaps survival rates are relevant to what is good for the poor (“Grinding the Poor”, September 27)  -  
and not just for the obvious reason.  ... 

Many people think the following two inferences are obviously valid.   

“Average income among the poorest fifth alive now is 1%  higher than for the poorest fifth alive last 
year.  Therefore, poor people’s incomes rose on average by 1%.”. 
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“The proportion of poor people went down.  Therefore, poor people’s incomes rose.” 

Maybe it is time to find out.  Survival data, like cohort data, never give rise to the “fish” mistake. 

 
www.mattberkley.com/economist.htm  
 
 

.................................................................... 

 

 

 
Subj: Statistics and survival 
10 October 2001 
To:  sudhir.anand@economics.ox.ac.uk 
File: C:\WINDOWS\Desktop\Letter from Matt Berkley.doc (21504 bytes) 

 
Dear Professor Anand 
 
Thank you for listening to me the other day. 
 
I have sent a letter to the Economist, which I attach here.    
 
I believe that I am raising a fundamental issue for social science about the validity of using 
statistical averages to infer  benefit to individuals, in populations with variable mortality.... 
 
I have discussed differential mortality with a DFID statistician, the head of statistics at the OECD and 
the head of statistics at the World Bank.   None of them can provide any data on possible effects on 
average income statistics, or on poverty reduction...   

 

................................................ 
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Economists' fundamental error:  UK Chief Secretary to the Treasury and Governor of World 

Bank are informed (October 2001) 

 

On 15 October 2001 an email was sent to Andrew Smith, Member of Parliament for Oxford East and 
Chief Secretary to Her Majesty's Treasury, with content very similar to the following (see notes 
below).   

 
 
"An influential World Bank paper on growth and poverty, accepted by DFID, claims that “incomes of 

the poor rise one for one with overall growth”.   This is widely stated, yet is a mistaken inference 
from the data.  The study only looked at averages for living people at different times. 

What it ignored was the fact that poor people in some countries live longer than in others.   If the poor 
live longer, the average, logically, will be reduced.   If the poorest die earlier, the average will rise:   a 
country which is more unequal in income, life length or both will look better... 

Many economists think this is a minor technical issue.  It is not:  it is a fundamental question of 

what is acceptable social science. 

...The logical fallacy that in poor countries (populations with unknown differential mortality rates) 
“average income went up” is the same as “people’s incomes went up”.... 

...The same applies to poverty reduction  -  no-one knows how much this is due to raised income, and 
how much to excess mortality among the poor due to AIDS, hunger or bad government.   The 
assumption is made that people’s incomes are raised, but this is just an assumption.    

We need mortality data or cohort data to ensure that incomes are being raised..." 

 
 

- From document written 16 October 2001 written as reminder of contents of email sent to Andrew 
Smith MP on 15 October 2001.   
 
Mr Smith forwarded the email to the Secretary of State for International Development and Britain's 
Governor of the World Bank, Clare Short MP.    

The Governor of the World Bank replied to the Chief Secretary on 5 November without addressing 
the issue of demographic change, to which the bulk of the letter was devoted. 
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Heads of UN agencies agreed in 2001 that Millennium pledges imply 15-year targets – but later, 

agencies and others give false impression that leaders pledged 25-year targets. 
 

In the years since 2000, nations have repeatedly reaffirmed the Millennium Declaration. 
 
 
How is it not in the public interest for authorities to tell the truth now about so-called "met pledges"? 
 
 
The philosopher Thomas Pogge has pointed out that the Millennium Declaration has no 1990 
baseline, but instead mentions "current rates" for child and maternal mortality.   
 
It in effect has a 2000 baseline for the relevant commitments.    
 
Others who have written about this, usually citing Pogge, include Peter Singer, George Kent, Frances 
Moore Lappe and John McArthur, former deputy director of the UN Millennium Project.  Mr 
McArthur previously misled the public on this, including in a Lancet article;  he seems now to have 
gone back to confusing and misleading the public in the same way, and by making odd claims about 
progress in the human species on "access" to water.  
 
 
 
 

Thomas Pogge's writings on this include: 
 
Millions Killed by Clever Dilution of Our Promise 
2010 
www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  

 
 

 
 

"When the millennium declaration was rewritten as a set of specific goals, the baseline for calculating 
the proportion to be halved was set not at 2000, but at 1990. That meant that progress already made 
could contribute to the achievement of the goal... it looks very much as if, come 2015, the world's 
leaders will have failed to keep their (watered down) promises." 
 
Peter Singer 
2010 
www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/oct/07/millennium-development-goals-un-poverty  
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George Kent: 
 
"Shrinking Commitments 

Consider the treatment of the hunger problem, under Millennium Development Goal 1. In the 
Millennium Declaration of 2000, 191 member states of the UN committed themselves "to halve, by the 
year 2015, the proportion of the world's people . . . who suffer from hunger." Some have assumed the 
idea was to reduce the proportion who are hungry to half what it was in the year 2000. A similar 
commitment was made at the World Food Summit in 1996, when a commitment was made to reducing 
the number of undernourished people to half their level at that time, 1996, by no later than 2015. On 
this basis, one might imagine that the Millennium people were thinking of 1996 as the baseline year.  

However the project actually uses 1990 as the baseline. Since the proportion of hungry people has 
been going down until recently, setting the baseline as 1990 rather than 1996 or 2000 makes it easier 
to achieve the goal of reducing the proportion by half.  

While the Millennium Declaration of 2000 promised to reduce by half the proportion of the world's 
population that are hungry, the FAO and the Millennium Development Project now focus on the 
percentage of people who are hungry in developing countries. Since developing countries have higher 
population growth rates, this makes the goal easier to reach. With any given number of hungry 
people, a growing population means they account for a decreasing proportion of the population."  
 

George Kent 
September 22, 2010 Updated: 25 May 2011 
www.huffingtonpost.com/george-kent/post_901_b_735376.html 

  

  

 
  

John McArthur, former deputy director of the UN Millennium Project: 
 

"Myth 4: The Millennium Declaration established 1990 baselines. 

Explanation 

The one substantive adjustment made by UN officials between the 2000 Millennium Declaration and 
the 2001 Road Map was to identify a 1990 baseline for the 2015 targets."  
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"Careful assessments of MDG success and failure will form a critical ingredient for any post-2015 
policy breakthroughs. To be done well, these should examine the complex pathways through which a 
diversity of targets were born." 

John McArthur  
http://johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/SAISreview2014mcarthur.pdf ,  
pages 16, 23. 

 
 
Some other relevant output by John McArthur: 
 

"Back to the Future: MDG Creation Myths" 
http://johnmcarthur.com/2015/01/origins-of-mdgs/  

www.brookings.edu/research/papers/2013/03/06-development-goals-targets-mcarthur  
 
http://johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/03/Declaration_of_the_MDGs-Brookings-
online.pdf 

http://johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/Origins-of-the-MDGs-Ver-Nov30-13.pdf  

  
 

Some of Mr McArthur's recent output on the MDGs has been unusually problematic, as discussed 
later. 
 
 
  

................................... 

 

 

 

At least as late as 2006, the United States' usual position was that it had not agreed the "MDG" 
structure proposed by civil servants in 2001, but the Millennium Declaration.    
 
I say "usual" because of President Bush's speech at the 2005 World Summit, when he mentioned a 
commitment to the "Millennium Development Goals". 
 
The child mortality pledge in the Declaration, assuming constant progress and reliable statistics, was 
for below about 3.6 million child deaths in 2015, not the 4.3 million implied by the MDG target.    
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The difference would be about 5 million children saved in 2000-15, and rising as time passes - very 
roughly 2,000 children per day in 2015 and in 2016. 

 

 

Guidance Note sent by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, UNFPA, WFP to country offices  

with a letter dated 6 November 2001  
 
– before the General Assembly debate of 19 November on the Secretary-General's Road Map 
containing among much else the so-called "Millennium" Development Goal structure: 
 

"The International Development Goals (IDGs) and the development goals contained in the 
Millennium Declaration are similar but also, in some respects, different. Recently, the sets have been 
merged under the designation of "Millennium Development Goals" (MDGs) as reported in Annex 1. 
Annex 2 lists the IDGs and the development goals of the Millennium Declaration and highlights the 
main differences between the two sets.  

The list of MDGs does not undercut in any way agreements on other goals and targets 
 
[!]  
 
 reached at the world summits and global conferences during the 1990s.  
 
[It undercuts the World Food Summit pledge and the Millennium Declaration] 
 
The MDGs, which incorporate the IDGs, synthesise the goals and targets for monitoring human 
development. They centre on eight major goals: ... 
 
 
8. Cost of Preparing and Disseminating the MDGR  [MDG Report] 

 Some technical and financial support will be needed to produce and issue the MDGRs in a timely 
fashion. The UN Country Team should seek resources–either internally or from the outside–to 
respond to the needs associated with the preparation of the MDGR, including meetings, design, 
printing, translation, press launch and dissemination. Costs could be borne by relevant trust funds 
located at headquarters, bilateral donors or other sources. The UNDP Thematic Trust Fund for 
Poverty Reduction is available to provide funding for this purpose.  

The publication of the MDGR can either be done by government, by the UN Country Team or jointly. 
The decision is to be taken on a case-by-case basis.  
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... 

 Baseline year – 1990 or 2000? 
 
...In two cases - maternal mortality and under-five mortality - the term "current rates" is used, 
directly specifying a 2000 baseline.  
 
For the remainder, the targets are stated in the form of "to halve by 2015…"  
 
This would imply a 2000 baseline year of the Millennium Declaration. ... 
 
 
Other aspects  

The Millennium Declaration contains a number of development-related targets beyond those linked 
to poverty (as listed in paragraph 19).  
 
Environment and governance, for instance, feature prominently in other sections. " 
 
 
Guidance Note sent by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, UNFPA, WFP to country offices 
United Nations Development Group 
Reporting on the Millennium Development Goals at the Country Level 
October 2001 
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/MDG/english/MDG%20Country%20Reports/MDG%
20Reporting%20Guidelines/1.%20English.pdf  
web.archive.org/web/*/http://undg.org/archive_docs/2356-English.doc 

 

 

 

 

"Año de referencia: ¿1990 o 2000?  

"Las Metas Internacionales de Desarrollo utilizan el año 1990 como año de referencia.  
 
Existe cierta ambigüedad sobre el año de referencia en el caso de los Objetivos de Desarrollo del 
Milenio.  
 
En dos casos (mortalidad derivada de la maternidad y mortalidad de los niños menores de cinco 
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años) se utiliza la expresión “tasas actuales” especificando directamente el año 2000 como año de 
referencia.  
 
En la parte restante, los objetivos se especifican en forma de “reducir a la mitad para el año 
2015…”.  
 
Tal cosa entrañaría el uso del año 2000 como referencia para la Declaración del Milenio.  
 
Después de tener conversaciones dentro del sistema de las Naciones Unidas y con otros 
colaboradores, se resolvió la cuestión en favor del uso de 1990 como año de referencia."  

 
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/MDG/english/MDG%20Country%20Reports/MDG%
20Reporting%20Guidelines/1.%20Spanish.pdf 

 

 

"Année de base – 1990 ou 2000?  

Pour les objectifs internationaux de développement c’est l’année 1990 qui servait de base.  
 
Il existe une certaine ambigüité en ce qui concerne l’année de base pour les objectifs du Millénaire.  
 
Dans deux cas – mortalité liée à la maternité et mortalité des enfants de moins de 5 ans – le terme 
“taux actuels” est utilisé, spécifiant directement l’année 2000 comme année de base.  
 
Pour les autres, les cibles sont définies en ces termes: “réduire de moitié d’ici à 2015…”  
 
Ceci laisserait supposer que 2000 serait l’année de base pour la Déclaration du Millénaire.  
 
Après concertations au sein du système des Nations Unies et avec d’autres partenaires, la question a 
été résolue en faveur de l’année 1990 comme année de départ. 
 
 
Différences dans les libellés  

Certains des objectifs du Millénaire semblent être énoncés dans des termes similaires à ceux des 
objectifs internationaux de développement (OID) mais sont en réalité très différents.  
 
Par exemple, les OID mentionnent l’inscription de tous les enfants à l’école primaire, tandis que dans 
la Déclaration du Millénaire il s’agit que tous les enfants achèvent un cycle complet d’études 
primaires. Là encore, la Déclaration est plus ambitieuse que les OID." 
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http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/MDG/english/MDG%20Country%20Reports/MDG%
20Reporting%20Guidelines/1.%20Francais.pdf  

 

 
 
The guidance note was sent by UN Development Group (committee of heads of UN agencies, 
programmes and funds) chairman Mark Malloch Brown and three other heads of UN agencies on 6 
November 2001: 
 
 
 
To: United Nations Resident Co-ordinators and Country Team Members 

 
UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT GROUP 
6 November 2001 

Dear Colleagues, 

UNDG Guidance Note on Reporting on the Millennium Development Goals at Country Level 

The Millennium Declaration was an historic agreement that will shape our work in development 

cooperation.  
 
[!] 

The General Assembly has given the Secretary-General and the UN system the important mandate to 
support national governments in the implementation of the Declaration. 

At the country level, under the leadership of the Resident Coordinator, the UN Country Team is 
expected to play its full role in supporting national efforts.  
 
One aspect of that work will be to support national monitoring of progress towards the development 
goals of the Declaration. 
 
[!] 

The International Development Goals (IDGs) and the development goals contained in the Millennium 
Declaration have recently been merged under the designation of "Millennium Development Goals" 
(MDGs).  
 
They have been agreed by the United Nations system, World Bank, International Monetary Fund, and 
OECD/DAC. 
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With a view to supporting your efforts, UNDG has prepared a Guidance Note on Reporting on the 
Millennium Development Goals at the Country Level, with inputs from country teams as well as 
UNDG member agencies at headquarters. The Guidance Note is attached. 

MDG reports are an important tool for awareness raising, advocacy, alliance building, and the 
renewal of political commitments " 
 
[! They in fact distract from the actual commitments] 
 
 
"at the country level, as well as to build national capacity for monitoring and reporting on goals and 
targets.  
 
The reports are primarily public advocacy documents, and are part of a global campaign, led by the 
Secretary-General, to ensure that these issues remain at the front and centre of national and global 
agendas." 
 
 
[In reality the General Assembly continued to ask UN staff to publicise the Declaration's goals, in 
December 2001 (resolution 56/95) and December 2002 (57/144) – not the "MDG" targets.] 

 
"As the Guidance Note explains, MDG Reports are based on the principles of: 
 
National ownership: each country needs to take its own steps to define how the MDGs apply to its 
specific situation; 

Capacity development: to enable the full exercise of national ownership and meaningful 

participation; [!] and 

Minimum costs and efforts, by working with stakeholders and by using relevant material (e.g. CCA, 
PRSP, NHDR). 

A Thematic Trust Fund for Poverty Reduction at UNDP is available to help cover part of the cost of 

preparing MDG reports in those countries with limited resources; a virtual network will be created to 
promote learning and the sharing of good practice; MDG reports will be posted on UNDG’s 
DevLink; and a common approach for a database that is web-enabled is being examined, based on 
Devlnfo. 

We urge you and your Country Team to seize this opportunity and to work together in preparing 
national MDG Reports. This will be a significant contribution of the UN system in support of 
countries to implement the MDGs. 

 
[At that time, member states had not even debated the report proposing the MDGs.   
 



 775    

The debate was two weeks later, on 19 November 2001.   
 
In their response, member states on 14 December 2001 asked the Secretary-General to report on the 
Declaration, not the MDGs. 
 
The staff were telling each other to do things which the member states had not agreed, and went on 
doing so even after the governments requested staff to do something else.] 
 

 
Yours sincerely, 

 

Mark Malloch Brown   Carol Bellamy  Catherine Bertini  Thoraya Obaid 

Administrator    Executive Director  Executive Director  Executive Director 

UNDP     UNICEF   WFP    UNFPA 
 
web.archive.org/web/20140209140920/http://undg.org/archive_docs/1607-MDGs_-_letter_-
_MDGs_-_letter.pdf  
http://www.webcitation.org/6p6Rls02z 

 

................................................................ 

 

 

 
"[Question:]  
 
To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what progress is being made in the 
Government's target to reduce the number of people worldwide living in extreme poverty by 2015. ... 

 Clare Short 

 The goal of reducing by half the population of people living on less than $1 a day was recently 
endorsed by 147 heads of state at the UN Millennium summit, and the UN have stated a commitment 
to monitoring progress towards this, and the other Millennium development goals, on a regular basis. 

 The most recent published figures from the World bank show that in 1990  
 
[!] 
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29.0 per cent. of the population of developing countries lived on less than $1 a day. By 1999 this had 

fallen to 22.7 per cent. World bank projections indicate that by 2015 the proportion living on less 
than $1 a day will fall further to 12.3 per cent..." 

 
Clare Short, UK Secretary of State for International Development and Governor of the World Bank 
House of Commons 
Poverty 
6 November 2001 
http://hansard.millbanksystems.com/written_answers/2001/nov/06/poverty#S6CV0374P0_20011106_
CWA_64 

 

 
 
 

"This General Assembly was to have been dedicated to the goals of the millennium declaration of 
last year.  
 
And in a sense, it certainly still is, because those goals are, in our view, the antithesis of terrorism. 
They are freedom, equality, solidarity, tolerance, shared responsibility for the world community.  
 
Those are still the goals of the U.N. and certainly the goals of U.S. actions within the U.N." 

 
Background Briefing: United Nations General Assembly Scenesetter 
Senior Administration Official 
Foreign Press Center Background Briefing 
US Department of State 
Washington, DC 
November 7, 2001 
https://wayback.archive-it.org/1078/20080605224135/http://fpc.state.gov/fpc/7529.htm  

 
 
 
 
 
"JEAN DE RUYT (Belgium), speaking on behalf of the European Union, said the Union would like 
the Millennium Declaration to be the touchstone for any practical steps taken by the United Nations 
and its specialized agencies, and by all governments." 
 
19 November 2001 
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UN Press Release 
www.un.org/press/en/2001/GA9973.doc.htm  

 

 

More extracts: 
 

 
"PLEDGES MADE AT 2000 MILLENNIUM SUMMIT MUST BE TRANSFORMED INTO 
REALITY, SPEAKERS STRESS, AS GENERAL ASSEMBLY CONSIDERS SUMMIT FOLLOW-UP 

Takes Up ‘Road Map’ to Millennium Declaration Implementation" 
 
 
[Comment: The Assembly did not officially "take up" the Secretary-General's "Road Map" containing 
the MDG proposals.  This was a debate, not a decision. 

The resolution resulting from this, 56/95 of 14 December 2001, did not say that the Assembly "took 
up" the Road Map.]  
 
 

"…Before the Assembly there is a report of the Secretary-General on the road map towards the 
implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration (document A/56/326).   
 
The report contains an integrated and comprehensive overview of the current situation.   
 
It outlines potential strategies for action that are designed to meet the goals and commitments made 
by the 147 heads of State and government, and 189 Member States in total, who adopted the 
Millennium Declaration" 

 
"Speaking on behalf of the European Union, the Belgian representative said that one must not forget 
the goals of the Millennium Declaration. …   
 
The Millennium Declaration offered the opportunity to make multifaceted action more effective and 
coherent, with a view to realizing the objectives that governments had set themselves, particularly in 
the area of development and human rights.  
 
One must not forget that the goals of the Millennium Declaration were ambitious, he continued."  
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JEAN DE RUYT (Belgium), speaking on behalf of the European Union, said the Union would like the 
Millennium Declaration to be the touchstone for any practical steps taken by the United Nations and 
its specialized agencies, and by all governments." 
 
 
 
"KISHORE MAHBUBANI (Singapore) said that the history of the United Nations was replete with 
summits and declarations.  They came, they went, and nothing much changed.  It was, therefore, easy 
to become cynical about such summits and their results.  If the Millennium Summit and its results 
were not to be tarnished with such cynicism, the international community would have to be serious 
about matching beautiful words with beautiful deeds.  To ensure that the United Nations did not once 
again fail to implement agreed commitments, Member States should complement the excellent “road 
map” produced by the Secretariat with an objective analysis of the “roadblocks” that had prevented 

the implementation of previous commitments." 

 
 
"GERT ROSENTHAL (Guatemala) said …His delegation, however, observed that in requesting, in its 
resolution 55/162, a “road map‚” the General Assembly may have erred, for the Millennium 

Declaration itself constituted such a map." 

General Assembly 
Press Release 
19 November 2001 
www.un.org/press/en/2001/GA9973.doc.htm 

 
 
Note: Gert Rosenthal has been named as involved in the drawing up of the Declaration: 

web.archive.org/web/20080510151408/http://www.ippf.org/en/What-we-
do/Advocacy/Reproductive+Health+and+the+Millennium+Development+Goals.htm  

www.un.org/esa/desa/papers/2012/wp117_2012.pdf  

  

Another press release on the same debate: 
 
 
"If the Millennium Declaration of the United Nations were not to become another waste paper lying 
buried in the archives, it would have to be implemented in all sincerity and entirety, said the 
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representative of Pakistan this afternoon, as the General Assembly continued its consideration of the 
follow-up to the Millennium Summit." 
 
 
"The pace of the follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit fell far short of the goals set in 
the Millennium Declaration, said the representative of China. … 
WANG YINGFAN (China) said the pace of follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit fell 
far short of the requirements of the various goals set in the Declaration. ... 
The United Nations should double its efforts to strengthen the implementation of the Declaration. 
...The United Nations, he said, should take the development goals of the Declaration as its 

overriding current priority." 
 
 
"Switzerland, said… The best way forward would be to concentrate on the objectives put forward 
during the Millennium Summit." 

 
"(Brazil) said that the road map prepared by the Secretary-General was extremely useful. … Many of 
the goals of the Millennium Declaration had been with us for years, he said.  Brazil believed that to 
be effective, assessment must be continuous and it therefore endorsed the Secretary-General's 
proposal to follow up the road map with yearly reports, supported by strategic five-year evaluations 
on the long-term implementation of the millennium goals."  

 
"(Argentina) reaffirmed the commitments of the Millennium Declaration and said it was a matter of 
political will for States to implement the road map the Secretary-General had set out."  
 
 
Kazakhstan "supported the strategies of the “road map” prepared by the Secretary-General.  It was 
committed to a peaceful, stable and environmentally safe world, and supported all of the objectives of 
the Millennium Summit." 
 
 
"...(Cameroon) said that in the Millennium Declaration, a year ago, the world’s leaders had 
embodied all the highest aspirations of the world’s people for peace and development.  The 
documents before the Assembly today represented the Secretary-General’s roadmap for implementing 
the ideal then set out." 

 
United Nations 
Press Release  
19 November 2001 
www.un.org/press/en/2001/GA9974.doc.htm  
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"II. Follow-up to major conferences 
and summits and the Millennium 
Declaration 
 
53. UNDP has been designated by the Secretary- 
General to coordinate country-level assistance from the 
United Nations system to monitor progress towards 
development goals set out in the Millennium 
Declaration. The Secretary-General has mandated 
DESA to monitor global progress towards the 
achievement of the goals. 
 
54. UNDP has led the UNDG effort to clarify and 
define the framework of the millennium development 
goals, targets and indicators under the auspices of the 
Office of the Secretary-General and in cooperation 
with DESA, United Nations specialized agencies, funds 
and programmes, the World Bank, the International 
Monetary Fund and the Organisation for Economic 
Cooperation and Development. 
 
55. A UNDG guidance note on reporting on the 
millennium development goals at the country level was 
prepared and adopted by UNDG in November 2001. To 
date, reports are being piloted in 13 countries. The first 
such pilot, in the United Republic of Tanzania, was 
presented to the Economic and Social Council at its 
2001 substantive session. In addition, UNDP has 
provided, through UNDG, substantive contributions to 
the Secretary-General’s Road Map on the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration. 
 
56. In his capacity as Chairman of UNDG, the 
Administrator has been tasked with the conduct, with 
United Nations partners, of a major advocacy and 
mobilization campaign targeted at national and global 
opinion. Preparatory planning has already commenced 
for this campaign." 
 

Mark Malloch Brown 
Report of the Administrator of UNDP to the Economic and Social Council 
7 December 2001 
http://web.undp.org/execbrd/word/dp02-7.doc 
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"A year ago, I set prompt and effective follow-up to the Millennium Summit as one of the key 

priorities of my term. The Declaration was not to be left without attention worthy of its historic 

status.  
 
In December [MB: Appears to refer to 14 December 2000, res. 55/162], the Assembly adopted a 
resolution outlining the follow-up action. Its emphasis was in calling for maximum use of existing 
structures and upcoming conferences and events. For once, new mechanisms were not envisaged." 

Statement by the President [of the Assembly, Harri Holkeri] at the Concluding Session of 55th 
General Assembly 
10 December 2001 
http://www.un.org/ga/president/55/speech/concluding.htm 
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The UN General Assembly responds to the proposals for easier "MDGs" by instead reaffirming 

the Millennium pledges (not the generally easier 25-year "MDG" targets).   

 

UN member states ask the Secretary-General again to report on the actual commitments (and 

do not mention the "MDGs"). 

 

They invite UN staff and themselves to "give widespread publicity" to the actual pledges – not 

the easier "MDGs".  

 

General Assembly Resolution 56/95, 14 December 2001 

 

 
 
Contrary to what some may believe, the Assembly resolution welcoming the Secretary-General's 
Road Map, 56/95, did not mention "MDGs". 
 
It did not mention eight goals, an Annex to the Secretary-General's Road Map containing them, or 
make any reference to 1990.   
 
Instead it invited UN staff to publicise the Declaration, which has a 2000 baseline; and  requested the 
Secretary-General to report every five years on "all the commitments made in the Declaration".  

 
 

"Resolution adopted by the General Assembly  

56/95. Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit  

The General Assembly,  

 Recalling its resolution 55/2 of 8 September 2000, by which it adopted the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration as the outcome of the Millennium Summit of the United Nations, held at 
Headquarters from 6 to 8 September 2000,   

Recalling also its resolution 55/162 of 14 December 2000, in which it, inter alia, requested the 
Secretary-General to prepare a long-term  
“road map” towards the implementation of the Millennium Declaration  
within the United Nations system  
and to submit it to the General Assembly at its fifty-sixth session,  

 Reaffirming the need to maintain the will and momentum of the Millennium Summit,  
as well as the importance of a comprehensive and balanced approach  
in the implementation of and follow-up to the Millennium Declaration, 
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 1. Takes note with appreciation of the report of the Secretary-General entitled “Road map towards 
the implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration”; 

 
 2. Recommends that the “road map” be considered as a useful guide in the implementation of the 
Millennium Declaration by the United Nations system, and invites Member States, as well as the 
Bretton Woods institutions, the World Trade Organization and other interested parties to consider the 
“road map” when formulating plans for implementing goals related to the Declaration;  

 
 3. Requests the Secretary-General to prepare an annual report  
and a comprehensive report every five years  
on progress achieved by the United Nations system and Member States  
towards implementing the Millennium Declaration,  
drawing upon the “road map”  
and in accordance with resolution 55/162,  
and requests that  
the annual reports focus on cross-cutting and cross-sectoral issues,  
as well as on the major areas set forth in the “road map”,  
while the quinquennial comprehensive reports examine  
progress achieved towards implementing  
all the commitments made in the Declaration; 
 
 
4. Invites the United Nations system,  
in cooperation with Member States,  
to adopt specific measures to give  
widespread publicity to the  

Millennium Declaration  
and to increase the dissemination of  
information on the Declaration;  

 
 5. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its fifty-seventh session the item entitled  
“Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit”. " 

 
General Assembly Resolution 56/95 
14 December 2001 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/95&Lang=E 
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[Resolution 55/162, Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit, of 14 December 2000, 
reads: 
"The General Assembly…requests the Secretary-General to prepare a comprehensive report every 
five years, supplemented by an annual report on progress achieved towards implementing the 
Millennium Declaration... 
(a) The annual reports should reflect the broad array of specific goals and commitments enunciated 
in the Millennium Declaration… 
(b) All reports should focus, in this respect, on the results and benchmarks achieved, identify gaps in 
implementation…. 
www.un.org/Docs/journal/asp/ws.asp?m=A/RES/55/162 ] 

 

 

 
……………………………… 
 
 
 
 
"high-profile politicians in rich countries ...have signed up to such laudable objectives as last year's 
Millennium Development Goals to reduce child mortality by two-thirds within 15 years" 

The Economist 
20 December 2001  
www.economist.com/node/917279  
 
 
 
 
"I can be ‘realistic’ and ‘cynical’ with the best of them—giving all the reasons why things are too 
hard to change. We must dream a bit, not beyond the feasible but to the limits of the feasible, so that 
we inspire. I think that we are an important voice speaking on behalf of the world’s most voiceless 
people today—the sick and dying among the poorest of the poor. The stakes are high. Let’s therefore 
speak boldly so that we can feel confident that we have fulfilled our task as well as possible.” 

... 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), adopted at the Millennium Summit of the United 
Nations in September 2000,  [!] 
 
 call for a dramatic reduction in poverty and marked improvements in the health of the poor. Meeting 
these goals is feasible but far from automatic. Indeed, on our current trajectory, those goals will not 
be met for a significant proportion of the world’s poor. " 
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"Global commitments to improved health are featured in the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
agreed by the world’s heads of government at the Millennium Summit in 2000. [!] 
 
...The MDG health targets include: (1) a reduction in child mortality by two-thirds of the 1990 level 
by 2015; (2) a reduction in maternal mortality ratios by three-fourths of the 1990 level by 2015" 

Macroeconomics and Health: Investing in Health for Economic Development 
Report of the Commission on Macroeconomics and Health 
Chaired by Jeffrey D. Sachs 
Presented to Gro Harlem Brundtland, 
Director-General of the World Health Organization 
20 December 2001 
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/42435/1/924154550X.pdf 

 
 
 

 
MB: On 14 December 2001 the Assembly had welcomed the Road Map.  But it had not mentioned the 
proposed MDG framework. It instead called for the Secretary-General to report on progress on the 
Declaration's commitments, and more publicity for the Declaration.    
 
The next week, in a series of resolutions, member states:  
 
a) reaffirmed the Declaration, whose text UN agency chiefs had explicitly said in October-November 
"would imply" a baseline of 2000; 
 
b) asked the Secretary-General yet again to report on progress on goals which member states had 
actually adopted, which clearly did not include the easier "MDG" targets; 
 
c) specifically "reaffirmed" a 2000 baseline and the affordability criterion for the water pledge. 
 
 
  

 
 
 
"The General Assembly, 

Recognizing the urgent need to harness the potential of knowledge and technology for promoting the 
goals of the United Nations Millennium Declaration" 
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Resolution 56/183    
21 December 2001 
World Summit on the Information Society 
www.un-documents.net/a56r183.htm  

 

 

 
"The General Assembly… 
 
Reaffirming also the United Nations Millennium Declaration" 

Resolution 56/188 
Women in Development  
21 December 2001 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/188  
 
 
 
 
 

 
"Reaffirming also the United Nations Millennium Declaration adopted by heads of State and 
Government" 
 
General Assembly Resolution 56/189.  
Human resources development 
21 December 2001 
www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGARsn/2001/272.pdf 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/189  
 
 
 
 

 
"Reaffirming the United Nations Millennium Declaration, in particular the targets and commitments 
relating to development and poverty eradication …  
 
Requests the Secretary-General to provide the General Assembly at its fifty-seventh session with an 
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overview of the challenges and constraints as well as progress made towards achieving the major 
development goals and objectives adopted by the United Nations during the past decade" 

General Assembly Resolution 56/191.  
...implementation of the International Development Strategy for the Fourth United Nations 
Development Decade 

21 December 2001  
www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGARsn/2001/274.pdf 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/191  
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UN members specifically reaffirm "goal of reducing by half, between 2000 and 2015, the 

proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water". 

 

General Assembly Resolution 56/192, 21 December 2001 

 

 

"The General Assembly… 
 
Reaffirming the goal of reducing by half, between 2000 and 2015, the proportion of people who are 
unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water…" 

UN General Assembly  
Resolution 56/192 
21 December 2001 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/192  
www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGA/2001/301.pdf 

 

 
 

"Your Excellency, Mr. Kofi Annan, Secretary-General of the United Nations... 
Distinguished Delegates of the State Countries Members of our Group of 77... 
Distinguished Representatives of the media, ambassadors, officials and other employees of the United 
Nations, 
Ladies and Gentlemen... 
 
I was commenting to the Secretary General on our way to this meeting, that if the Group of 77 were to 
have a Constitution, or a long-term strategic plan...we could draw from the Declaration of the 
Millennium, that was debated upon by us here at the United Nations in 2000, and which all the Heads 
of State signed and which we assumed as an existential commitment with well established goals. ... 

If we could all read the objectives of the Millennium Declaration, we should applaud. ...I remember 
one such objective: “For the year 2015 the number of the poor and the marginal of the planet should 
be reduced to half of what it was in the year 2000” " 

Statement Of H. E. The President Of The Bolivarian Republic Of Venezuela, Mr. Hugo Chavez Frias, 
During The Turnover Ceremony Of The Chairmanship Of The Group Of 77 From The Islamic 
Republic Of Iran To Venezuela  
New York, 11 January 2002 
http://www.g77.org/Speeches/011102b.htm 
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"The General Assembly adopted resolution 56/192...on 21 December 2001. Reaffirming the 
Millennium Declaration goal of reducing by half, between 2000 and 2015, the proportion of people 
who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water, the Assembly..." 
 
Governing Council of the United Nations Environment Programme 
Note by the Secretariat 
30 January 2002 
www.unep.org/GC/GCSS-VII/Documents/K0260039.doc  
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Leaders persistently break promise to "support a global information campaign on the agreed 

goals including...the Millennium Declaration" (Monterrey Consensus, 2002) – even though 

leaders reaffirmed it in 2005, 2010 and 2015. 

 
 
 
 
Three months after reaffirming the Millennium Declaration, nations at the 2002 Monterrey conference 
agreed to help UN staff in a campaign to publicise the goals from the World Food Summit 
Declaration, the Millennium Declaration and other outcome documents, not the easier MDGs which 
had not been specifically agreed: 
 
 
"We shall support …a global information campaign on the internationally agreed development goals 
and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf  
 
 
 
 
UN misleads that the easier MDG targets are in the Declaration: 
 
 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals are eight key development objectives set out in the Millennium 
Declaration  
 
[!] 

that was endorsed by over 160 world leaders at the historic United Nations Millennium Summit in 
September 2000.  The goals comprise time-bound global targets to improve health, education and the 
environment across the world, with the overarching goal of halving extreme poverty by 2015." 

UN Press Release 
4 February 2002 
SG/A/786-DEV/2370 
www.un.org/press/en/2002/sga786.doc.htm  
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"The Health of Nations: The Contribution of Improved Health to Living Standards 
 
William D. Nordhaus 

 
Nations generally measure their economic performance using the yardstick of national output and 
income. It is not widely recognized, however, that conventional measures of national income and 
output exclude the value of improvements in the health status of the population.  
 
The present study develops a methodology and presents preliminary estimates of how standard 
economic measures would change if they adequately reflected improvements in health status. The 
study first discusses the theory of the measurement of national income, examines some of the 

shortcomings of traditional concepts, and proposes a new concept called 'health income' that can be 
used to incorporate improvements in health status. The study next discusses how the proposed 
measure fits into existing theories for measuring and valuing consumption and health status. The 
study applies the new concepts to data for the United States over the twentieth century and concludes 
that accounting for improvements in the health status would substantially increase the estimated 

improvement in economic welfare for the U.S. over the twentieth century." 

 

William Nordhaus 
The Health of Nations: The Contribution of Improved Health to Living Standards 
National Bureau of Economic Research Working Paper No. 8818 
February 2002 
http://www.nber.org/papers/w8818 

 
 
 
 

"The Deputy Secretary-General: ....Let me tell you, first, what this Conference is about... 

...remember the Millennium Declaration, which set very, very specific goals. 

...That is why I think the Millennium Summit outcome was so important: because it set really crystal-
clear goals."  

 
Transcript of Press Conference by Deputy Secretary-General on Financing for Development 
Conference 
11 March 2002 
www.un.org/press/en/2002/dsgsm152.doc.htm 
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"We the heads of State and Government...shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a 

global information campaign on the internationally agreed development goals and objectives, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration.  
 
In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all relevant stakeholders, 
including civil society organizations and the private sector." 
 
Final text of agreements and commitments adopted at the International Conference on Financing for 
Development 
Monterrey, Mexico, 18-22 March 2002 
www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 

 
 

 
 

"Along with many of you, I'll be in Monterrey, Mexico, next week as leaders from around the world 
focus on the important work of reducing global poverty. ... 
 
We must include every African, every Asian, every Latin American, every Muslim, in an expanding 
circle of development. ... 
 
America supports the international development goals in the U.N. Millennium Declaration, and 
believes that these goals are a shared responsibility of developed and developing countries. To make 
progress, we must encourage nations and leaders to walk the hard road of political, legal and 
economic reform, so all their people can benefit.  

Today, I call for a new compact for global development, defined by new accountability for both rich 
and poor nations alike... 
 
Good government is an essential condition of development.  
 
So the Millennium Challenge Account will reward nations that  
 
root out corruption,  
respect human rights, and  
adhere to the rule of law.  
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Healthy and educated citizens are the agents of development, so  
 
we will reward nations that invest in  
 
better health care,  
better schools and  
broader immunization. " 

President George W. Bush 
14 March 2002 
http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2002/03/20020314-7.html  

 

 
 

Mark Malloch Brown, head of the UN Development Programme, misled on 18 March 2002, even 
after stating in October and November 2001 that the Millennium Declaration "would imply" a 
baseline of 2000. 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals are not just idealistic aspirations. They are something new [?] 
and different: clear, time-bound targets for achieving rapid, measurable improvements in the lives of 
the world's poorest citizens from putting children in schools, to tackling killer diseases such as 
HIV/AIDS and malaria, to promoting women's rights to eradicating hunger. 

Just as important, they have unprecedented political support  [!]: the MDGs were agreed to by 189 

countries at the Millennium Summit [!] in New York.... 

Critically, the goals do not stand in isolation. 

They are part of an historic Millennium Declaration" [!] 

 
Mark Malloch Brown 
UNDP Administrator 
Statement by UNDP at the International Conference on Financing for Development; Monterrey, 
Mexico; 18 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/undpE.htm 
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"Mr. Chairman, Excellencies Heads of State and Government, 
 
At the Millennium Summit, leaders across the world declared they would spare no effort... 
 
The peoples of the world are looking to us in anticipation. They expect real steps towards realising 
the goals in the Millennium Declaration."  

Kjell Magne Bondevik, Prime Minister of Norway 
International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico 
March 2002 

 
 

 

"The number people living in poverty reduced by more than a half in 10 years from 1990 to 2000"  

Statement by Viet Nam  
March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/vietnamE.htm  
 
 
 
 
 
"Les objectifs de la «Déclaration du Millénaire», à réaliser d'ici 2015, constituent la plate-forme de 
l'engagement de la communauté internationale en faveur du développement." 
 
"Sans le respect des droits de l'homme, l'Etat de droit et la bonne gouvernance, les objectifs du 
Millénium ne pourront être réalisés. Il s'agit de principes universels" 

Déclaration d' Italie 
Monterrey, Mexico;  
22 Mars 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/italyF.htm  
 
 
The English version omits the first part, beginning instead: 
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"The slow-down in world economic growth observed in 2001 and the impact of the tragic events of 11 
September have had negative repercussions on pursuit of the objectives of the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
... 
 
Without respect for human rights, the rule of law and good governance, the Millennium 
Declaration goals will not be achieved. 
 
These are universal principles and not a Eurocentric approach. It is incumbent on the Governments 
of developing countries to create an economic and institutional context capable of encouraging 
growth, the efficient use of assistance and attracting private investment. According to a recent World 
Bank study, countries applying appropriate policies have a growth rate in foreign investment 
approximately ten times that of those adopting less sound policies. Moreover, democracy is the best 
way of preventing conflicts. Approximately 90 per cent of current conflicts arise within States where 
there is a lack of democratic structures.   

The Monterrey Consensus document, which we fully endorse, falls within the approach of a new 
partnership among industrialized and developing countries, United Nations agencies, international 
financial institutions, the private sector and civil society. It sets out to strengthen the coherence of the 
policies that influence the development of the countries concerned. " 

Statement by Italy at the International Conference on Financing for Development 
Monterrey, Mexico 
22 March 2002 
http://www.un.org/ffd/statements/italyE.htm 

 

 

 

"During 2000 our Heads of State and Government made a commitment with the adoption of the 
Millennium Declaration, which includes the Millennium Development Goals." [?] 

Statement by Trevor Manuel, Chairman of the Development Committee 
at the International Conference on Financing for Development; Monterrey, Mexico;  
18 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/cdcE.htm  

 
 
 
Mr Manuel would have been right about almost all the actual undated Goals, if we ignore the targets 
for 2015.  But as with similar statements by others, a significant number of people would be likely to 
think he meant the targets. 
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"PRESS CONFERENCE BY UNDP ADMINISTRATOR AND SPECIAL ADVISER TO 
SECRETARY-GENERAL   

 

    "Given sufficient help and political will, it was possible to achieve the Millennium Development 
Goals everywhere, Harvard professor Jeffrey Sachs, Special Adviser to the Secretary-General on the 
Millennium Goals, told correspondents at a press conference in Monterrey this morning. 

[The Millennium Development Goals are eight key development objectives set out in the Millennium 
Declaration  
 
[!] 
 
that was endorsed by over 160 world leaders at the historic United Nations Millennium Summit in 
September 2000. The goals comprise time-bound global targets....]" 

 
Press Conference by UNDP Administrator [Mark Malloch Brown] and special adviser to the SG 
20 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/pressconf/20a.htm 

 

 

 
"1.2 billion people around the World live in extreme poverty. They live on less than one dollar-a-day. 
They constitute approximately one fifth of the World population. In the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration we decided to reduce this share by half in 2015.  ...the target of halving the number [!] of 
poor by 2015." 

Per Stir Møller, Minister of Foreign Affairs of Denmark.   
Statement at the International Conference on Financing for Development Monterrey, Mexico 
18th-22th March 2002 
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Perhaps the Danish representative was thinking of his country's other commitment, to halve the 
number of hungry people by 2015. 
 
 
 
 

"On behalf of Canada I would like to voice strong support for the Monterrey Consensus.  
A consensus that is unprecedented in scope and participation.  
That seeks to take an indispensable step forward together in securing a fundamental common cause of 
the United Nations.  
As expressed in the Millennium Declaration."  
 
Monterrey, Mexico  
March 2002 
 
 
 
 

"The Millennium Summit was a year and a half ago. We made a Declaration. We should wonder a 
year and a half later what have we done to begin to fulfil those noble challenges that we set ourselves 
to achieve by 2015" 

On behalf of the Group of 77 and China 
Statement by His Excellency Mr. Hugo Chávez Frías  
President of the Republic of Venezuela Conference on Financing for Development; Monterrey, 
Mexico;  
21 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/venezuelaE.htm  

 
 
"Eighteen months ago, the political leaders of the entire world agreed, at the Millennium Summit, that 
we must use the first 15 years of this new century to begin a major onslaught on poverty, illiteracy 
and disease. And they gave us a clear measure [!] of success or failure: the Millennium Development 
Goals." [!] 

UN Secretary-General 
Conference on Financing for Development- 21 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/pressrel/21a.htm   
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"Pour réaliser les objectifs du Sommet du millénaire la Banque mondiale estime..." 
 
"S'inspirant de cet idéal et des engagements du Sommet du Millénaire, la France propose..." 

Monsieur Jacques Chirac  
Président de la République Française  
Déclaration de France a la Conférence internationale sur le Financement du Développement; 
Monterrey, Mexique; 22 Mars 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/franceF.htm  

 
 
 
 
"To achieve the aims of the Millennium Summit, the World Bank estimates it will be necessary to 
double the amount currently spent on poverty eradication."  
 
Jacques Chirac, President of France 
22 March 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/franceE.htm  

 
 
 

"JACQUES CHIRAC, President of France...Every avenue must be pursued to achieve the aims of the 
Millennium Summit, he said." 

Presidents Bush, Chirac announce recent increases in aid at conference on financing for development 
22 March 2002  
www.un.org/ffd/pressrel/22b.htm  
 
 

 

 

"Nous sommes conscients de l'impératif moral absolu que constitue la lutte contre l'extrême pauvreté, 
qui touche un cinquième de l'humanité, et nous avons pleinement souscrit aux objectifs de 
développement de la "Déclaration du Millénaire" . 
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Nous savons qu'il est nécessaire, pour atteindre ces objectifs..." 

Romano Prodi  
Président de la Commission européenne  
Déclaration de Communauté Européenne a la Conférence internationale sur le Financement du 
Développement; Monterrey, Mexique; 22 Mars 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/ceF.htm  
 
 
 
  

 
"We [the European Community] ....have fully endorsed the historic development goals written into the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
We know that in order to attain these objectives it is necessary...."  
 
European Community 
Romano Prodi  
President of the European Commission at the International Conference on Financing for Development 
Monterrey, Mexico 
March 22, 2002 
www.un.org/ffd/statements/ecE.htm  

 
"the existing spread of poverty represents one of the major challenges to modern civilization. The 
solution of this problem within the framework set out in the Millennium Declaration by Heads of State 
will be a determining factor for creating a more secure, stable and fair world free from a terrorist 
threat." 

Statement by Russia at the International Conference on Financing for Development; Monterrey, 
Mexico; 22 March 2002 
http://www.un.org/ffd/statements/russiaE.htm 
 
 
 
 
"In September 2000 the UN General Assembly adopted the Millennium Declaration. Through this 
declaration rich and poor countries have accepted a shared responsibility to realise the eight 
Millennium Development Goals. " 

[Basically true of the undated goals, but not in respect of the "MDG" targets for 2015] 



 801    

Eveline Herfkens  
Netherlands Minister for Development Co-operation  
Statement by Netherlands at the International Conference on Financing for Development 
March 2002 
http://www.un.org/ffd/statements/netherlandsE.htm 

 

 
 

"In September 2000, the world leaders gathered in New York adopted the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration, which presents a clear vision for the future and, on that basis, sets forth international 
development targets to be achieved by 2015.  

Eighteen months have passed since then, and progress toward achieving those targets has, we must 
admit, been rather slow. Something must be done to galvanize the global political will for an 
accelerated drive to meet the Millennium Declaration targets. ... 

I am convinced that the UN Millennium Declaration points the way forward. ... 
 
It is my profound hope and sincere expectation that through the Monterrey Consensus the global 
community will be able to achieve the internationally agreed upon goals and objectives, including 
those contained in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
Han Seung-soo  
President of the General Assembly of the United Nations 
International Conference on Financing For Development, Monterrey, Mexico  
March 2002 
http://www.un.org/ffd/statements/gaunE.htm  

  

 
 
 

"The Monterrey conference brings together 50 world leaders... 

Ahead of the meeting, the prime ministers of Norway, Denmark, Sweden, Luxembourg and the 
Netherlands issued a joint statement urging leaders to "do what it takes" to meet their pledge to halve 
the proportion of people living in extreme poverty by 2015. ... 

The president of the UN General Assembly Han Seung-Soo said ..." 
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BBC News 
21 March 2002 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/business/1885360.stm 

 

 
What "pledge" was the BBC reporting on  -  the 15-year pledge by world leaders, or the 25-year target 
member states had not agreed?   
 
The prime ministers said: 
 
 

"The UN Conference on Financing for Development [in Monterrey] is an opportunity for world 
leaders to commit resources to fulfill the development goals adopted at the UN Millennium Summit in 
2000. ... 

Kjell Magne Bondevik is prime minister of Norway. The co-authors are Prime Ministers Anders Fogh 
Rasmussen of Denmark, Jean-Claude Juncker of Luxembourg, Wim Kok of the Netherlands and 
Goran Persson of Sweden."  
 
20 March 2002 
http://www.gouvernement.lu/898449/20020321juncker_herald 
http://www.nytimes.com/2002/03/21/opinion/21iht-a8_6.html 

 

 

 

 
...................................................................................... 

 

 
 

The Monterrey outcome document of March 2002 does not mention "Millennium Development 
Goals" at all.  
 
National representatives at the Monterrey meeting spoke of the Millennium Declaration.   
 
A phrase they did use in their outcome document was,  
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"the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration". 
 
Nations agreed:  
 
"We should encourage...coordination...to meet the Millennium Declaration development goals". 
 

They seemed to refer to an intention of the UN Secretariat to report on the Millennium Declaration 
goals annually, and to encourage the World Bank, IMF and WTO to cooperate in those reports.   This 
was what the General Assembly had already called for.    
 
They also asked the Secretary-General to report on follow-up of the Consensus agreement, which 
included member states' agreement to support the UN in a "global information campaign" on the 
internationally agreed goals.    
 
It is not clear on what basis someone might argue that this included the civil servants' proposed 
"MDG" framework.  The General Assembly on 14 December 2001 had welcomed  the Road Map 
containing them, but the Road Map contained much else.  The Assembly did not specify in 2001 
whether it welcomed or recommended the framework or 1990-baseline targets.  Instead it reaffirmed 
the 2000-baseline Declaration.  The Monterrey document asks the UN staff to publicise the agreed 
goals, not the "MDGs".  
 
 
 
"We the heads of State and Government, gathered in Monterrey, Mexico, on 21 and 22 March 
2002... 
 
71. ...recognize the link between financing of development and attaining internationally agreed 
development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, in 
measuring development progress and helping to guide development priorities.  
 
We welcome in that regard the intention of the United Nations to prepare a report annually.  
 
We encourage close cooperation between the United Nations, the World Bank, the International 
Monetary Fund and the World Trade Organization in the preparation of that report.  
 
We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all relevant stakeholders, 
including civil society organizations and the private sector.  
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72. To underpin those efforts, we request the Secretary-General of the United Nations  
 
to provide  
 
- with collaboration from the secretariats of the major institutional stakeholders concerned, fully 
utilizing the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination mechanism -  
 
sustained follow-up  
 
within the United Nations system  
 
to the agreements and commitments reached at the present Conference  
 
and to ensure effective secretariat support.  
 
That support will build on the innovative and participatory modalities and related coordination 
arrangements utilized in the preparations of the Conference.  
 
The Secretary-General of the United Nations is further requested to submit an  
 
annual report on those follow-up efforts." 
 

Final text of agreements and commitments adopted at the International Conference on Financing for 
Development 
Monterrey, Mexico 
18-22 March 2002 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 

 
 

 

More extracts from the Monterrey Consensus: 

 

"1. We the heads of State and Government, gathered in Monterrey, Mexico, on 21 and 22 March 
2002, have resolved to address the challenges of financing for development around the world, 
particularly in developing countries.  
 
Our goal is to  
 
eradicate poverty,  
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achieve sustained economic growth and  
 
promote sustainable development as we advance to a  
 
fully inclusive and equitable global economic system. 
 

 
2. We note with concern current estimates of dramatic shortfalls in resources required to achieve the 
internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration. 1 

 
 
3. Mobilizing and increasing the effective use of financial resources and achieving the national and 
international economic conditions needed to fulfil internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, to eliminate poverty, improve social 
conditions and raise living standards, and protect our environment, will be our first step to ensuring 
that the twenty-first century becomes the century of development for all. 

 
 
4. Achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration, demands a new partnership between developed and developing countries.  
 
We commit ourselves to sound policies, good governance at all levels and the rule of law.  
 
We also commit ourselves to mobilizing domestic resources, attracting international flows, promoting 
international trade as an engine for development, increasing international financial and technical 
cooperation for development, sustainable debt financing and external debt relief, and enhancing the 

coherence and consistency of the international monetary, financial and trading systems. 
 
... 
 
7. Globalization offers opportunities and challenges. The developing countries and countries with 
economies in transition face special difficulties in responding to those challenges and opportunities.  
 
Globalization should be fully inclusive and equitable, and there is a strong need for policies and 
measures at the national and international levels, formulated and implemented with the full and 
effective participation of developing countries and countries with economies in transition to help them 
respond effectively to those challenges and opportunities. 
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8. In the increasingly globalizing interdependent world economy, a holistic approach to the 
interconnected national, international and systemic challenges of financing for development - 
sustainable, gender-sensitive, people-centred development - in all parts of the globe is essential.  
 
Such an approach must open up opportunities for all and help to ensure that resources are created 
and used effectively and that strong, accountable institutions are established at all levels.  
 
To that end, collective and coherent action is needed in each interrelated area of our agenda, 
involving all stakeholders in active partnership. 
 

9. Recognizing that peace and development are mutually reinforcing, we are determined to pursue 
our shared vision for a better future, through our individual efforts combined with vigorous 
multilateral action.  
 
Upholding the Charter of the United Nations and building upon the values of the Millennium 
Declaration, we commit ourselves to promoting national and global economic systems based on the 
principles of justice, equity, democracy, participation, transparency, accountability and inclusion. 

... 
 
11. Good governance is essential for sustainable development. Sound economic policies, solid 
democratic institutions responsive to the needs of the people and improved infrastructure are the 
basis for sustained economic growth, poverty eradication and employment creation.  
 
Freedom, peace and security, domestic stability, respect for human rights, including the right to 
development, and the rule of law, gender equality, market-oriented policies, and an overall 
commitment to just and democratic societies are also essential and mutually reinforcing. 
 

 
12. We will pursue appropriate policy and regulatory frameworks at our respective national levels 
and in a manner consistent with national laws  
 
to encourage public and private initiatives, including at the local level, and  
 
foster a dynamic and well functioning business sector, while  
 
improving income growth and distribution,  
 
raising productivity,  
 
empowering women and  
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protecting labour rights and the environment.  
 
We recognize that the appropriate role of government in market-oriented economies will vary from 
country to country. 
 
 
13. Fighting corruption at all levels is a priority.  
 
Corruption is a serious barrier to effective resource mobilization and allocation, and diverts 
resources away from activities that are vital for poverty eradication and economic and sustainable 
development." 
 

 
14. We recognize the need to pursue sound macroeconomic policies aimed at sustaining high rates of 
economic growth, full employment, poverty eradication, price stability and sustainable fiscal and 
external balances to ensure that the benefits of growth reach all people, especially the poor. 

 
Governments should attach priority to avoiding inflationary distortions and abrupt economic 
fluctuations that negatively affect income distribution and resource allocation.  
 
Along with prudent fiscal and monetary policies, an appropriate exchange rate regime is required. 

 
 
15. An effective, efficient, transparent and accountable system for mobilizing public resources and 
managing their use by Governments is essential. recognize the need to secure fiscal sustainability, 
along with equitable and efficient tax systems and administration, as well as improvements in public 
spending that do not crowd out productive private investment. We also recognize the contribution that 
medium-term fiscal frameworks can make in that respect. 

 
... 

 
52. In order to complement national development efforts, we recognize the urgent need to enhance 
coherence, governance, and consistency of the international monetary, financial and trading systems.  
 
To contribute to that end, we underline the importance of continuing to improve global economic 
governance and to strengthen the United Nations leadership role in promoting development.  
 
With the same purpose, efforts should be strengthened at the national level to enhance coordination 
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among all relevant ministries and institutions.  
 
Similarly, we should encourage policy and programme coordination of international institutions and 
coherence at the operational and international levels to meet the Millennium Declaration 

development goals of sustained economic growth, poverty eradication and sustainable development. 
 
... 

65. We commit ourselves to  
 
negotiating and finalizing as soon as possible a United Nations convention against corruption in all 

its aspects,  
 
including the question of repatriation of funds illicitly acquired to countries of origin, and also to  
 
promoting stronger cooperation to eliminate money-laundering.  
 
We encourage States that have not yet done so to consider signature and ratification of the United 
Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime." 

 
 
68. To build a global alliance for development will require an unremitting effort.  
 
We thus commit ourselves  
 
to keeping fully engaged, nationally, regionally and internationally,  

to ensuring proper follow-up to  
the implementation of agreements and  
commitments  

reached at the present Conference, and  

to continuing to build bridges between development, finance, and trade organizations and initiatives, 
within the framework of the holistic agenda of the Conference.  
 
Greater cooperation among existing institutions is needed, based on a  
clear understanding and respect for their respective  
mandates and governance structures." 
 

 
71. We recognize the link between financing of development and attaining internationally agreed 
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development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, in 
measuring development progress and helping to guide development priorities.  
 
We welcome in that regard the intention of the United Nations to prepare a report annually.  
 
We encourage close cooperation between the United Nations, the World Bank, the International 
Monetary Fund and the World Trade Organization in the preparation of that report.  
 
We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of  
 
a global information campaign on the internationally agreed development goals and objectives,  
 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration.  
 
In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all relevant stakeholders, 
including civil society organizations and the private sector.  
 
 
 
72. To underpin those efforts, we request the Secretary-General of the United Nations  
 
to provide  
 
- with collaboration from the secretariats of the major institutional stakeholders concerned, fully 
utilizing the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination mechanism -  
 
sustained follow-up within the United Nations system  
to the agreements and commitments reached at the present Conference  

 

and  
 
to ensure effective secretariat support.  
 
That support will build on the innovative and participatory modalities and related coordination 
arrangements utilized in the preparations of the Conference.  
 
The Secretary-General of the United Nations is further requested to submit an annual report on 

those follow-up efforts." 
 

Final text of agreements and commitments adopted at the International Conference on Financing for 
Development 
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Monterrey, Mexico 
18-22 March 2002 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 
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The General Assembly continued to reaffirm the outcomes of UN conferences and summits, which 
included the Monterrey Consensus.    
 
Member states specifically reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus in, for example, the Doha Declaration 
in 2008 and at the Addis Ababa conference in July 2015.  

 

 

................................................................................................................... 
 
 

 

 
UK National Audit Office wrongly says MDGs adopted at Millennium Summit, while correctly 
quoting Declaration baseline: 
 
 

"the Millennium Summit in New York held from 6-8th September 2000 where an alternative set of 
development targets, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were adopted (UN, 2000). ... 

• To halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people whose income is less than one 
dollar a day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger and, by the same date, to halve the 
proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water. 

... 

• By the same date, to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child 
mortality by two thirds, of their current rates." 

National Audit Office (NAO) report (HC 739 2001-2002): Department for International 
Development: Performance Management - Helping to Reduce World Poverty 
April 2002 
webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20070708092741/http://www.nao.org.uk/publications/nao_report
s/01-02/0102739_article.pdf  
https://www.nao.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2002/04/0102739_article.pdf 

 

 

 

"A complementary set of development targets, the Millennium Development Goals (Appendix 1), were 
adopted by the United Nations in 2000... 
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[!]. 

The eight Millennium Development Goals were adopted by the United Nations at the Millennium 
Summit in November 2000 (General Assembly Resolution 55/2)."  
 
[!] 
 
"They focus on: eradicating extreme poverty and hunger; achieving universal primary education; 
promoting gender equality and empowering women; reducing child mortality; improving maternal 
health; combating HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases; ensuring environmental sustainability; and 
developing a global partnership for development. They are underpinned by 18 targets and 48 
indicators. Further information on the Goals can be found at 
http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2001/pi1380.doc.htm." 

 

[The report oddly leaves out the 1990 baseline in its list of MDG targets] 
 
National Audit Office report (HC 739 2001-2002):  
Department for International Development: Performance Management - Helping to Reduce World 
Poverty 
2002 
https://www.nao.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2002/04/0102739.pdf  

 

 
 
 

 

"Political leaders from around the world are gathering in Monterrey, Mexico ...Their aim at the 
special development summit is to ...meet the Millennium development goals agreed by the United 
Nations two years ago." 
 

BBC News  
23 March 2002 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/talking_point/forum/1886017.stm 

 

 

 

"UN Millennium Declaration 
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Malcolm Bruce: ...to meet the commitments of the United Nations Millennium Declaration.   

Clare Short: ...The Millennium Declaration endorsed the Millennium Development Goals, a set of 
2015 targets for poverty reduction. We worked hard to get UN agreement to these goals and all of the 
work of my Department is aimed at reaching these Goals. The Millennium Declaration also called on 
... effective pro-poor policies. ... 

My Department will continue to focus its efforts on achieving the Goals set out in the Millennium 

Declaration.  
 
Details of how we have contributed during 2001–02 to achieving the Millennium Development Goals 
will be published next month in our Departmental Report." 

House of Commons Hansard Written Answers 
26 March 2002  
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmhansrd/vo020326/text/20326w12.htm  

 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have enjoyed unusually widespread support and 
acceptance, from both developing and developed countries and from international development 
agencies, since their introduction in September 2000 at the United Nations Millennium Summit." 

Shantayanan Devarajan 
Margaret J. Miller 
Eric V. Swanson 
Goals for Development  History, Prospects, and Costs 
The World Bank  
Human Development Network 
Office of the Vice President and Development Data Group 
"The findings, interpretations, and conclusions expressed in this paper are entirely those of the 
authors. They do not necessarily represent the view of the World Bank, its Executive Directors, or the 
countries they represent." 
April 2002 
core.kmi.open.ac.uk/download/pdf/6615246.pdf 

 

 

 
 
"…in the year 2000 we had 150 heads of states and government and princes come to the UN …They 
have challenged us to reduce abject poverty by 50 per cent between now and 2015." 
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Secretary-General 
Press conference  
Boston, 6 May 2002 
http://www.un.org/sg/offthecuff/?nid=67 
http://www.un.org/sg/cuffarch/sgcu0402.shtml 

 

 

 
"[In this Secretary-General report] Particular attention is paid to the global campaign for the 
millennium development goals. ... 
 
[!] 
 
Since 1995, the Economic and Social Council has  undertaken to promote a coordinated and 
integrated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences 
and summits and the reviews of their implementation. At the general segment of its substantive session 
of 2001, the Council, in resolution 2001/21, reaffirmed its commitment to pursuing this goal. 
 
2. In the same resolution, the Council also reiterated its commitment to assisting the General 
Assembly in its overall responsibilities in follow-up to the United Nations Millennium Declaration 1 
and the outcomes of major United Nations conferences and summits and the reviews of their 
implementation. ... 

...the General Assembly, in resolution 55/162 on the follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium 
Summit, called for enhanced partnership and cooperation with national parliaments as well as civil 
society, including non-governmental organizations and the private sector, to ensure their contribution 
to the implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration. ... 
 
The 2006 priority theme of the Commission, “Review of the first United Nations Decade for the 
Eradication of Poverty (1997-2006)”, will be a timely occasion for the Commission to take stock of 
progress towards achieving the Millennium Declaration poverty goal. 
 
40. Since the Millennium Summit, the Commission on Sustainable Development, in implementing its 
programme of work, has consistently sought to align its activities with the goals and targets of the 
United Nations Millennium Declaration, which has figured prominently in the preparatory processes 
for the World Summit on Sustainable Development.  
 ... 

Most recently, the International Conference on Financing for Development formally endorsed the 
Monterrey Consensus...which supports “the United Nations in the implementation of a global 
information campaign on the internationally agreed goals and objectives, including those contained 
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in the Millennium Declaration” (para. 71).  
 
45. In view of the central place that poverty eradication occupies among the goals of the United 
Nations Millennium Declaration, the intention is to pursue the global campaign on poverty 
eradication as an integral part of a broader [?] global campaign for the millennium development 
goals.  
 
 [!] 

This integration  [?]  was strongly supported by the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for 
Coordination (CEB) at its first regular session of 2002. Preparatory work is well under way for the 
launching of the global campaign for the millennium development goals.  
 
[!] 
 
The campaign is managed by the Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme 
(UNDP) as Chair of the United Nations Development Group (UNDG), whom the Secretary-General 
asked in December 2001 to act as “campaign manager” for the millennium development goals [!] 
within the United Nations system" 

 

Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcome of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits, including the Millennium Summit 
Report of the Secretary-General 
General Assembly Economic and Social Council 
United Nations 
7 May 2002 
www.un.org/esa/documents/ecosoc/docs/2002/e2002-57.pdf  

 

 
 

 

 

"We, the grown-ups, must reverse this list of failures. And we are pledged to do so. The very rights I 
described for you are part of the promises made in the Millennium Declaration -- a list of pledges 
agreed by all the leaders of the world. They promised that, by the year 2015, we will have cut by half 
the number [?] of people living on less than one dollar a day. ... 
This gathering of the General Assembly is a reminder that these were promises made to you, the next 
generation." 
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The Secretary-General  
Address at the opening of the Special Session of the General Assembly on Children  
New York, 8 May 2002 
http://www.un.org/ga/children/sgopening.htm  
 

 

 

"Administrator Natsios requested that I respond on his behalf to the three questions posed in your 
letter. 
 
… 
 
1.  0.7 per cent ODA/GNP target: The US has never endorsed the UN target of providing 0.7 per cent 
of our GNP in the form of Official Development Assistance (ODA). This target was developed in the 
late 1960s, an era in which ODA was the primary source of capital flows to developing countries and 
capital flows were perceived to be the driving force of development. In today's world, neither of these 
conditions remains true. … 
 
2.  MDGs: The US has not officially endorsed the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) as 
outlined in the UN document "Road map towards the implementation of the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration".  
 
It should be noted that the MDGs have not yet been brought before any international forum for 
formal endorsement of the International Development Goals (IDGs), the subsequent endorsement of 
the IDGs at the 1998 G-8 Summit, and the signing of the Millennium Declaration in September 2000.  
 
Though substantively similar, the MDGs do not correspond exactly to the range of goals agreed in 
these other forums. 

The US does believe that indicators for measuring progress toward development goals should be 
distinguished from an official endorsement of principles by the international community.  
 
While potentially useful from an analytical perspective, the proposed indicators for measuring 
progress toward the MDGs should be separated from any future official endorsement of the MDGs 
themselves." 

Letter from USAID to the Chairman of the UK House of Commons Select Committee on 
International Development  
"Minutes of Evidence"  
("evidence" is the parliament's word for any communication including opinion, unfounded assertion 
and falsehood) 
May 2002 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/785/2042308.htm 
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The UK Secretary of State for International Development contradicts the US position and what her 
prime minister actually agreed in 2000, wrongly presenting the story of weakening UN commitments 
and goals as reaffirming the original pledges: 
 
 

"(Ms Short) I would like just to say a couple of words about where Monterrey fits into the action we 
have been trying to take to get more coherence and more united effort into the international system.  
 
Because, as you know, international development is littered with conferences, that make grand 

declarations that are never implemented, littered with initiatives and announcements, made by 
important people when they go to these conferences, that simply recycle the existing money around 
the fashion of the moment.  
 
We have been working since 1997 to get better global governance, really, and, as you know, the UN 
conferences in the nineties came up with a series of targets, the OECD adopted them [!] in the DAC, 
the International Development Targets,  
 
 
[Untrue.  
 
In reality the OECD devised targets in 1996 easier than what countries were already committed to, 
partly by extending deadlines.   
 
The OECD targets distracted from what governments in the 1990s pledged to achieve by 2000, and 
what governments at the Rome food summit pledged to achieve by 2015.] 
"we then took them back to the UN," 
 
[continues the misleading impression] 
 
 
"and they started saying, "Don't impose these OECD targets on us."  
 
But we worked on, and the Millennium Assembly of the UN, reaffirming the targets, [!] 
 
[Untrue. The OECD targets had a baseline of 1990.  The Millennium pledges had a baseline of 2000.]  
 
 
"[Millennium Assembly of the UN, reaffirming the targets]… now named the Millennium 
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Development Goals," 
 

[more rubbish] 
 
"…at a meeting of the UN attended by more heads of state and prime ministers than have ever 
previously attended, was step one." 
… 

"And the final bit in the jigsaw is Johannesburg, WSSD, can we get the environmental lobby to join up 
with the development lobby to be working for a sustainable planet; rather than a north of the world 
that is almost anti-development and not looking for sustainable development, but looking for 
conservation.  
 
So I think we are making great advances in getting coherence into this international picture and into 
all countries agreeing." 
 
[Coherence?  The new targets were not coherent with what member states had agreed, and kept 
reaffirming afterwards. 
 
Also, was the Secretary of State unaware that the US said it had not agreed the "MDGs"?]  
 
 
"And Monterrey was very important, in that the developing world and the OECD countries agreed on 
what the reform agenda is to deliver to the poor of the world; that is unprecedented in human history, 
and very post cold war.  
 
That, now, what reforms are necessary to get the best balance between what the state does, what the 
market can do, internationally and nationally, was an enormous gain, and most of that was done 
before the meeting in Monterrey. The preparatory process was very good and went well. But I think it 
would have gone sour without the commitment to more aid, and the commitment from Europe, which 
is yet to be delivered, but helped to leverage the US feeling then that they had to commit.  
 
And I think, now, we have got to get WSSD right" 
 
[At the Johannesburg conference in September, member states reaffirmed the 2000-baseline 
Millennium Summit pledges on child mortality, maternal mortality and water – not the "MDGs" 
which Clare Short claimed in May all countries had agreed.] 
 
 
"and then drive the world into implementation and stop having so many conferences, and, if we have 

conferences, let us just check on delivery, rather than have any more grand declarations." 
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[Problem:  UK governments were less likely to "check on delivery" after Clare Short confused the 
new, weaker goals with the existing pledges.   In 2015, UN member states did the same thing, 
substantially failed to check on delivery of the pledges, and made another grand declaration.] 

Clare Short 
Secretary of State for International Development and UK Governor of the World Bank 
House of Commons - International Development Committee 
Minutes of Evidence 
14 May 2002 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/785/2051403.htm 

 

 
Note: At Monterrey a few weeks earlier, the UK had promised with other nations: 
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration." 

 
Why did the members of parliament in May let Clare Short get away with false statements that the 
"MDGs" were as ambitious as the actual pledges? 

 
 
 
 

"Measuring maternal mortality accurately is notoriously difficult, except in settings with 
comprehensive registration of deaths and good attribution of causes of death.   

Current estimates are derived from country information using different sources and data collection 
methods and are subject to rather large margins of uncertainty.  The figure of 515,000 maternal 
deaths in 1995 should be interpreted with caution; globally the number of maternal deaths could fall 
within the range 300,000 to 800,000." 

 
MDG Data and Trends  
UN Statistics Division 
31 May 2002 
http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mi/mdg_report.pdf 
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"The UN and the MDGs: A Core Strategy: 

I. Introduction 

1. The adoption of the Millennium Declaration in 2000 by all 189 member states of the UN General 
Assembly was a defining moment for global cooperation in the 21st century. ... 
 
The Declaration sets out within a single framework the key challenges facing humanity at the 
threshold of the new millennium, outlines a response to these challenges, and establishes concrete 
measures for judging performance through a set of inter-related commitments, goals and targets on 
development, governance, peace, security and human rights.  
 
The Declaration was the high point of a series of international conferences and summits beginning in 
1990 with the World Summit for Children which has witnessed unprecedented agreement within the 
international community...  

 

3. The momentum achieved with the adoption of the Millennium Declaration was reinforced at the 
International Conference on Financing for Development (FfD), held in March 2002, which was the 
first attempt to examine comprehensively the means of mobilising resources for development, focusing 
on the goals and targets of the Declaration, especially the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 
 
 [? – it did not mention them.]  

 ...5. Another major development has been the growing recognition that a global campaign is 
imperative to help ensure that the MDGs are achieved by the target year of 2015."  
 
[Misleading.  The Monterrey conference less than three months before had promised a global 
campaign on the more ambitious agreed goals, including those in the Declaration.]  
 
 
"The Secretary-General, in his Report to the Preparatory Committee for the FfD Conference 
proposed such a campaign; the Report of the High Level Panel on FfD, chaired by the former 
President of Mexico, Ernesto Zedillo, strongly supported it; and the concept was endorsed formally in 
the Monterrey Consensus adopted at the FfD Conference which supports “the United Nations in the 
implementation of a global information campaign on the internationally agreed goals and objectives, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration.”  
 
[Yes – contradicting the above claim.] 
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"In response to this consensus, the Secretary-General has appointed the Administrator of the United 
Nations Development Programme (UNDP), in his capacity as Chair of the United Nations 
Development Group (UNDG), to coordinate the MDG campaign and country level monitoring 
activities." 
 
[Yes. So the Secretary-General did not respond in a proper manner to the consensus.] 
 

"II. The Overall Strategy 

Guiding Principles 

6. The guiding principles for the overall strategy are that: 

(i) 

the MDGs have to be situated within the broader norms and standards of the Millennium 
Declaration" 

 
2. Consistent with the call in the Monterrey Consensus for a “global information campaign”, the 
Millennium Campaign will aim to increase support for development assistance, trade opportunities, 
debt relief, technology transfer and other support needed to achieve the MDGs" 

 
[Comment:  It is not true that a campaign on the easier "MDGs" was consistent with the call in the 
Monterrey Consensus.   
 
That call was actually for a campaign on what UN summits had agreed. 
 
They had not agreed the "MDGs".]  

 
7 June 2002 
www.unesco.org/bsp/eng/MDGStrategyfinal.pdf  

 

 

 

"We also need an accurate poverty count to assess whether the international community is achieving 
one of the Millennium Development Goals endorsed by 189 countries at the September 2000 UN 

Millennium Summit [!] —to "halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income 
is less than one dollar a day."  
 
A lot depends on whether the scorecard is being credibly tallied, and the apparent discrepancies in 
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the Bank's numbers deserve serious scrutiny."  
 
Angus Deaton 
Is World Poverty Falling?  
Finance for Development, a quarterly magazine of the IMF  
June 2002, Volume 39, Number 2  
https://questforequity.org/contents/Papers/Is%2520World%2520Poverty%2520Falling,%2520Angus
%2520Deaton..pdf 

 

 

 

  



 823    

Heads of State and Government and their representatives misinform citizens that  

 

"targets of the World Food Summit" were "reaffirmed by the Millennium Declaration".   

 

They reaffirm "right of access to safe nutritious food" and the 1996 pledge.   

 

Declaration of the "World Food Summit: five years later" (2002) 

 

 

INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE AGAINST HUNGER 

We, the Heads of State and Government,1 or our representatives, assembled in Rome at the World 
Food Summit: five years later (WFS:fyl) at the invitation of the Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations (FAO); 

Recalling the World Food Summit (WFS) held in Rome in November 1996 at which Heads of State 
and Government, or their representatives, adopted the Rome Declaration on World Food Security and 
the WFS Plan of Action and pledged their political will and their common and national commitment 
to achieving food security for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an 
immediate view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half their level [? - no baselines 
mentioned] no later than 2015; 

Recognizing the urgent need to reinforce the efforts of all concerned partners as an international 
alliance against hunger, for the fulfilment of the objectives of the 1996 Summit; 

Reaffirming the right of everyone to have access to safe and nutritious food; 

Reiterating that food should not be used as an instrument for political and economic pressure and 
reaffirming the importance of international cooperation and solidarity as well as the necessity of 
refraining from unilateral measures not in accordance with the international law and the Charter of 
the United Nations and that endanger food security; 

Reaffirming the commitments that we assumed with the Rome Declaration and Plan of Action, which 
taking into consideration the multifaceted character of food security, encompass national action and 
effective international efforts to supplement and reinforce national action; 

Acknowledging the considerable efforts which have been made in many countries to reduce poverty 
and improve food security, and recognizing the commitment of the international community to 
assisting this effort as expressed in the United Nations Millennium Declaration; 

Noting that the average annual rate of reduction in the number of undernourished people in the world 
was eight million and that if this trend continues, the WFS target of reducing the number of the 
undernourished by half by 2015, reaffirmed by the Millennium Declaration, [!] will not be attained; 
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Noting that hunger is both a cause and an effect of extreme poverty, and prevents the poor from 
taking advantage of development opportunities, that hunger eradication is a vital step in alleviating 
poverty and inequality, and that the international community has restated its commitment to the 
reduction of poverty. Observing further that 70 percent of the world's poor live in rural areas and 
depend almost entirely on agriculture and rural development for their livelihood; and noting the 
rapid increase in the numbers and proportion of urban people affected by poverty, hunger and 
malnutrition; 

Conscious of the particular difficulties faced by all developing countries, in particular by the least 
developed countries (LDC), the low-income food-deficit countries (LIFDC), the small island 
developing states, and countries affected by violent conflicts, civil strife, land mines and unexploded 
ordnance, or exposed to desertification and natural disasters; noting further that global warming and 
climate change can have serious implications for food and livelihood security, especially in these 
countries; 

Recognizing also the difficulties faced by the countries with economies in transition in addressing 
their food security needs in the process of conducting market-oriented reforms; 

Concerned with the current estimates of the overall downward trend in the national budgets of 
developing countries and the decline in Official Development Assistance (ODA) and International 
Financial Institutions (IFIs) portfolios directly allocated for agriculture and rural development, as a 
contribution to food security; 

Recognizing the important role of food assistance in situations of humanitarian crisis as well as an 
instrument for development, acting as an enabling preinvestment; 

Reaffirming Commitment 4 of the WFS Plan of Action that trade is a key element in achieving world 
food security; 

Reaffirming the fundamental importance of national production and distribution of food, sustainable 
agriculture and rural development, fisheries and forestry, in achieving food security; 

Reiterating our deep concern at the debt burden on developing countries in particular the heavily 
indebted poor countries, and at its negative impact on resources for food security, in spite of progress 
in implementing the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC) initiative; 

Recognizing that international economic and financial crises have shown dramatically the 
vulnerability of developing countries; 

Noting with concern the acute threat of the HIV/AIDS pandemic, and the incidence of malaria, 
tuberculosis and other diseases, in particular those caused by water contamination in developing 
countries, and their devastating impact on food security; 

Reaffirming our commitment to the Monterrey Consensus, which referenced the need to develop 
effective partnerships between developed and developing countries, based on the recognition of 
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national leadership and ownership of development plans that embody poverty reduction strategies, 
and recognizing the value of exploring innovative sources of finance provided that those sources do 
not unduly burden developing countries, as important steps towards achieving sustainable food 
security; 

Recognizing the importance of the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and 
Agriculture in support of food security objectives; 

Noting the outcomes of the world conferences, including the International Conference on Financing 
for Development, the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) Special Sessions on HIV/AIDS in 
2001 and on Children in 2002 and the 4th Ministerial Conference of the World Trade Organization 
(WTO) at Doha, and highlighting the forthcoming World Summit on Sustainable Development of 
2002. 
 

Political will 

1. We renew our global commitments made in the Rome Declaration at the World Food Summit in 
1996 in particular to halve the number of hungry in the world no later than 2015, as reaffirmed in 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration. [!] 
 
We resolve to accelerate the implementation of the WFS Plan of Action. 

2. We call on all parties (governments, international organizations, civil society organizations and the 
private sector) to reinforce their efforts so as to act as an international alliance against hunger to 
achieve the WFS targets no later than 2015. With this aim, parties should promote coordinated 
action. Bearing in mind the contribution of all parties, countries should continue to report on 
progress to the Committee on World Food Security (CFS), within its mandate as a focal point for the 
implementation of the WFS Plan of Action. 

3. We recognize that progress had not been adequate to reach the WFS target. Recognizing that 
responsibility for assuring national food security rests with national governments in cooperation with 
civil society and the private sector and with the support of the international community, we resolve to 
accelerate implementation of action to halve hunger by no later than 2015. This requires a rate of 
hunger reduction of more than 22 million per year on average. 

4. We stress that poverty reduction and food security strategies should, inter alia, include measures to 
increase agricultural productivity, food production and distribution. We agree to promote equal 
access for men and women to food, water, land, credit and technology which will also help in 
generating income and creating employment opportunities for the poor, thus contributing to reduction 
of poverty and hunger. 

5. We reaffirm the importance of strengthening the respect of all human rights and fundamental 
freedoms including the right to development, democracy, the rule of law, good governance, sound 
economic policies, the equality of rights for all without distinction as to sex, race, language, religion, 
the resolution of conflicts in accordance with the UN Charter and respect for international 
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humanitarian law, and international cooperation so as to solve economic, social, cultural and 
humanitarian problems, which are essential for achieving food security. 

6. We call upon the concerned development partners to exert all necessary efforts to achieve the 
international development goals of the Millennium Declaration, particularly, those related to halving 
poverty and hunger by 2015, to improve and strengthen the indicators necessary for measuring 
progress and to monitor progress within their mandate; and to renew and strengthen the commitment 
to national and international systems in place to assess food security. We reaffirm the role of FAO, 
with World Health Organization (WHO) and UNICEF in monitoring progress towards the 
Millennium Development Goal on hunger and the importance of the Inter- Agency Working Group on 
FIVIMS (Food Insecurity and Vulnerability Information and Mapping Systems) in strengthening 
national and international monitoring of food security. 

7. The vast majority of the hungry and those living in absolute poverty are in rural areas. We 
recognize that reaching the goal of halving the number of hungry requires that the most food insecure 
and impoverished countries promote the alleviation of rural poverty especially through sustained 
growth of agricultural production, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa. 

8. We reconfirm that FAO has a major role to play in assisting countries to implement the provisions 
of the WFS Plan of Action within its mandate, keeping in mind that the WFS entrusted the Committee 
on World Food Security to monitor progress. 

9. We believe that broad international partnerships are of utmost importance for the implementation 
of the WFS Plan of Action. We call on governments, the international organizations and financial 
institutions to utilize their resources effectively, to improve their performance and strengthen 
cooperation and to undertake joint efforts to combat hunger, and reinforce the key role of sustainable 
agriculture and rural development in food security. 

10. We invite the FAO Council to establish at its One Hundred and Twentythird Session an 
Intergovernmental Working Group, with the participation of stakeholders, in the context of the WFS 
follow-up, to elaborate, in a period of two years, a set of voluntary guidelines to support Member 
States' efforts to achieve the progressive realisation of the right to adequate food in the context of 
national food security; we ask the FAO, in close collaboration with relevant treaty bodies, agencies 
and programmes of the UN System, to assist the Intergovernmental Working Group, which shall 
report on its work to the Committee on World Food Security. 

11. We specifically urge governments to review their ongoing national food security policies with a 
view to filling gaps, identifying new initiatives, removing implementation obstacles and streamlining 
inter-ministerial and inter-departmental policy initiatives. 

12. We reaffirm the Monterrey Consensus and we urge all members of the WTO to implement the 
outcome of the Doha Conference, especially the commitments regarding the reform of the 
international agricultural trading system, with particular reference to paragraphs 13 and 14, given 
that international agricultural trade has a role to play, consistent with Commitment 4 of the WFS 
Plan of Action, in promoting economic development, alleviating poverty and achieving the objectives 
of the World Food Summit, in particular in developing countries. 
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Challenges 

13. We reaffirm the need to assure gender equality and to support empowerment of women. We 
recognize and value the continuing and vital role of women in agriculture, nutrition and food security 
and the need to integrate a gender perspective in all aspects of food security; and we recognize the 
need to adopt measures to ensure that the work of rural women is recognized and valued in order to 
enhance their economic security, and their access to and control over resources and credit schemes, 
services and benefits. 

14. We emphasize the need for nutritionally adequate and safe food and highlight the need for 
attention to nutritional issues as an integral part of addressing food security. The recent UNGA 
Special Session on Children addressed the need for investments in basic economic and social 
infrastructure and social services, as well as social protection for vulnerable and disadvantaged 
groups. Attention should be given to improving the quality of diet; access to potable water, health 
care, and education; and sanitation. We recognize the importance of interventions to tackle micro-
nutrient deficiencies which are cost-effective and locally acceptable. 

15. We reaffirm our pledge to the fight against world-wide conditions that pose severe health threats, 
and especially the spread of HIV/AIDS, which can have a uniquely devastating impact on all sectors 
and levels of society and consequently on food security. This requires new approaches, technologies 
and crops for labour-deficient HIV/AIDS-affected farming households. In this regard, we welcome the 
establishment of the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria, which constitutes an 
important step forward for concerted action at country level, as well as for the mobilization of new 
and additional resources aimed at the prevention and treatment of these diseases. 

16. We reaffirm the important role of Codex Alimentarius, the International Plant Protection 
Convention (IPPC) and the Office International des Epizooties (OIE) to provide effective, science-
based, internationally-accepted standards of food safety, plant and animal health, as well as to 
facilitate international food and agricultural trade in their role as the WTO Agreement on Sanitary 
and Phytosanitary Measures (SPS)-recognized standard-setting bodies. 

17. We pledge to continue to support efforts to strengthen developing countries' capacity with respect 
to the management of food safety and plant and animal health. 

18. We should strengthen national and international action to prepare for contingencies and 
emergencies, and to improve the effectiveness of emergency actions both through food and non-food 
based intervention. These actions must be integrated into sustainable development efforts with all 
stakeholders involved to achieve sustainable food security. We underscore the importance of 
developing the scope and coverage of social protection mechanisms, in particular of safety nets for 
vulnerable and food insecure households. We are committed to ensuring, through economic 
development, the use of early warning systems, and emergency assistance, that famine will never 
again be seen. 

19. We recognize the merit of school feeding as a social development programme. It should be based 
on local or regional purchase where possible, and managed in a way to respect local consumption 
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habits. In this regard, we encourage the development of the World Food Programme's (WFP's) school 
feeding programmes, among others, when implemented in accordance with national priorities and 
educational programmes. 

20. We resolve to contribute to the outcome of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, 
recognizing the important role of the three Romebased organizations, FAO, WFP and the 
International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD), and to strengthen coordination and 
cooperation among national and international organizations, in order to make efficient use of 
resources, particularly in the areas of technical and financial cooperation, sustainable management 
of natural resources, fighting transboundary animal and plant diseases and securing food safety. 

21. We stress the need to further promote sustainable forest and fisheries management, including 
sustainable use and conservation of aquatic living resources, in view of the contribution of those 
sectors to food security and poverty eradication. 

22. We stress the importance of supporting alternative development activities that enable people 
engaged in illicit crop cultivation to reach sustainable food security and live in dignity. 

23. Recognizing the extent of poverty in the mountain zones, we emphasize the vital role of mountain 
zones and their potential for sustainable agriculture and rural development in order to achieve food 
security. We stress the need to build partnerships between developing and developed countries in this 
regard. 

24. We pledge to work in the spirit of cooperation and solidarity to strengthen FAO activities, within 
its mandate, that enable the developing countries and countries with economies in transition to meet 
food safety issues, to make better use of the benefits of research and technologies and to respond 
effectively to the challenges and opportunities of globalization, in particular with respect to 
agriculture and food security. We also pledge to assist those countries, particularly their food 
producers, to make informed choices about, and to have access to, the necessary scientific and 
technical knowledge related to these new technologies targeted at poverty and hunger reduction. 

25. We call on the FAO, in conjunction with the CGIAR and other international research institutes, to 
advance agricultural research and research into new technologies, including biotechnology. The 
introduction of tried and tested new technologies including biotechnology should be accomplished in 
a safe manner and adapted to local conditions to help improve agricultural productivity in developing 
countries. We are committed to study, share and facilitate the responsible use of biotechnology in 
addressing development needs. 

26. We recognize that the developing countries and countries in economic transition are facing 
difficulties in responding to the challenges and opportunities of globalization, in particular with 
respect to agriculture and food security, and we therefore agree in a spirit of cooperation and 
solidarity to consolidate FAO activities, in support of these countries to enable them to cope with the 
challenges and reap the benefits of globalization. 

Resources 
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27. We call on all Member States, intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations, the 
private sector and all other partners in development to consider voluntary contributions to the FAO 
Trust Fund for Food Security and Food Safety and other voluntary instruments. The Trust Fund 
should serve as a catalyst for accelerating food production and improving food access in LDCs, 
LIFDCs and Small Island Developing States, and for the prevention, control and eradication of 
transboundary pests and plant and animal diseases, and the preparation of investment projects, and 
South-South cooperation, in the aforementioned areas. 

28. We stress the inherent linkage between rapid progress towards the targets of the World Food 
Summit Plan of Action, as reaffirmed by the United Nations Millennium Declaration…"  
 
[!] 
 
Declaration of the World Food Summit: five years later  
10-13 June 2002 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/MEETING/005/Y7106E/Y7106E09.htm#P_1 
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"20. The Summit adopted by acclamation the Declaration of the World Food Summit: five years later 
- International Alliance Against Hunger, as contained in document WFS:fyl 2002/3 and in the 
Appendix to this Report. 

21. The Chairperson noted that any delegation having reservations on aspects of the Declaration or 
wishing to make explanatory notes should make them available to the Secretariat in writing. The 
explanatory notes and reservation received by the Secretariat are contained in Annex II. … 
 
28. Of 180 participating delegations (179 countries and the European Community), 34 were 
represented at the level of Head of State, 9 at the level of Deputy Head of State, 17 at the level of 
Head of Government, 12 at the level of Deputy Head of Government, 1 at the level of Crown Prince, 
96 at the level of Minister and 11 at the level of Ambassador or other. In addition, 191 other high-
level representatives (including 109 Ministers and 82 Vice-Ministers and Under-secretaries) 
participated in the Summit as members of the delegations of the participating countries. A list of 
countries and organizations participating in the World Food Summit is given in Annex V."  
 
Report of the World Food Summit: five years later 10-13 June 2002 - Part one 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/MEETING/005/Y7106E/Y7106E01.htm#P54_5136 

 
 
 
"World Food Summit, countries back global action plan against hunger 

11 June 2002 – Countries from across the globe attending a United Nations conference in Rome have 
renewed their commitment to reduce by half the number of hungry people in the world by no later 
than 2015, the UN Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO), which is organizing the event, 
announced today." 

United Nations News Centre 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?newsid=3896&cr=&cr1=#.Vmwoj169Vcw 

  

 
 

"Rome, 27 August 2002 -- The World Food Summit: five years later, which ended 13 June, 
...unanimously adopted a declaration calling on the international community to fulfil an earlier 
pledge to cut the number of hungry people to about 400 million by 2015. That pledge was made at the 
original World Food Summit in 1996 - the largest-ever global gathering of leaders to address hunger 
and food security..." 

 
WFS:fyl - World Food Summit: five years later reaffirms pledge to reduce hunger 
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2002 
http://www.fao.org/worldfoodsummit/english/newsroom/news/8580-en.html  

 

 

  

"Dozens of heads of government from Africa, Asia and Latin America came to what was billed as an 
effort to halve the number of hungry people, from more than 800 million to 400 million ... 

The summit was called to generate money and momentum for a flagging effort, launched at a similar 
gathering in 1996, to halve the number of hungry people by 2015. Those who did come to Rome 
yesterday admitted that, six years on, little progress had been made. 

The UN secretary general, Kofi Annan, said 24,000 people died each day from hunger. "In a world of 
plenty, ending hunger is within our grasp. Failure to reach this goal should fill every one of us with 
shame. The time for making promises is over. It is time to act."  

Western leaders snub UN food summit 
UK sends lowest-ranking delegation to event... 
Rory Carroll in Rome 
Tuesday 11 June 2002 16.05 BST Last modified on Thursday 13 June 2002 16.05 BST 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2002/jun/11/famine.rorycarroll 

  

  
 
 

"In 2002, the declaration of the ‘World Food Summit: Five Years Later’ reaffirmed this need: ‘We 
call upon the concerned development partners to exert all necessary efforts to achieve the 
international development goals of the Millennium Declaration" 

Nutrition indicators for development 
Reference Guide 
B. MAIRE 
F. DELPEUCH 
Institut de Recherche pour le Développement 
Montpellier, France. 
Nutrition Planning, Assessment and Evaluation Service 
Food and Nutrition Division 
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Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
(Rome 2005) 
http://www.fao.org/3/a-y5773e/y5773e03.htm  

 

 

 

 

""In September 2000, at the UN Millennium Summit, world leaders agreed to a set of time–bound and 
measurable goals and targets.....  
 
These targets plus a number of other targets with which UN member states have not agreed, were 
listed as the Millennium Development Goals,  
 
 [! - in fact the "time-bound" targets have a different standard baseline]  
 
(MDGs) in the UN Secretary–General’s 2001 report, “Road Map Towards the Implementation of the 
UN Millennium Declaration.” The United Nations mounted a campaign to raise public awareness of 
the MDGs, and aims to build coalitions and mobilize worldwide political action on behalf of the 
MDGs.  

In March 2002, the President said, “America supports the international development goals in the 
UN Millennium Declaration, and believes that these goals are a shared responsibility of developed 
and developing countries." ... 

The Secretary–General has made the MDGs the centerpiece of the UN’s development effort. 
Secretary–General Annan has appointed UNDP Administrator Mark Malloch Brown (United 
Kingdom) to oversee the overall progress on achieving the MDGs. The UN also launched the MDG 
Campaign, headed by former Dutch Development Minister Eveline Herfkens, to generate public 
awareness, and the Millennium Project, headed by Jeffery Sachs (United States), to generate donor 
resources. ... 
 
To ensure effective follow–up to the Monterrey Conference, the United States worked with a broad 
coalition of developed and developing countries during the 57th General Assembly to adopt two 
resolutions reinforcing the consensus achieved at Monterrey. Resolution 57/272 reiterated the key 
development roles of an enabling environment, private capital, and trade coupled with official 
development assistance. Resolution 57/273 was aimed at providing effective UN Secretariat support 
for implementing the consensus. ... because of U.S. Government efforts and support from like-minded 
countries, the 2002 high–level meeting of the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) and Bretton 
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Woods Institutions (the World Bank and the IMF) focused on the need for the United Nations and 

these institutions to stay engaged in the Monterrey follow–up process. ... 

 
 
World Food Summit: Five Years Later  

One hundred eighty–two countries attended the June 10–13, 2002 “World Food Summit: Five Years 
Later” (WFS5YL) meeting in Rome.  

While 47 heads of state or government attended, most FAO members sent their Ministers of 
Agriculture. OECD (Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development) countries generally 
fielded large delegations with expertise in agriculture and development, with only two OECD coun-
tries, Spain and Italy, represented at the Head of Government level. ... 

Heads of Delegation opened the Summit by endorsing the WFS5YL Declaration...The Declaration 
recommits members to implementation of the original World Food Summit Declaration and Plan of 
Action." 

US Secretary of State 
Report to the Congress 
United States Participation in the United Nations 
2002 
http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/26863.pdf 

  

 

 

"The General Assembly.... 
 
Endorses the Monterrey Consensus as adopted by the Conference on 22 March 
2002... 
 
Stresses the importance of keeping fully engaged, nationally, regionally and 
internationally, ensuring proper follow-up to the implementation of agreements 
and commitments reached at the Conference" 

Requests the Secretary-General to include in his report to the General Assembly at its fifty-seventh 
session on the outcome of the Conference...measures taken as well as his proposals for ensuring 
effective secretariat support, in pursuance of paragraph 72 of the Monterrey Consensus..." 
 
United Nations General Assembly 
Resolution 56/201B 
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9 July 2002 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/210B&Lang=E  

 
 
 
 

It is worth noting that in the resolution of 9 July 2002, the General Assembly emphasised Paragraph 
72 of the Monterrey Consensus. 

It concerns in part a "global information campaign" on the Millennium Declaration. 
 
Paragraphs 71 and 72 are (sentences separated for clarity):  
 
 
"71. We recognize the link between financing of development and attaining internationally agreed 
development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, in 
measuring development progress and helping to guide development priorities.  
 
We welcome in that regard the intention of the United Nations to prepare a report annually. We 
encourage close cooperation between the United Nations, the World Bank, the International 
Monetary Fund and the World Trade Organization in the preparation of that report.  
 
We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration. In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all 
relevant stakeholders, including civil society organizations and the private sector.  
 
 
72. To underpin those efforts, we request the Secretary-General of the United Nations to provide - 
with collaboration from the secretariats of the major institutional stakeholders concerned, fully 
utilizing the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination mechanism - sustained 
follow-up within the United Nations system to the agreements and commitments reached at the 
present Conference and to ensure effective secretariat support.  
 
That support will build on the innovative and participatory modalities and related coordination 
arrangements utilized in the preparations of the Conference. The Secretary-General of the United 
Nations is further requested to submit an annual report on those follow-up efforts." 
 
 
 
 
................................... 
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The Secretary-General confuses leaders' 15-year pledge - which nations subsequently restated at the 
Johannesburg Summit in September 2002 and continued reaffirming in later years - with his easier 25-
year proposed "MDG" target which member states had not agreed: 
  
 
"This, the first such annual report, focuses on commitments made in all chapters of the Declaration.... 

The development goals set out in the Millennium Declaration express the resolve of the world’s 
political leaders.... 

...the world has committed itself to reducing child mortality by two thirds between 1990 [!] and 
2015." 
 
[Misleading.  In reality member states on 14 December 2001 asked Mr Annan to report on the 2000-
baseline Declaration.  They reaffirmed the 2000 baseline for water on 21 December 2001, and the 
same baseline for child and maternal mortality at the September 2002 Johannesburg Summit.] 
 
Kofi Annan 
31 July 2002 
Report of the Secretary-General: 
Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2002  

  

 
 
 
"UNEP Calls for More Action on Water Issues At Johannesburg Summit 

"Klaus Toepfer, head of the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP), has called on world 
leaders who will attend the upcoming World Summit on Sustainable Development to tackle the 
growing global water crisis ... 
 
It is vital that world leaders...start implementing the Millennium Declaration goals, the head of the 
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) said today. 

...The UN Millennium Declaration goal is to halve, by 2015, the proportion of people who do not have 
access to safe [should say "and affordable"] drinking water (currently 20 per cent)." 

US State Department 
12 August 2002 
http://web.archive.org/web/20170221081055/http://iipdigital.usembassy.gov/st/english/texttrans/2002
/08/20020813153902jfuller@pd.state.gov0.2198755.html  
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"Two years ago at the UN millennium summit, world leaders set themselves the task of halving global 
poverty over the next 15 years" 
 
The Guardian 
August 2002 
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2002/aug/22/worldsummit2002.earth4 
 
 

 

................................................................................ 

 

 
MB, 26 August 2002: 
 

If the poor live longer, then logically, other things being equal the average will fall.   Personally I 
think smaller effects like this may be one reason why we see low GDP in places like Cuba and 
Kerala.    In other words, it's not really that the people did worse, but that the poor are still alive in 
greater numbers.   

 

 

......................................................... 

 

 

 

"The World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg reached its midpoint... 

Several of the Summit’s objectives have already been met, according to Johannesburg Summit 
Secretary-General Nitin Desai. “One of the main goals of the Summit was to have the international 
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community reaffirm their support for implementing Agenda 21 and the Millennium Declaration goals, 
and that has happened,” Desai said." 

United Nations 
31 August 2002 
https://web.archive.org/web/20040801052222/http://www.un.org/events/wssd/pressreleases/midwayre
lease.pdf  

  

 
 
 

"The United States is committed to lasting institutions like the United Nations, the World Trade 
Organization, the Organization of American States, and NATO as well as other long-standing 
alliances. Coalitions of the willing can augment these permanent institutions. In all cases, 
international obligations are to be taken seriously. They are not to be undertaken symbolically to 
rally support for an ideal without furthering its attainment." 

 

George W. Bush 
The National Security Strategy of the United States of America 
September 2002 

 

........................................ 

Subj: Poverty statistics 
2 September 2002 
To: Alex Kirby, BBC [environment correspondent, after phone call] 

Dear Mr Kirby 

I've remembered who Bjorn Lomborg is  -   he is saying something very different from me. 

Summary 

Facts no-one can deny: 

1.  Poverty reduction statistics (showing the decline in the proportion of poor people) cannot tell us 
how much incomes of the poor rose or fell.   

2.. The proportion of poor in some countries may be reducing because of early deaths.  

3.  This is never taken into account in official calculations. 
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Subj: FW: Sanitation goal  
Date: 3 September 2002 
From: lewallep@who.int 
To: villare@who.int 
CC: Matt Berkley 

Dear Dr Villar, 
The following message has been sent to me following a telephone conversation this morning. As the 
expert dealing with poverty reduction and health, you may wish to take up the issue with [Mr] 
Berkley. 
Thank you. 
 Pierre Lewalle  
Global Programme on Evidence for Health Policy  
World Health Organization  

....From: Matt Berkley 
Sent: 03 September 2002 10:05 
To: lewallep 
Subject: Sanitation goal 

Dear Mr Lewalle 

Thank you for giving attention to this issue. 
 
Sanitation goal and survival rates 
 
As I said, I am raising some concerns about poverty reduction as a goal, since basically what is 
measured in this case has not told us whether poor people's income/consumption on average rose or 
fell.    I am very happy to send you more details on this point, which is relevant to official terminology 
about progress on poverty. 
 
As with the poverty reduction goal, the sanitation goal has the problem that if in a country more of the 
worst-off die, the statistic makes more progress while the people do worse.    If a government 
increases survival rates of the worst-off, the statistic will make slower progress while the people do 
better.      In both cases, I should add "other things being equal", but no-one knows whether other 
things are equal or not, or whether they will be or not in the future.     
 
What we do know is that survival rates vary greatly between countries, and over time.    The impact of 
AIDS should be considered here.      
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................................................................................... 

 
 
 
Subj: Need for balanced progress on Millennium Goals 
Date: 3 September 2002 
To: gredmond@unicef.org 
File: C:\WINDOWS\Desktop\FAX.doc (23552 bytes) DL Time (32000 bps): < 1 minute 
Dear Dr Redmond 
 
Here is the fax I sent today to Nadia Younes. 
 
Many thanks. 
 
... 
FAX 
To:          Sir Richard Jolly 
Care of:     Ms Nadia Younes, 
Executive Director,  
External Relations and Governing Bodies 
        United Nations, Johannesburg 
        Fax no. 00 27 11 508 0890 
        Tel.  00 27 083 383 3864 
 
From:        Mr Matt Berkley 
        Oxford, UK 
 
 
... Fundamental problems with poverty statistics 
and implications for the final declaration 
 
1. The sanitation goal 
 
The goal of halving the proportion of people without water could be reached more quickly in a 
country where people without water die early.   

In the age of AIDS, this may be an important issue.   In a country where the poorest survive longer, 
statistical progress on the goal may be slower.   Therefore, I would suggest that AMCOW needs an 
additional mandate:  to take account, when assessing progress, of trends in death rates among those 
without water.    If these are unavailable then death rate data on the poorest might give a useful 
indication.  Otherwise the sanitation goal may provide less incentive to governments to improve the 
nutritional status of people without water. 
 
 
2.  Other goals  
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Similar logical considerations apply to the poverty reduction goal and the education goal.   
 
...the proportion of underfed adults and children can be influenced in the “wrong” direction by death 
rates;  ... 
 
...the poorest fifth’s share of national income has the same problem... 

 

 

............................................................................................... 
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"United Nations  

Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development  
Johannesburg, South Africa, 26 August-4 September 2002  

... 
 
Round table 1 ... 

On 2 September 2002, the Chairman of round table 1, Aleksander Kwasniewski, President of Poland, 
opened the round table and made a statement. ... 
 
The summary prepared by the Chairman, an advance version of which was circulated in an informal 
paper, read as follows:  

1. In his introduction the Chairman cited commitments made in Rio and Monterrey, as well as at the 
Millennium Summit ..."  

 

"Opening statements  
 
Statement by Thabo Mbeki, President of South Africa and President of the World Summit on 

Sustainable Development: 

"...The United Nations Millennium Summit stands out among these global gatherings because its 
outcome, the Millennium Declaration, constitutes a united pledge made by the world's political 

leaders at the highest level.  
 
These leaders committed themselves to meet the Millennium development goals, which must inform 

the outcome of this Summit." " 

 
Statement by Nitin Desai, Secretary-General of the World Summit on Sustainable Development ... 

"the Millennium Summit has given us a comprehensive set of medium-term goals for the year 2015, 
focusing on issues of poverty, education, health and sustainable development.  
 
As I said earlier, we have many, many wonderful examples of local success. We must bring these 
things together in order to scale up these successes, so that what is happening in a few places can 
happen much more widely.  
 
If we connect the medium-term framework that we all accepted at the Millennium Summit with the 
larger vision of sustainable development, if we use the opportunities that a successful implementation 
of Doha and Monterrey can provide on the finance side, then, I think, we can show results. This is 
what our work so far has been oriented towards: a plan of implementation focused on targets, 
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timetables, goals and activities that can lead to concrete results. 
 
It is important that we focus here on key, current challenges in the areas of water and sanitation, 
energy, health, agriculture and biodiversity, in ways that will give us a sense of concrete commitment, 
that will give us something both achievable and monitorable. " 
 

 
 
"Statement by Han Seung-soo, President of the General Assembly of the United Nations  

I am very pleased and honoured to address this historic World Summit on Sustainable Development.  
 
... 
 
The historic Millennium Summit was instrumental in bringing greater focus and attention to a number 
of international development goals.  
 
I also consider that there is an urgent need to integrate follow-up actions to  
 
the Millennium Declaration,  
the Doha Development Agenda,  
the Monterrey Consensus and  
the outcome of this meeting.  
 
The General Assembly would provide a most appropriate forum for this purpose. I strongly propose 
to use the high-level dialogue of the General Assembly for deliberating on effective ways and means 
to achieve the various international development goals and sustainable development in a more 
mutually reinforcing manner." 
 

http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/WSSD_POI_PD/English/WSSD_PlanImpl.pdf  
 

 

 
"Here in Johannesburg, we have recommitted ourselves to achieving, by 2015, the development goals 
set forth in the Millennium Declaration."  
 
REMARKS BY SECRETARY OF STATE COLIN L. POWELL AT WORLD SUMMIT ON 
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT  
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US State Department 
4 September 2002 
http://wfile.ait.org.tw/wf-archive/2002/020904/epf306.htm  
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Leave no-one behind?  Equality.  Economic, social and environmental development are 

interdependent.  

 

"We commit...to... equitable ...global society...need for human dignity for all...we assume a 

collective responsibility to advance...the interdependent and mutually reinforcing pillars of 

sustainable development - economic development, social development and environmental 

protection." 

 

"We also commit..to...the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in 

the United Nations Millennium Declaration and in the outcomes of the major United Nations 

conferences and international agreements since 1992". 

 

"We commit ourselves to the Plan of Implementation...and to expediting the achievement of the 

time-bound, socio-economic and environmental targets contained therein."  

 

By 2015:  Specific improvements in saving infants', under-5 children's and mothers' lives from 

the "rate in 2000" (not the generally easier "MDG" targets - and now with the specific target on 

infants which is additional to those in the Millennium Declaration). 

 

"As quickly as possible": "Reduce disparities" in child and maternal mortality with particular 

attention to female mortality rates. 

 

By 2015:  Achieve Millennium Declaration pledge on "affordable" water.  Sanitation target 

likewise appears to have baseline of 2000, not 1990. 

 

The major conferences since 1992 "defined for the world a comprehensive vision for the future of 

humanity." 

 

Promote traditional medicine. 

 

Sustainable development is "key element" in UN activities.   

 

"Programmes that reflect the Dakar Framework for Action on Education for All" - which must 

include the adult literacy target for 2015.  

 

World Summit on Sustainable Development or Earth Summit: Johannesburg Declaration and 

Plan of Implementation (September 2002)          
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Did the 2002 Summit endorse the easier MDGs? 
 
 
In one way, as with other summits and resolutions which authors have claimed agreed the 
"MDGs", it does not matter, since leaders in 2005, 2010 and 2015, and UN resolution at other 
times, have reaffirmed generally more ambitious and wider goals from summits and 
conferences before and after the "MDGs" were proposed. 
 
The answer to the question of whether the 2002 summit endorsed the "MDG" structure could 
depend on what the public reasonably took the statements at the time to mean.   If there had 
been much publicity about the "MDGs" then it could be argued that whatever the detail of the 
2002 Declaration and Plan, the public would be right to conclude that nations were endorsing 
the "MDG" structure as well as the existing goals.  
 
Like the Millennium Declaration, the declaration from the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable 
Development (Earth Summit) in Johannesburg says nothing about a 1990 baseline.   
 
Nor does the 2002 Plan of Implementation. 
 
The 2002 declaration does mention "Millennium development goals" in paragraphs 20 and 30.    
 
"20. We are committed to ensuring that women’s empowerment, emancipation and gender 
equality are integrated in all the activities encompassed within Agenda 21, the Millennium 
development goals and the Plan of Implementation of the Summit." 

"30. We undertake to strengthen and improve governance at all levels for the effective 
implementation of Agenda 21, the Millennium development goals and the Plan of Implementation of 
the Summit." 
 
However, at least in the version at http://www.un-documents.net/jburgdec.htm footnote 6 to that 
phrase in paragraph 20 reads:  

"See General Assembly resolution 55/2"  

 
- the Millennium Declaration, not the "MDGs".  
 
 
The phrase therefore appears to mean the wider, often 2000-baseline Millennium  
Declaration goals, not the generally easier, narrower, often 1990-baseline "MDG" 
framework of more dubious formal standing.  
 
The 2002 Johannesburg Plan of Implementation which the summit adopted also 
mentions "Millennium development goals" three times, in paragraphs 9, 25 and 67. 
 
The other reference, in paragraph 116 on education, was later formally corrected to 
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"the development goal in the Millennium Declaration".   
 
 

 
 
 

 

The Plan's references to "Millennium development goals" are in the 
context of repeated mentions of the Millennium Declaration and its 
goals, including of some specific pledges.   Also, the plan mentions a 
2000 baseline. 
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The references to "Millennium development goals" are: 
 

"9. Take joint actions and improve efforts to work together at all 
levels to improve access to reliable and affordable energy services for 
sustainable development sufficient to facilitate the achievement of the 
Millennium development goals, including the goal of halving the 
proportion of people in poverty by 2015, and as a means to generate 
other important services that mitigate poverty, bearing in mind that 
access to energy facilitates the eradication of poverty." 
 
 

"25. Launch a programme of actions, with financial and technical assistance, to achieve the 
Millennium development goal on safe drinking water. In this respect, we agree to halve, by the year 
2015, the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water, as outlined 
in the Millennium Declaration" 

 
 

"67. Achieve significantly improved sustainable agricultural productivity and food security in 
furtherance of the agreed Millennium development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration, in particular to halve by 2015 the proportion of people who suffer from hunger" 
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Johannesburg Declaration, September 2002: 
 
 
 
“We, the representatives of the peoples of the world… 
 
...commit ourselves to the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation and to expedite the achievement of 
the time-bound, socio-economic and environmental targets contained therein.” 

 
 
Plan of Implementation: 

"Develop programmes and initiatives  
 
to reduce, by the year 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and 
maternal mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000  
 
and reduce disparities between and within developed and developing countries as quickly as possible, 
with particular attention to eliminating the pattern of disproportionate and preventable mortality 
among girl infants and children" 

 
World Summit on Sustainable Development  
4 September 2002 
http://www.un-documents.net/jburgdec.htm 
http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/WSSD_POI_PD/English/WSSD_PlanImpl.pdf  
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Longer extracts 
 
 
 

Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development 

 
 
From our origins to the future 

 
1. We, the representatives of the peoples of the world, assembled at the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development in Johannesburg, South Africa, from 2 to 4 September 2002, reaffirm our commitment to 
sustainable development.  

 
2. We commit ourselves to building a humane, equitable and caring global society, cognizant of the 
need for human dignity for all. .... 
 
 
5. Accordingly, we assume a collective responsibility to advance and strengthen the interdependent 
and mutually reinforcing pillars of sustainable development - economic development, social 
development and environmental protection - at the local, national, regional and global levels.  

 
6. From this continent, the cradle of humanity, we declare, through the Plan of Implementation of the 
World Summit on Sustainable Development and the present Declaration, our responsibility to one 
another, to the greater community of life and to our children.  

 
7. Recognizing that humankind is at a crossroads, we have united in a common resolve to make a 
determined effort to respond positively to the need to produce a practical and visible plan to bring 
about poverty eradication and human development.  

 

From Stockholm to Rio de Janeiro to Johannesburg 

8. Thirty years ago, in Stockholm, we agreed on the urgent need to respond to the problem of 
environmental deterioration./1  
 
Ten years ago, at the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, held in Rio de 
Janeiro,/2 we agreed that the protection of the environment and social and economic development 
are fundamental to sustainable development, based on the Rio Principles.  
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To achieve such development, we adopted the global programme entitled Agenda 21 /3 and the Rio 
Declaration on Environment and Development,/3 to which we reaffirm our commitment.  
 
The Rio Conference was a significant milestone that set a new agenda for sustainable development.  

 
9. Between Rio and Johannesburg, the world's nations have met in several major conferences under 
the auspices of the United Nations, including the International Conference on Financing for 
Development,/4 as well as the Doha Ministerial Conference./5  
 
These conferences defined for the world a comprehensive vision for the future of humanity.  

 
10. At the Johannesburg Summit, we have achieved much in bringing together a rich tapestry of 
peoples and views in a constructive search for a common path towards a world that respects and 
implements the vision of sustainable development.  
 
The Johannesburg Summit has also confirmed that significant progress has been made towards 
achieving a global consensus and partnership among all the people of our planet. ... 

 
20. We are committed to ensuring that women's empowerment, emancipation and gender equality are 
integrated in all the activities encompassed within Agenda 21, the Millennium development goals /6 
and the Plan of Implementation of the Summit." 
 
[MB: See above: the leaders seem to mean the largely 15-year Millennium Declaration goals, since 
the relevant footnote 6, at least in the version at un-documents.net, reads "See General Assembly 
resolution 55/2".] 
 
 
21. We recognize the reality that global society has the means and is endowed with the resources to 
address the challenges of poverty eradication and sustainable development confronting all humanity.  
 
Together, we will take extra steps to ensure that these available resources are used to the benefit of 
humanity. 
 
 
22. In this regard, to contribute to the achievement of our development goals and targets, we urge 
developed countries that have not done so to make concrete efforts reach the internationally agreed 
levels of official development assistance.  
 
... 

30. We undertake to strengthen and improve governance at all levels for the effective implementation 
of Agenda 21, the Millennium development goals and the Plan of Implementation of the Summit.  
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36. We commit ourselves to the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development and to expediting the achievement of the time-bound, socio-economic and 
environmental targets contained therein.  

 
 
37. From the African continent, the cradle of humankind, we solemnly pledge to the peoples of the 
world and the generations that will surely inherit this Earth that we are determined to ensure that 
our collective hope for sustainable development is realized." 
 

Johannesburg Declaration 
World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(Earth Summit) 
September 2002 
http://www.un-documents.net/jburgdec.htm 
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Johannesburg Plan of Implementation: 
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I. Introduction  

 

 
1. The United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, held in Rio de Janeiro in 1992,1 
provided the fundamental principles and the programme of action for achieving sustainable 
development.  
 

 
We strongly reaffirm our commitment to the Rio principles,2 the full implementation of Agenda 21 2 
and the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 3.  
 
We also commit ourselves to achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those 
contained in the United Nations Millennium Declaration and in the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and international agreements since 1992... 
 

 

2. The present plan of implementation will further build on the achievements made since the United 
Nations Conference on Environment and Development and expedite the realization of the remaining 
goals.  
 
To this end, we commit ourselves to undertaking concrete actions and measures at all levels and to 
enhancing international cooperation, taking into account the Rio principles, including, inter alia, the 
principle of common but differentiated responsibilities as set out in principle 7 of the Rio Declaration 
on Environment and Development.5  
 
These efforts will also promote the integration of the three components of sustainable development — 
economic development, social development and environmental protection — as interdependent and 
mutually reinforcing pillars.  
 
Poverty eradication, changing unsustainable patterns of production and consumption and protecting 
and managing the natural resource base of economic and social development are overarching 
objectives of, and essential requirements for, sustainable development. 
 

3. We recognize that the implementation of the outcomes of the Summit should benefit all, particularly 
women, youth, children and vulnerable groups.  
 
Furthermore, the implementation should involve all relevant actors through partnerships, especially 
between Governments of the North and South, on the one hand, and between Governments and major 
groups, on the other, to achieve the widely shared goals of sustainable development.  
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As reflected in the Monterrey Consensus, 6 such partnerships are key to pursuing sustainable 
development in a globalizing world.  
 
 
4. Good governance within each country and at the international level is essential for sustainable 
development.  
 
At the domestic level, sound environmental, social and economic policies, democratic institutions 
responsive to the needs of the people, the rule of law, anti-corruption measures, gender equality and 
an enabling environment for investment are the basis for sustainable development.  
 
As a result of globalization, external factors have become critical in determining the success or 
failure of developing countries in their national efforts.  
 
The gap between developed and developing countries points to the continued need for a dynamic and 
enabling international economic environment supportive of international cooperation, particularly in 
the areas of finance, technology transfer, debt and trade and full and effective participation of 
developing countries in global decision-making... 
 
 
 
II. Poverty eradication ... 

7 ...concerted and concrete measures are required at all levels to enable developing countries to 
achieve their sustainable development goals as related to the internationally agreed poverty-related 
targets and goals, including those contained in Agenda 21, the relevant outcomes of other United 
Nations conferences and the United Nations Millennium Declaration.   
 
This would include actions at all levels to:  
 
(a) Halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than 1 dollar a 
day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger and, by the same date, to halve the 
proportion of people without access to safe drinking water..." 

 
[MB: The actual commitment in the Millennium Declaration refers to "affordable" water.  
 
That is reflected in a later paragraph in the Johannesburg plan, now adding a sanitation pledge – 
which is hardly likely to have a different baseline from the water pledge:] 
 
 
"8. ...we agree to halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to 
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afford safe drinking water (as outlined in the Millennium Declaration) and the proportion of people 
who do not have access to basic sanitation..." 
 

[The leaders again refer to a "Millennium development goal" "as outlined in the Millennium 
Declaration" – clearly meaning the 2000-baseline pledge.   
 
In this case the baseline agreed by the "MDG architects" was also 2000, according to the official 
OECD report to its member countries in September 2001.   
 
Member states' use of the phrase "Millennium development goal" to refer to the actual pledges of 
2000 rather than the Secretary-General's proposed "MDG" structure which they had not approved, is 
of wider significance.] 

  
 

 
"25. Launch a programme of actions, with financial and technical assistance, to achieve the 
Millennium development goal on safe drinking water.  In this respect, we agree to halve, by the year 
2015, the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water, as outlined 
in the Millennium Declaration, and the proportion of people without access to basic sanitation, which 
would include actions at all levels to: ... 
 
(b) Facilitate access to public information and participation, including by women, at all levels in 
support of policy and decision-making related to water resources management and project 
implementation... 
 

 
 
 
40... Sustainable agriculture and rural development are essential to the implementation of an 
integrated approach to increasing food production and enhancing food security and food safety in an 
environmentally sustainable way. This would include actions at all levels to:  

 
 (a) Achieve the Millennium Declaration target to halve by the year 2015 the proportion of the world's 
people who suffer from hunger...  
 

 
 
54. Strengthen the capacity of health-care systems...and to reduce environmental health threats... This 
would include actions at all levels to:....  
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(f) Develop programmes and initiatives  

 

to reduce, by the year 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and 
maternal mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000  
 

 
and  
 

 
reduce disparities between and  
within developed and developing countries  
as quickly as possible,  
 

 
with particular attention to eliminating the pattern of disproportionate and preventable mortality 
among girl infants and children" 

 
 
"(h) Promote the preservation, development and use of effective traditional medicine knowledge and 
practices, where appropriate, in combination with modern medicine, recognizing indigenous and 
local communities as custodians of traditional knowledge and practices, while promoting effective 
protection of traditional knowledge... 

 
 
 
 

 VIII. Sustainable development for Africa  

 
62. ...Achieving sustainable development includes actions at all levels to:  
 
(j) Deal effectively with energy problems in Africa, including through initiatives to:  

(i) Establish and promote programmes, partnerships and initiatives to support Africa’s efforts to 
implement NEPAD objectives on energy, which seek to secure access for at least 35 per cent of the 
African population within 20 years, especially in rural areas... 
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X. Means of implementation 
 
 
"122. Develop, implement, monitor and review education action plans and programmes at the 
national, subnational and local levels, as appropriate, that reflect the Dakar Framework for Action 
on Education for All and that are relevant to local conditions and needs leading to the achievement of 
community development and make education for sustainable development a part of those plans."  
 
[MB:  The Dakar Framework reads,  
 
"(iii) ensuring that the learning needs of all young people and adults are met through equitable access 
to appropriate learning and life-skills programmes; 
(iv) achieving a 50 per cent improvement in levels of adult literacy by 2015, especially for women, 
and equitable access to basic and continuing education for all adults"] 

 
 
"123. Provide all community members with a wide range of formal and non -formal continuing 
educational opportunities, including volunteer community service programmes, in order to end 
illiteracy and emphasize the importance of lifelong learning and promote sustainable development. 

 
... 

 
XI. Institutional framework for sustainable development  
 

137. An effective institutional framework for sustainable development at all levels is key to the full 
implementation of Agenda 21, the follow-up to the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development and meeting emerging sustainable development challenges.  
 
Measures aimed at strengthening such a framework should build on the provisions of Agenda 21, as 
well as the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 of 1997, and the principles of 
the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development and should promote the achievement of the 
internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, 
taking into account the Monterrey Consensus and relevant outcomes of other major United Nations 
conferences and international agreements since 1992.  
 
It should be responsive to the needs of all countries, taking into account the specific needs of 
developing countries including the means of implementation. It should lead to the strengthening of 
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international bodies and organizations dealing with sustainable development, while respecting their 
existing mandates, as well as to the strengthening of relevant regional, national and local institutions.  
 
 
 
138. Good governance is essential for sustainable development.  
 
Sound economic policies,  

solid democratic institutions responsive to the needs of the people  

and  

improved infrastructure  

 
are the basis for sustained economic growth, poverty eradication, and employment creation.  
 
Freedom, peace and security, domestic stability, respect for human rights, including the right to 
development, and the rule of law, gender equality, market-oriented policies, and  
 
an overall commitment to just and democratic societies are also essential and mutually reinforcing." 

 
 
 

"Role of the General Assembly 

143. The General Assembly of the United Nations should adopt sustainable development as a key 
element of the overarching framework for United Nations activities,  
 
particularly for achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in 
the Millennium Declaration..."  
 

 
"151. Stress the need for international institutions both within and outside the United Nations 
system...to enhance...efforts to: ... 
 
Enhance the effectiveness and coordination of  
international institutions to implement  
 
Agenda 21,  
 
the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development,  
 
relevant sustainable development aspects of the Millennium Declaration..." 
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Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development  
(Earth Summit) 
4 September 2002 
http://www.un-documents.net/jburgpln.htm  
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“How will Government adherence to commitments made in Johannesburg be monitored? 
 
 
Following decisions made at the Summit, the UN Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD) 
will now have an enhanced role in respect of reviewing and monitoring …” 

https://web.archive.org/web/20150910190646/http://www.johannesburgsummit.org/html/basic_info/f
aqs.html   

 

 
 

...................... 

 

 

 

"On behalf of the European Union...the world community still has far to go if we are to meet the goals 
of the Millennium Declaration. 

For many countries, the United Nations is first and foremost about combating poverty. How to ensure 
everyone access to the essentials of life; the next meal; the medicine and health care to survive; and 
access to basic education.  
 
These are the promises contained in the Millennium Declaration. And we must not let the world 
down." 

Statement by H.E. Anders Fog Rasmussen 
Prime Minister of Denmark on behalf of the European Union 
Fifty-Seventh Session Of The General Assembly 
General Debate 
New York, 12 September 2002 
http://www.un.org/webcast/ga/57/statements/020912denmarkE.htm  
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United States Department of State: 
 
"The UN’s development philosophy is shaped and executed by UNDP and fellow members of the UN 
Development Group (UNDG), which is comprised of the UN Children’s Fund, the UN Population 
Fund (UNFPA), and the World Food Program. It is based on international development goals 
(IDGs), including those contained in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
 
"Key activities in 2002 included:  

•   UNDP incorporated achievement of the IDGs into its work plan. By the end of 2004, country teams 
in every developing country will have produced a report containing information on progress made 
since the baseline year of 1990 and an analysis of what is needed to achieve the Millennium 
Declaration goals by 2015." 

"In September 2000, at the UN Millennium Summit, world leaders agreed to a set of time–bound and 
measurable goals and targets.....  
 
These targets [?] plus a number of other targets with which UN member states have not agreed, were 
listed as the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in the UN Secretary–General’s 2001 report, 
“Road Map Towards the Implementation of the UN Millennium Declaration.” 
 
 
[MB:  The US Government misled in saying "these [Millennium Declaration] targets" were included 
in the "MDG" list.   
 
For one thing, several of the most publicised "MDG" targets were in fact diluted from the Declaration 
pledges.]   
 
 
"The United Nations mounted a campaign to raise public awareness of the MDGs, and aims to build 
coalitions and mobilize worldwide political action on behalf of the MDGs.  

In March 2002, the President said, “America supports the international development goals in the UN 
Millennium Declaration, and believes that these goals are a shared responsibility of developed and 
developing countries." " 

 
United States Participation in the United Nations 
Department of State 
2002 
http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/26863.pdf 
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"Unless we can speed things up dramatically, we shall find when we get to 2015, that the words of the 
Declaration ring hollow."  

Kofi Annan 
1 October 2002 
http://www.aparchive.com/metadata/UN-Annan/98e563abc1f9ea8f00130359afb0f962     

  

 

 

Subj: Epidemiology and statistics 

Date: 4 October 2002 

To: cmurray@hsph.harvard.edu 

 

Dear Professor Murray 
 
I think you may be interested in the following. 
 
I am currently writing about poverty statistics   -   in particular the relationships between life length 
and population averages. 
 
If the poorest live longer, then average income may fall, and also the proportion of poor people may 
rise, as a  result. 
 
Perhaps this kind of effect has been considered in relation to epidemiological data   -  if there are more 
deaths from AIDS or malnutrition, then they may contribute to a lower prevalence level.    
 
The state of knowledge on this kind of thing in economics is basically nothing, and there is no theory 
dealing with even starting to think about it.     

 
 
[Later note:  I was wrong there.  Jeffrey Sachs and Ravi Kanbur had co-authored and authored, 
respectively, relevant papers in December 2001 and April 2002 after I had explained the problem to 
them in April 2001.   
 
There exist some references to William Nordhaus writing about a relevant issue in 1999 concerning 
the United States, though it seems his piece may not have been published until 2002 or 2003 in a book 
edited by Topel and Murphy.   
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As was pointed out by Bloom, Canning and Jamison in 2004, Dan Usher had written about lifetime 
income in 1973 (before falling life expectancy in some countries due to AIDS) .   
 
As far as I know, I was aware in December 2001 of the Sachs WHO commission report of that month.   
 
It made claims about benefits from saving lives.  Its method was to add up numbers supposed to refer 
to people's economic activity rather than using population averages which looked worse if the poor 
survived.   
 
However, it may be that even by late 2002 I had not read the shorter paper by Sachs, Jamison and 
Wang, part of the CMH output.    
 
This repeated what I had explained to Professor Sachs in April, that averages of living people fail to 
count the dead even though economists traditionally, and wrongly, claim that they have averaged 
outcomes for real people.]. 

 

Conclusions as to average benefit to poor people from policies which raise average income or lower 
the proportion of poor people may be in doubt.    But it is hard to know whether such effects have up 
to now been large or small.    In the case of economics, the presence of significant effects of 
differential mortality -  and related effects of demographic change, such as changing ratios of 

adults to children   -    could provide a partial explanation of different rises in GDP in different 
countries.     
 
 
[Later note:  Jamison, Sachs and Wang had said in December 2001 that trends for GDP per capita (of 
whoever happened to be alive at different times) in several AIDS-stricken African countries did not 
reflect average outcomes.   
This supported what should perhaps have been blindingly obvious, or perhaps "proved" the 
importance of the theoretical point I had made to Sachs eight months before.   
 
I put "proved" in quotation marks because economic welfare, and even economic activity, are matters 
of opinion rather than fact, and so is the value of money compared to life.] 
 
 
I would be interested to know any estimates of this kind of effect in the field of epidemiology.    
 
Many thanks. 
 
Matt Berkley 
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"Item 44: Follow-up to the outcome of the United Nations Millennium Summit 
Statement by H.E. Mr. Jan KAVAN 
President of the United Nations General Assembly 

4 October 2002 
 

Mr. Secretary-General, Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Today, we open our first joint debate on two very important agenda items: the work of the 
Organization and the Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit.  
 
Let me first express my appreciation to the Secretary-General for his introduction of both reports and 
specially for his determination to pursue the goals of the Millennium Declaration. ... 

"During the 57th Session, I am particularly determined to devote special attention to the issue of the 
coordinated and integrated follow-up of the outcomes of the major United Nations international 
conferences of the past decade, especially the Millennium Summit, and the Monterrey and 
Johannesburg Summits." 
 
"Millennium Development Goals [?] became the basis of the economic and social policy of the United 
Nations Organization and international development cooperation.  
 
Their implementation must remain our top priority. Now, with the first report on the Implementation 
of the United Nations Millennium Declaration presented, it is time to engage ourselves in the search 
for the most effective approach in the follow-up mechanism, formulating a set of requirements for 
monitoring and review of the implementation of the Millennium Development Goals to ensure due 
results at the due time". [?] 
 
President of the UN General Assembly: Statements 
4 October 2002 
http://www.un.org/ga/president/57/pages/speeches/statement021004.htm 
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"Goals and Targets of the Millennium Declaration  
 
[!] 
 
...Reduce by two-thirds, between 1990  
 
[!]  
 
and 2015, the under-five mortality rate 
 
...Reduce by three-quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio" 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development  
Development Assistance Committee 
DRAFT DAC GUIDELINES ON POVERTY AND HEALTH 
14 October 2002 
http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=DCD/DAC(2002)25&docL
anguage=En  

  

 

 

 
 

In early 2003, I spoke with the Chief of Statistical Services at the UN, Robert Johnston, for over an 
hour about problems with "poverty" statistics and related statistics.   
 
I was unaware that the Millennium Declaration made more ambitious pledges than what was in the 
"Millennium Development Goal" targets, or the misleading content on the UN Statistics Division 
website, below.  
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"The United Nations Millennium Declaration...establishes eight goals and eighteen targets for 
development and poverty eradication and for protecting our common environment. These are set out 
below... 

Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than one dollar a day... 

Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger... 

Reduce by two thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate 

Reduce by three quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio" 

United Nations Statistics Division 
Page archived 2002 
https://web.archive.org/web/20021001072052/http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mi/mi_goals.asp  

 

 

 

The UN Secretary-General's Message for 2002: 

 
"...at the United Nations Millennium Summit, world leaders ...resolved that by 2015 they would: 
halve the proportions of the world’s people living in extreme poverty and hunger and without safe 
drinking water...reduce child mortality by two thirds and maternal mortality by three quarters... 
 
...recommit [?] ourselves to these Millennium Development Goals, and reflect on the progress... 
 
people living on less than $1 a day in developing countries declined from one third in 1990 (the 
agreed [!] start date from which progress is to be measured) to one quarter in 1999.  ... 

By the year 2000....we should have been 40 per cent of the way there." [!] 
 
Kofi Annan 
UN Secretary-General 
International Day for the Eradication of Poverty 
17 October 2002 
http://www.un.org/en/events/povertyday/2002/sgmessage2002.shtml  
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"In September 2000, at the United Nations Millennium Summit, world leaders agreed to a set of time-
bound and measurable goals and targets for combating poverty, hunger, disease, illiteracy, 
environmental degradation and discrimination against women.  
 
Placed at the heart of the global agenda, they [!] are now called the Millennium Development 

Goals" 

FACT SHEET [!] 
Implementing the Millennium Declaration 
Millennium Development Goals and the United Nations Role 
Published by the United Nations Department of Public Information 
October 2002 
http://web.archive.org/web/20030804231848/http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/MDGs-
FACTSHEET1.pdf 

 

 

......................................................................... 

 
 
 

MB, 1 November 2002: 

 

...1.  Sen in the Journal of Philosophy (1979) explicitly says that utilitarianism is about better states of 
affairs.    This is wrong.    It's about consequences, not about final states of affairs as measured by 
social scientists, even for individuals.    If I do badly for 9 years and then well in the 10th, this is not 
captured by the final state of affairs but is captured by total consequences for me.    Bentham says that 
the duration of pleasures is a factor.   
 
2.   Broome is the only person I know of who comes close to saying that economics is not 
utilitarian.    I can read it into what he says in his new book (draft available on his home page) and it is 
implied by what he does say about averages.     (I searched the text for the word "average").    I sent 
him a short email saying that economics is not utilitarian, and he hasn't replied.    My email wasn't as 
good as it might have been.     Apart from Broome, nobody I know of has ever said that economics is 
about average rather than total welfare (ie states of affairs of individuals)  -   which is blindingly 
obvious. 

 

[Later note:  In fact Jeffrey Sachs and Ravi Kanbur, at least, had made related points after I had 
explained the problem to them.] 
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3.  Blackorby and co. are a funny lot.    They have a whole load of maths that no sane person would 
bother reading, and seem to just state their own opinions on population size (the value of someone 
extra being alive).     I don't believe in intuition as the final arbiter of morality (the same problem 
attaches to Parfit's Repugnant Conclusion, which by the way other people mentioned before 
him).     But intuition tested by lessening of self-interested thoughts, plus ruthless honesty, plus time 
to ponder/meditate (as advocated by Gandhi) is more sensible.      Blackorby seems to say (in putting 
forward "critical-level utilitarianism") that some people have such bad lives that it's not worth keeping 
them alive, forgetting that anyone who has power over life and death is also likely to have power over 
improving life for those people by redistributing resources.    Moral philosophy which is about the 
relative preferability of states of affairs is not relevant to human action except insofar as it can affect 
human affairs.    "Ought" may imply "can" but "can" is necessary for "ought".   
 
 
4.  There's a name for most of the fallacies in social science (including economics) that I 
describe.     It's the "ecological fallacy" and the problem is known as the "ecological inference 
problem".   A guy called Gary King at Harvard, who seems very bright and sensible, is a political 
scientist who's written a book about it...    "Ecological" means in this context "inferences from 
statistics on a geographical area to the progress of individuals".     
 
5.  Thomas Hurka wrote a couple of articles about average utilitarianism in 1982 in Analysis, saying 
there are 11 varieties.   Of course you and I would say some of them at least aren't utilitarian.    And 
we'd be right.     
 
 

 

........................................... 
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UK government explicitly refers to the more ambitious commitments as "a global agenda" but 

then confuses by referring to support for the "MDGs", which are generally easier and 

narrower: 
 
 
 
"Recent international conferences - the Millennium Summit, Doha, Financing for Development and 
the World Summit on Sustainable Development- have together established a global agenda for 
poverty reduction.  
 
...we do not see a need for more big conferences.  
 
The need now is to implement the commitments we have made, not to revisit them.  
 
We are supporting the UN's work in monitoring countries' progress towards the MDGs, [?] linking 
together campaigns in support of the MDGs and the Secretary General‘s annual reports on global 
progress, which should help inject a sense of urgency into national and international efforts to 
achieve the MDGs." 
 
UK Government's response to the House of Commons International Development Committee's Fifth 
Report 
Financing for Development: Finding the Money to Eliminate World Poverty  
Published 4 November 2002 
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/1269/1269.pdf  

 
 
 
 
UK Secretary of State appears to misleads Parliament, since there seems to be no General 
Assembly resolution of 2000-2 mandating the Secretary-General to report on his easier "MDG" 
targets rather than the actual pledges: 
 
 
"Millennium Declaration 

Malcolm Bruce: To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what steps have been 
taken to produce an annual report on progress towards the Millennium Declaration. [77571] 

Clare Short: Following the Millennium summit in September 2000, the UN General Assembly 
mandated the Secretary General to produce annual reports on "Implementation of the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration", including progress towards the Millennium Development Goals.  
 
[!] 
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The first of these reports (reference A/57/270) is available on the UN website at www.un.org"  
 
Clare Short, Secretary of State for International Development, written answer 
UK House of Commons  
4 November 2002 
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmhansrd/vo021104/text/21104w08.htm 

 
 
 
 

"The General Assembly… 
 
Cognizant of…the need to achieve the internationally agreed development goals, including those set 
out in the Millennium Declaration..." 
  
UN General Assembly Resolution 57/7   
Final review and appraisal of the United Nations New Agenda for the Development of Africa in the 
1990s and support for the New Partnership for Africa’s Development   
4 November 2002 
www1.uneca.org/nepad/nepad_ares577.aspx           
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"The International Development Committee has agreed to the following Report: 

DEPARTMENT FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT: DEPARTMENTAL REPORT 2002 

... 
 
Monitoring Progress Towards the MDGs 

61. The Departmental Report highlights the importance of measuring and monitoring progress, 
including progress towards the MDGs, but acknowledges the problems which developing 
countries—and hence their donors—face in collecting data.[72]  
 
In addition to annex 2 which sets out achievements against DFID's PSAs, chapter 4 of the 
Departmental Report—"How we are doing: Moving towards the Millennium Development Goals"—
contains some assessment of progress. However, this is couched mostly in terms of progress towards 
the MDGs at the continental or regional level, using World Bank data, with little information 
provided about progress in individual countries in which DFID is engaged.  

 
62. The obstacles to effective monitoring of progress towards the MDGs are widely acknowledged, 
both within DFID, and by other commentators.  
 
In its recent report, the Public Accounts Committee stated that: "The Department's ability to provide 
a reliable view of their performance has been constrained by the poor quality of data they have had 
to use to measure progress against their Public Service Agreement targets".[73] In response to our 
questioning DFID wrote: 

"There are known problems with availability, reliability and timeliness of the data for monitoring 
progress on development outcomes. This is a characteristic of poor statistical systems in poor 
countries. Where possible DFID takes figures directly from the databases of the World Bank (for 
example their World Development Indicators database) or from the UN agency which has 
responsibility for the particular indicator. These are the most comprehensive and comparable sources 
of data for these indicators but in most cases they rely on weak national statistical systems to provide 
the country-level data. The process of data collation by international agencies sometimes adds a 
considerable timelag, often of 2-3 years or more, to the process. Thus DFID often supplements 
international data with data obtained directly from the countries themselves".[74] 

 
63. A variety of issues affect the collection of data in and from developing countries, including:  
 
the time lag between data collection and publication;  
 
gaps in the collection of data;  
 
differences in technical definitions and methods of data collection which make it hard to make 
comparisons between—and sometimes even within—different countries;  
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the complexity and cost of some technical aspects of data collection (e.g. the international 
comparison programme to collect the data to establish purchasing power parity dollars);  
 
and the absence of vital registration and census data which undermines the denominators for many 
statistics.[75]  

 
64. The difficulties encountered in obtaining reliable and comparable data undermine both the 
policy-making process, and the use of the MDGs—or more precisely the PSA—as a management 
tool.[76]  
 
In recognition of this, and in order to build the capacity of developing countries to collect data, DFID 
is collaborating with other development agencies to help build the capacity of developing countries to 
collect and use statistical data.  
 
The main focus of this effort is a programme called 'Partnerships in Statistics for Development in the 
21st Century'.[77]  
 
DFID reports that over the past year, regional workshops have been held in some 40 countries, 
encouraging cooperation and dialogue between users and producers of statistics in developing 
countries.[78] More specifically, DFID is seeking to ensure that there is sufficient data to enable it to 
monitor progress in relation to its PSA targets. ODI reported that:  
 
"Of the 31 indicators related to the 7 country applicable goals in the MDGs, DFID is currently 
focussing attention on ensuring that all countries are able to generate data on 6 key indicators: $/day 
income-poverty; enrolment; gender equity in education; under-five mortality rate; births attended by 
trained specialists; [and], HIV prevalence".[79]  

 
65. DFID faces major problems in collecting the data needed to monitor progress against the 
MDGs, and has made the first step towards addressing this issue by recognising its importance.  
 
We urge DFID to continue its work with developing countries, other donors, the World Bank and the 
OECD, to improve the provision of statistics on international development in both the short and 
longer term, and to provide progress reports in future Departmental Reports." 
 
UK House of Commons  
International Development Committee Report 
Department for International Development: Departmental Report 2002 
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/964/96411.htm#a12  

"The MDGs crystallise commitments made at a series of UN conferences, [Misleading.  In key 
aspects, they weaken them.] and encompass specific time-bound targets—for instance, to halve, 
between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than US$1 [!] per day—and 
measurable [not according to the same report!] indicators to assess progress.[5]"  
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UK House of Commons  
International Development Committee Report 
Department for International Development: Departmental Report 2002 
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/964/96405.htm 
 

 

 

 

"[official percentages of deprived people] are depressing enough. Yet, they can plausibly be accused 
of making things look better than they are.   
 
By focusing on human beings alive at any given time, all these statistics give less weight to persons 
whose lives are short.  
 
Thus, if the poorest third of humankind live, on average, half as long as the rest (which is 
approximately true), then they account for fully one half of all human lives.  
 
To give the same weight to each human life irrespective of its duration, all the above statistics would 
have to be similarly adjusted for differences in life expectancy" 
 
Thomas Pogge 
Moral Universalism and Global Economic Justice, chapter in: 
World Poverty and Human Rights, page 98 
Polity Press 
November 2002 
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THE MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS AND ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND CULTURAL 

RIGHTS 

A Joint Statement by  
the UN Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and  

the UN Commission on Human Rights’ Special Rapporteurs  
on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 

(29 November 2002) 
 
 

1. The Millennium Declaration sets the United Nations (UN) agenda for peace, security and 
development concerns in the 21st Century, including in the areas of environment, human rights, 
and governance.  
 
The General Assembly  called upon the whole UN system to assist Member States in the 
implementation of this Declaration 1*. In order to guide the UN system in this task, the Secretary-
General prepared a “road-map” for implementing goals, including Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs) and Millennium Human Rights Goals, related to the Declaration. 2 

 

2.  Recently, during the presentation of his first annual progress report on implementing the 
Millennium Declaration, the UN Secretary-General warned that prospects for reaching the MDGs on 
current trends are uncertain, with marked differences between and within regions. He also stressed 
that insufficient progress was being made in meeting the broader objectives of the declaration, such 
as human rights, democracy and good governance. 3  
  
 
1 RES/2002/69, 25 April 2002, paragraphs 5 and 6. 
 
2 A/RES/56/95. The “road-map” contains a list of goals for each chapter of the Declaration, including eight Millennium 
Development Goals and six Millennium Human Rights Goals (See Annex 1) 
 

3 SG/2079, DEV/2397, 1 October 2002. See also Report of the Secretary-General, Implementation of the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration, A/57/270, 31 July 2002. 
 

... 

  



 877    

Annex 1 8 

 

 

The Millennium Human Rights Goals 

 

 

Goal 1: To respect and fully uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and 
strive for the full protection and promotion in all countries of civil, political, 
economic, social and cultural rights for all;  
 
Goal 2: To strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement the principles and 
practices of democracy and human rights, including minority rights;  
 
Goal 3: To combat all forms of violence against women and to implement the 
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women;  
 
Goal 4: To take measures to ensure respect for and the protection of the human rights 
of migrants, migrant workers and their families, to eliminate the increasing acts of 
racism and xenophobia in many societies, and to promote greater harmony and 
tolerance in all societies;  
 
Goal 5: To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine 
participation by all citizens in all our countries;  
 
Goal 6: To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the 
right of the public to have access to information 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Millennium Development Goals 
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Goal 1: Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger; Goal 2: Achieve universal primary 
education; Goal 3: Promote gender equality and empower women; Goal 4: Reduce 
child mortality; Goal 5: Improve maternal health; Goal 6: Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria 
and other diseases; Goal 7: Ensure environmental sustainability; Goal 8: Develop a 
global partnership for development. 

 

 

8 See Roadmap towards the implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration: Report of the Secretary General 
to the General Assembly September 2001, A/56/326, 59 pages. 

 

The Millennium Development Goals and Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
A Joint Statement by the UN Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the UN 
Commission on Human Rights’ Special Rapporteurs on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
29 November 2002 
http://www.socialwatch.org/sites/default/files/about/beirut_en/MDGs_DESC_eng.doc  
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"Key commitments, targets and timetables of the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development [held in Johannesburg 2002]... 
 
Reduce, by 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and maternal 
mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000 (reaffirmation of millennium 
development goal)..." 
 
[? - Does the Secretary-General mean what he previously called an "MDG" target - which would 
make his reference here wrong - or the goal in the Millennium Declaration, which would make what 
he says here confusing?]  
 
Note by the Secretary-General  
World Summit on Sustainable Development and its possible implications for the work of the 
Statistical Commission 
30 November 2002 
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/environment/envpdf/2003-33e.pdf  
 
 
 
Comment:  The Secretary-General here refers confusingly to the Johannesburg summit reaffirming 
the "millennium development goal".   
 
The Johannesburg Summit was in fact reaffirming the Millennium Declaration promise, not his easier 
so-called "MDG" targets. 

It is not clear why he did not mention the aim of reducing survival differences within nations as 
quickly as possible, which applies to rich as well as poor nations. 
 
 
 

"BBC Lecture 

At 3:30 this afternoon at the Dag Hammarskjöld Library Auditorium, the Secretary-General will 
present a special BBC World Service lecture as part of the celebration of the seventieth anniversary 
of the British Broadcasting Corporation, and he will discuss ...the goals enshrined in the Millennium 
Declaration." 

Press Briefing by the Office of the Spokesman for the Secretary-General 
10 December 2002 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2002/db121002.doc.htm  
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[To what follows, compare the misleading impression given by the BBC's highest authority, its 
Trustees, in the July 2015 Editorial Standards Committee bulletin that there was a UN "commitment" 
in 2001 to the 1990 baseline.    
 
There was no such commitment by member states.    
 
Clearly, even if there had been such a commitment in 2001 by member states, the reiteration of the 
actual Millennium pledges in the Declaration would have made it largely redundant.   
 
But also, by repeatedly claiming and implying that what leaders in 2000 had pledged was the 
narrower "MDGs", the BBC distracted the public from the other goals pledged in the Millennium 
Declaration.] 
 
 
 
"[the Secretary-General] stressed the importance of the targets set in the Millennium Declaration 
adopted by world leaders at a UN summit in 2000" 

In BBC address, Annan says Iraq must fully comply with disarmament obligations 
United Nations News Centre 
10 December 2002 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=5612&Cr=iraq&Cr1=annan 

 

 
 

"I believe we now have an agenda for the new century... 

That agenda is the Millennium Declaration, on which all the world’s leaders agreed, two years ago, 
when they assembled at the United Nations for the Millennium Summit.  
 
It brings together all the conclusions of the great world conferences of the past decade. 

[That is untrue, as was Annan's claim in his 2001 "road map" that the easier "MDG" targets did not 
"undercut" previous conference agreements.   
 
The 1996 World Food Summit pledge, for example, which was still in force, was more ambitious. 
 
Mr Annan is putting out the same propaganda which has been repeated many times since - that newer 
goals are equal to or more ambitious than previous UN goals.] 

 
"And the most immediate and urgent part of it  
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[!]  
 
is the Millennium Development Goals" 
 
[Misleading. Not in reality part of the Declaration but basically a watered down version] 
 
 
" -- a set of clear targets... 

These are minimum, achievable goals, with a clear deadline: 2015"  

And the most important thing we at the United Nations can contribute is to keep you informed." 
 
[Annan here and elsewhere was keeping the public misinformed about leaders' pledges, and elsewhere 
misled about the availability and meaning of statistics on the progress of the species.] 

 
 
"We need to tell you what your leaders have promised in your name, [!] and what must happen, in 
every government and every society, if those promises are to be kept – so that you can keep your own 
scorecard of your country's performance.  

The more you know, the better placed you are to insist that the right things are done.  
 
[!] 

Every year, for the rest of my time in office, I shall deliver a report to the General Assembly of the 
United Nations, on the progress the world is making, or failing to make, in implementing the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
But we shall also help every developing country to produce its own annual report and – rest assured – 
we shall keep reminding the developed countries of their responsibilities, too. 

I am delighted to say the BBC World Service Trust is also gong to help. ..". 
 
[The World Service Trust and its successor BBC Media Action in fact hindered the public from 
knowing what leaders had pledged, falsely stating and implying that the baseline was 1990 and 
distracting from the wider pledges and what leaders had actually stated in 2000 on governance, human 
rights, disarmament and so on.] 
 
 
 
"It is an old saying that knowledge means power. Much of our work, here at the United Nations, is 
aimed at giving you, the peoples of the world, greater power over your own lives and your 
environment. The better informed you are, the greater our chances of success.  
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And those who provide you with clear and honest information are our best allies.  

So let me once again thank the World Service for this opportunity, and for all it does. May it continue 
and prosper for at least another seventy year. 

Thank you very much."  

Secretary-General Kofi Annan's BBC World Service lecture  
Knowledge Means Power -- and Those Who Provide Honest Information [!] 
Are Best Allies of UN, Says Kofi Annan... 
10 December 2002 
http://www.unis.unvienna.org/unis/en/pressrels/2002/sgsm8552.html 
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UN member states again invite UN agencies to work on the goals of, and with member states to 
give "widespread publicity" to, the Millennium Declaration  - not the "MDG" targets 
(resolution of December 2002). 
 
Instead of carrying out the agreement, politicians, civil servants, academics, charities, 
journalists and others mislead citizens that leaders in 2000 agreed the wrongly-named "MDGs".   
 
 
 
"The General Assembly… 
 
Reaffirming the importance of the implementation of and follow-up to the Millennium Declaration  
 
in a comprehensive, integrated, coordinated and balanced manner at the national, regional and 
international levels... 

Invites the organizations and agencies…and encourages other interested parties…to continue to 

pursue vigorously...the...[2000-baseline] goals contained in the Millennium Declaration… 
 
Invites the United Nations system,  

in cooperation with Member States,  

to promote awareness of the Millennium Declaration,  
and the development goals contained therein,  
through increased dissemination of information  
and widespread publicity" 
 
UN General Assembly Resolution 57/144 
16 December 2002 
unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/57_144/a_res57_144e.pdf   
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The commitments of the World Summit on Sustainable Development (Earth Summit/Johannesburg 
Summit) were endorsed at the General Assembly by Resolution 57/253 on 20 December 2002: 
 

 

 
"The General Assembly... 
 
Endorses the Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development and the Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation... 

Decides to adopt sustainable development as a key element of the overarching framework for United 
Nations activities, in particular for achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including 
those contained in the United Nations Millennium Declaration ..." 
 
"Requests the Secretary-General to take into full account the outcomes of the Summit" 

 
UN General Assembly 
Resolution 57/253 
20 December 2002 
www.preventionweb.net/files/resolutions/N0255606.pdf 
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UN member states go far beyond "MDGs": "the process of integrated and coordinated follow-

up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits should not include 

renegotiation of any outcomes of those conferences".  General Assembly working group will 

"ensure" proper follow-up of conferences.  (December 2002) 

 

 

 

 

 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 

[on the report of the Second Committee (A/57/537)] 

57/270. Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of 

the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social fields 

 

 

 The General Assembly, 

 Recalling its resolutions on the restructuring and revitalization of 
the United Nations in the economic, social and related fields, 
particularly its resolution 50/227 of 24 May 1996, 

 Recalling also its resolution 56/211 of 21 December 2001, as well 
as Economic and Social Council resolution 2001/21 of 26 July 2001 and 
its agreed conclusions 1995/1 of 28 July 1995, 2000/2 of 27 July 2000 
and 2002/1 of 26 July 2002, 

 Taking note of the report of the Secretary-General on the integrated 
and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcome of the 
major United Nations conferences and summits, including the 
Millennium Summit,1 

 Reaffirming that the internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration2 and the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences 
and summits, provide a comprehensive basis for action at the national, 
regional and international levels with the key objectives of poverty 
eradication, sustained economic growth, sustainable development and 
improvement of the living conditions of people everywhere, 

 Reaffirming also that, while each United Nations conference has its 
thematic unity, major United Nations conferences and summits should 

 
1 A/57/75-E/2002/57. 
2 See resolution 55/2. 
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be viewed as interlinked and contributing to an integrated framework 
for the implementation of the internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, and to a global 
partnership for development, 

 Recognizing the need to continue efforts to use the existing 
structure, namely, the General Assembly and the Economic and Social 
Council and its subsidiary machinery, for coordinated and integrated 
follow-up to and implementation of the commitments agreed upon at 
the Millennium Summit and other major United Nations conferences 
and summits, so as to enhance coordination as well as effectiveness and 
efficiency of actions at all levels, 

 Reiterating the need to strengthen the role of the General Assembly 
as the highest intergovernmental mechanism for the formulation and 
appraisal of policy on matters relating to coordinated and integrated 
follow-up to United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, 
social and related fields, 

 Reaffirming that the Economic and Social Council should continue 
to strengthen its role as the central mechanism for system-wide 
coordination and thus to promote coordinated follow-up to the outcomes 
of major United Nations conferences in the economic, social and related 
fields, 

 Emphasizing that the relevant functional commissions and, as 
appropriate, other relevant intergovernmental bodies of the United 
Nations system, within their mandates, must fulfil their responsibilities 
as specified in the outcomes of the United Nations conferences and 
summits, should further enhance their role as the main forums for expert 
follow-up and review of major United Nations conferences and summits 
and, in this regard, must strengthen their efforts to enhance inter-agency 
collaboration and coordination to implement the outcomes of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits, 

 Recognizing that the process of integrated and coordinated follow-
up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and 
summits should not include renegotiation of any outcomes of those 
conferences, including their specific institutional arrangements for 
follow-up, 

 1. Decides to establish an open-ended ad hoc working group of 
the General Assembly under the chairmanship of the President of the 
Assembly, with two vice-chairmen to be elected by the working group; 

 2. Also decides that the work of the working group should be 
consistent with the provisions of resolution 50/227 and the follow-up 
mechanisms decided upon by the respective United Nations conferences 
and summits and should respect the interlinked nature of their outcomes 
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as well as the thematic unity of each conference, and emphasizes that 
cross-sectoral thematic issues for further consideration throughout the 
existing structure should be decided upon at the intergovernmental level 
and should focus on implementation, bearing in mind that the process 
of integrated and coordinated follow-up to the outcomes of the United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related 
fields should be fair and balanced and should respect the principle of 
multilateralism and the principles contained in the Charter of the United 
Nations; 

 3. Further decides that the working group will produce concrete 
recommendations to ensure an integrated and coordinated follow-up to 
the outcomes of the United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic, social and related fields and will thus contribute to the 
implementation of the internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration,2 bearing in mind the continuing reform process of the 
United Nations and resolution 50/227, as well as the views expressed 
by the Member States on this question; 

 4. Decides that the working group will also consider the work of 
the General Assembly and its Second and Third Committees relevant to 
the integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic, social and related fields as well as the modalities of the 
reports presented to the General Assembly, bearing in mind the 
respective roles of the General Assembly and the Economic and Social 
Council and its functional commissions and subsidiary organs; 

 5. Also decides that the working group will submit proposals on 
how best to address the review of the implementation of the outcomes 
of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, 
social and related fields, including its format and periodicity, bearing in 
mind the need to recognize the active role of all relevant stakeholders 
in the implementation of the outcomes of United Nations conferences 
and summits; 

 6. Further decides that future decisions on follow-up to 
conferences whose ten-year anniversaries are imminent shall be kept 
pending subject to the decisions to be taken by the General Assembly 
on the report of the working group; 

 7. Decides that the working group will consider how to ensure 
that the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits 
are integrated into the programmes of work of the organs, organizations 
and bodies of the United Nations system and are taken fully into 
account, as relevant, in the operational work and country frameworks of 
the organizations of the United Nations system, in accordance with 
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national development objectives and priorities, and requests the United 
Nations System Chief Executives Board for Coordination and the 
United Nations Development Group to contribute to the reflection on 
integrated conference follow-up; 

 8. Also decides that the working group will commence its 
substantive work during the fifty-seventh session of the General 
Assembly, no later than January 2003, and will submit its report before 
27 June 2003, for consideration by the General Assembly and action 
before the close of the fifty-seventh session in 2003; 

 9. Further decides that at its first meeting the working group will 
consider its work programme, including the issue of the periodicity and 
duration of its meetings within the time boundaries established in 
paragraph 8 above; 

 10. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its fifty-eighth 
session an item entitled “Integrated and coordinated implementation of 
and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences 
and summits in the economic, social and related fields” and to consider 
it directly in plenary meeting. 

 

78th plenary meeting 
20 December 2002   

 

 

 

Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social fields  
UN General Assembly Resolution 57/270 (later renamed Resolution 57/270A) 
20 December 2002 
http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/57/270A  
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" BACKGROUND PAPER FOR THE MINISTERIAL-LEVEL CONSULTATIONS 

 

Discussion paper presented by the Executive Director  

 

Addendum 

 

The living natural resource base to fight poverty: United Nations Environment Programme’s 
contribution to the biodiversity commitments of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 

 

The present document is a background paper intended to stimulate discussion and identify questions 
of concern to Governments to be addressed by ministers and heads of delegation during their 
ministerial-level consultations at the twenty-second session of the Governing Council/Global 
Ministerial Environment Forum of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP). .... 

 
In addition to the Summit’s call for the establishment of a world solidarity fund, the Summit agreed to 
a number of commitments, targets and timeframes relevant to poverty, which were reflected in its 
outcome and which include the following: 

(a)              Poverty eradication 

    Halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than $1 a day 
and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger (reaffirmation of millennium development 
goals). 

... 
 
Establish a world solidarity fund to eradicate poverty and to promote social and human development 
in the developing countries. 

... 

(c)              Sustainable production and consumption 

    Encourage and promote the development of a 10-year framework of programmes to accelerate the 
shift towards sustainable consumption and production. 
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    Improve access to reliable, affordable, economically viable, socially acceptable and 
environmentally sound energy services and resources, sufficient to achieve the millennium 
development goals, including the goal of halving the proportion of people in poverty by 2015. 

... 

    Reduce, by 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and maternal 
mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000 (reaffirmation of millennium 
development goal)." [?] 
 
[The Executive Director, like the UN Secretary-General on 30 November perhaps means the 
Millennium Declaration - though the reference to a "millennium development goal" is at best 
confusing.  The 2002 Summit also added the target on infant survival and the aim of reducing 
disparities between and within nations as quickly as possible.] 

 
Governing Council of the United Nations Environment Programme   
Background Paper for the Ministerial-Level Consultations 
Discussion paper presented by the Executive Director  
Addendum 
31 December 2002 
www.unep.org/gc/gc22/Document/k0263739.doc  
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MB, 2003:  
 
 
"The level of consumption doesn't tell you the level of consumption adequacy 

(unless you know the level of need) 

To meet their minimum needs, and so avoid poverty, people in 2015 will need a higher poverty line 
than the dollar level." 

[I should have said "other things being equal"] 

 
"Why?  Because birth rates have gone down. More of those people, proportionally, will be adults, and 
adults need more food than children. 

This is an undiscussed but hopefully obvious flaw in many official statements about poverty trends." 

 
30 March 2003 
http://web.archive.org/web/20081121185537/http://www.mattberkley.com/millennium.htm 
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"Priority actions and commitments to translate the WSSD outcomes into reality 
 
 
“Framework for Discussion” paper by the Chair of CSD11 for the Inter-active Ministerial 
Roundtables 

Six months ago in Johannesburg, Governments committed themselves to specific goals, targets and 
time-bound measures aimed at accelerated transition to sustainable development.  
 
While some of them reaffirm the Millennium Development Goals, the majority of these undertakings 
represent new commitments..." 
 

Priority actions and commitments to translate the WSSD outcomes into reality 
www.un.org/esa/sustdev/csd/csd11/csd11_framework_ministerial.pdf  
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Co-chair of the group which set the "MDGs" in 2001, speaking in 2003 (Professor Michael 

Doyle, Assistant Secretary General of the United Nations): 

 
 

"In 2000, the UN dedicated itself to redefining its goals. Since its inception in 1945, UN has been an 
organization of, by and for member states. At the same time, it has recently endeavored to develop a 
parallel identity – a new model of itself – reshaping the idea of its fundamental purpose to fit a vision 
global citizenship and an organization that is people-centered.   

It has also developed new means to fulfill this agenda – by encouraging partnerships with the private 
sector and civil society. The Goals are the commitments in the Millennium Declaration, and in 
particular the Millennium Development Goals " 

 
[Misleading, since several prominent targets are easier than in the Declaration;  and the actual agenda 
reaffirmed by the General Assembly was all the conference and summit outcomes.] 
 

"(see handout). One example of the means is the Global Compact, the UN’s corporate social 
responsibility initiative.  

In 2000 at UN Millennium Summit, world leaders agreed to a set of goals – some time-bound, some 
measurable – to promote seven agendas ranging from peace and security through human rights to 
strengthening the UN organization.  

The MDGs (Millennium Development Goals) are drawn from [!] the development section of the 
Millennium Declaration, " 
 
[Misleading.] 
 
 
"and therefore have the ownership of all member states " 
 
[Misleading.   There was no formal authority whatsoever from "all member states" for the easier 
1990-based targets.  In reality member states had agreed the Johannesburg Plan with the baseline of 
2000, and kept reaffirming the goals from all the conferences and summits.] 
 
 
"(191, now that Switzerland and East Timor have pledged their support)." 
 
"Lastly, but most importantly, is Member State commitment. The MDGs draw on the 1990s 
conferences  [!]  
 
[MB: Misleading.  Not true of all the targets, or of all the conferences.  The World Summit for 
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Children and World Food Summit pledges of 1990 and 1996 were far more ambitious.] 
 
 
"and, with the endorsement of all the UN Member States," [!] 
 
[MB: The professor is making up facts.   
 
Member states had not mentioned "MDGs" by 2003, let alone "endorsed" them.   
 
In reality they had continued to re-endorse the actual, wider and more ambitious formal pledges.]  
 
 
"define the marching orders of UN for next 15 years." 

 

[More rubbish.  Did the MDGs define the marching orders of the UN? 
   
Surely that was the historic Declaration, along with the other actual commitments at conferences and 
summits, which member states continued to reaffirm until 2015? 
 
What Doyle says here contradicts the UN press release of 29 June 2001 quoting Kofi Annan: 
 
"Secretary-General Annan said ...the Millennium Declaration adopted last September had contained 
the marching orders for Members States, the wider international community and himself. " 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2001/ga9889.doc.htmhttp://www.un.org/press/en/2001/ga9889.doc.htm 
 
But that was not right either, since states had not stopped supporting previous goals such as that in the 
World Food Summit pledge. 
 
Doyle continues:] 
 
 
 
"There are also serious measurement problems in what $1/day means, what improved water supplies 
mean." 

 
[Doyle is right there.  But he co-chaired the civil servants' group setting the so-called "Millennium 
Development Goal" structure, which gives the impressions: 
 
a) that the "dollar a day" figures do show poverty, and  
 
b) that it is reasonable to count "improved sources" (not "supplies" as he says here in another 
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potentially misleading passage) as if they indicated the availability of clean water. 
 
Both are, at best, stupid. 
 
He might argue that he had to go along with what world leaders had agreed.  But in that case, we 
might have expected him not to write different targets from what was formally agreed. 
 
Also, it is not clear what was stopping him and his group from putting in safeguards for those 
indicators, using common sense.    
 
You don't have to blindly assume prices for the poor are the same as for everyone else, or that needs 
didn't change, or that particular types of water supply are safe.   
 
You can instead make intelligent guesses about the real world, making use of what seems the best 
information available from a variety of sources. 
 
Jan Vandemoortele, the other co-chair of the group setting the "MDG" framework, also said in 
subsequent years that the "dollar a day" was highly problematic.]   
 
 
 
 
"it's the UN’s job to monitor states on commitments [?] already made on MDGs." [!] 
 
[Misleading again.] 
 
 
"Key to MDGs is they're not policy commitments but rather measures of outcomes." 
 

 
New Model UN ?  
The Millennium Goals and Partnership Strategy  
Michael W. Doyle 
Assistant Secretary General of the United Nations  
Edward S. Stanford Professor of Politics and International Affairs  
Princeton University  
April 3, 2003  
https://lisd.princeton.edu/sites/lisd/files/Doyle_Lecture.pdf  
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"From 2001 to 2003, Professor Doyle served as Assistant Secretary-General and Special Adviser to 
United Nations Secretary-General Kofi Annan.  
 
His responsibilities in the Secretary-General's Executive Office included strategic planning (the 
"Millennium Development Goals"), outreach to the international corporate sector (the "Global 
Compact"), and relations with Washington.  
 
He is the former chair of the Academic Council of the United Nations Community. From 2006 to 2013 
he served as an individual member, and the chair of the U.N. Democracy Fund." 

"Michael W. Doyle 
Department of Political Science" 
Columbia University 
http://polisci.columbia.edu/people/profile/73  
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Does a Dollar a Day Keep Poverty Away? 
By DANIEL ALTMAN 
 
New York Times  
26 April 2003  
 

...Despite the widespread use of the World Bank's standard, there are deep divisions over how to 
measure poverty. 

What are the ingredients of a minimum living standard? Should you count only how much money 
people earn? How about what they decide to spend their money on? Or what kinds of goods and 
services they have access to? What about how they compare with their neighbors? 

Some of the disputes are methodological.  
 
The dollar-a-day threshold is based on what a single dollar [?] buys at 1990 prices, and it is adjusted 
for differences in prices among less-developed countries.  
 
Just how that is done, though, is a subject of contention. (Until recently, [?] the World Bank was 
basing its calculations on things like airplane tickets and computers, which poor people could never 
afford to buy). 
 
 
[MB note:  In 2017 the World Bank "calculation" was still based on things which poor people could 
never afford to buy.] 

 
But many of the most significant disagreements are philosophical. ' 
 
'If you want to have an absolute income poverty line, you have to start out with some sort of idea 
about what the important needs or requirements or capabilities of human beings are,'' said Thomas 
W. Pogge, a philosophy professor at Columbia University, who was one of the experts who criticized 
the World Bank's standard at a conference organized by the Initiative for Policy Dialogue at 
Columbia. 

To some economists, using daily income to measure the ability to fulfill important needs makes sense. 
It is, after all, easy to add up and can, in many economic models, be a stand-in for well-being. 
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"Even Jan Vandemoortele, the principal adviser for the Social Development Group of the United 
Nations Development Program, admits the dollar-a-day measure lacks an easy interpretation. ''There 
is the conceptual problem -- why that and why not basing it on a basket of goods and services one 
needs to survive? It's important to realize that that's not possible with $1 a day.''  

Lord Desai recommended focusing on different criteria of the sort first proposed by Amartya 
Sen....''Don't think about just food... 
 
[MB:   Economists do not in general have inflation rates for food prices which the poor actually face] 
 
 
...You really have to define what is essential. 
 
 
Professor Cohen carried Professor Sen's notion one step further. A person's well-being, he said, 
depends not only on one's own endowment of resources or abilities but also on one's environment. 
For example, it is better to live in an area free of malaria... 
 
He continued, ''We really have to think about what a person can do and what the community around 
them allows them to do.'' " 
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[MB:  The above is a very sensible point about where people live, though I am not sure how it goes 
beyond the idea of capabilities.] 
 
 
"Alongside its dollar-a-day measure of poverty, the World Bank does publish some gauges of living 
standards like local public health and education. And the United Nations, in analyzing global poverty, 
looks at all those other gauges together, said Mr. Vandemoortele. But he added,  
 
''The mistake often is that we separate that $1 a day, and we don't look at the education and health 
statistics.'' 
 
Absolute standards of poverty can fall short in other ways. How people compare themselves with 
those around them is critical to their sense of contentment.  
 
''There's been a lot of research on relative poverty and its impact on people's health and well-being, 
and it's really enormous,'' Professor Pogge said. Individuals generally feel better if they know that 
their position in life does not compare too badly with others in society, he said. 

Even if everyone could agree on just how to measure poverty, some experts argue that the entire idea 
of using a threshold is misplaced. It would be ridiculous to say, ''Let's get the head count down and 
not worry about anything else,' '' Professor Pogge said. ''Strictly speaking, you should measure not 
only the head count, but also the depth: how far people fall below that line. They do publish the depth 
figures,'' he said of the World Bank, ''but they're not highlighted ordinarily in the press coverage.'' 

Professor Pogge said he preferred what could be called the prioritarian argument, that any measure 
ought to place the greatest weight on the plight of the very poorest people. ''You should be more 
concerned with greater poverty than with lesser poverty.'' 

Even Mr. Vandemoortele said he hoped the measure would eventually be discarded:  
 
''Whether we are going to drop $1 a day and replace it with something else, when you look into the 
distant future, probably yes.''  

But he conceded that would not be any time soon. ''In the meantime, it will take a long time before we 
can get consensus. The $1 a day is pretty entrenched, and it will take a lot of effort to get out of it.'' 
  
 
Does a Dollar a Day Keep Poverty Away? 
New York Times 
26 April 2003 
http://www.nytimes.com/2003/04/26/arts/does-a-dollar-a-day-keep-poverty-away.html  
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"We reaffirm our commitment to achieving the development goals set out in the Millennium Summit 
and at the World Summit on Sustainable Development." 

G8 Summit, Evian  
Health – A G8 Action Plan 
2 June 2003 
http://web.archive.org/web/20140408032155/http://www.g8.fr/evian/english/navigation/2003_g8_su
mmit/summit_documents/health_-_a_g8_action_plan.html 
http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/health_en.html 

 

 
 
 
 
"Water: A G8 Action Plan 

Evian, June 2, 2003 

…Good governance needs to be promoted and capacity must be built for recipient countries to pursue 
an appropriate water policy, and financial resources should be properly directed to the water sector 
in a more efficient and effective way, in order to achieve the goals of the Millennium Declaration 
and the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) in the 
water and sanitation sector, and to reverse the current trend of environmental degradation through 
the protection and balanced management of natural resources.  

We are committed to playing a more active role in the international efforts towards achieving these 
goals"   
 
G8 Evian 2003: Water – A G8 Action Plan 
2 June 2003 
http://web.archive.org/web/20140804055313/http://www.g8.fr/evian/english/navigation/2003_g8_su
mmit/summit_documents/water_-_a_g8_action_plan.html 
http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/water_en.html 

 
 
 
 

"We emphasise our determination to fight corruption..." 
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[this Declaration contains detailed commitments] 
 
G8 Summit, Evian 
Declaration: Fighting Corruption and Improving Transparency 
2 June 2003 
http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/corruption_en.html 

 

 

 
 

"Enhancing Sustainable Development 
 
We focused on the implementation of the internationally agreed Millennium and Johannesburg 
Development Goals…we adopted an Action Plan to help meet the Millennium and Johannesburg 
goals of halving the number of people without access to clean water and sanitation by 2015.  
 
… 

Financing for development. We reaffirmed our commitment to address the challenge of global poverty 
and our support for the Millennium Development Goals and the Monterrey consensus." 

G8 Summit, Evian: Chair's Summary 
3 June 2003 
http://www.au2002.gov.za/docs/releases/g8030604.htm  

 
 
 
MB:  Were the G8 countries, despite what the US kept saying, here reaffirming the "MDGs" as well 
as the Millennium Declaration goals?   
 
First, this is the Chair's Summary, not obviously formally endorsed by nations. 
 
I do not know when nations may have affirmed Kofi Annan's "MDG" structure before then. 
 
The US had told UK members of parliament in 2002,  

"the MDGs have not yet been brought before any international forum for formal endorsement". 
 
However, the Chair's Summary might seem to mean the G8 was committed to Kofi Annan's 
proposals, to someone who thought "MDGs" meant those. 
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George W. Bush, in his speech to the UN on 14 September 2005 said the US was committed to the 
"Millennium Development Goals".   It might seem hard to argue that he was not in effect committing 
to the goals and targets going by that name.   
 
As I have said elsewhere, a promise is what it seems to mean.    
 
Those to whom a promise is made are clearly reasonable in taking it in its ordinary, natural meaning 
in context.   
 
The proper context is not "what is in the promiser's mind" but "what is in, or likely to be in, or would 
reasonably be in, or what the promiser would reasonably think would be in, the mind of the person to 
whom the promise is made or the minds of others affected by it".    
 
So perhaps the Chair of the G8 meeting was claiming that nations, including the USA, were in effect 
committed to both the existing formal agreements between UN member states, and the "Millennium 
Development Goals" now mentioned.  
 
The Monterrey Consensus included a commitment to help publicise the agreed goals, including those 
of the Millennium Declaration. 
 
It may be that the G8, countries individually or another forum had clearly endorsed the so-called 
"MDGs" before June 2003.   
 
But in context it is not vastly important, because UN member states kept on reaffirming more 
ambitious targets.    
 
In spite of the later claim by the Millennium Project, I can't see that it is very significant that the 
Chair's Summary talks about "Millennium Development Goals".   It also talks about Johannesburg 
goals, which include the 2000-baseline mortality reductions, and the Monterrey Consensus which 
includes publicising agreed development goals including those in the Millennium Declaration.   
 
The actual agreement by nations the previous day says,  
 
"We reaffirm our commitment to achieving the development goals set out in the Millennium Summit 
and at the World Summit on Sustainable Development." 
 
 
 
What the US did in 2000-8:   
 
The Bush administration usually emphasised the Millennium Declaration and claimed it was not 
committed to the "MDGs" - even though it might clearly be reasonable to take the US as committing 



903 

to them on 14 September 2005 through Bush's speech.  
 
Although it kept talking about how committed it was to the Declaration, the US was also keen to get 
out of the commitment in it on the Kyoto climate agreement.   
 

 

 

What other countries, and later the US, did:  
 
The picture from the evidence I have collected indicates this:  
 
Strangely, from 26 September 2000 UK politicians and officials emphasised not the actual 
commitments which Mr Blair had agreed on 8 September, but easier 1990-based targets, first the 
"International Development Targets", then the "MDGs".   They began giving the false impression that 
those were what Mr Blair had agreed. 
 
Subsequently governments in general including the Obama administration, did the same.   

All this was despite the fact that they had agreed and continued to reaffirm more ambitious pledges 
from genuine UN conferences and summits. 
 
World leaders flew around the world to say they were reaffirming pledges.   
 
At the same time they undermined those pledges by, in effect, understating them. 

 

 

……………………………………… 
 

 

"Full text: the G8 final statement"  
 
[The Guardian seems incorrect:  this was the Chair's Summary, not nations' statement.] 
 
3 June 2003 
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2003/jun/03/economy.g8 
 
 
 
 
The Telegraph appears to have wrongly reproduced a different statement as the "final G8 statement": 
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"Final G8 statement 

2:52PM BST 03 Jun 2003 

The following statement was issued by President Jacque Chirac at the end of the G8 summit in Evian, 
France:"  
 
3 June 2003 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/france/1431981/Final-G8-statement.html 
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Taipei Times 
Saturday, June 7, 2003  
Page 8  

Economists' fatal flaws  

[headline supplied by the paper] 
 
Jeffrey Sachs states that life expectancy of poor people is falling in many places in the world (""Why 
the poor get poorer,"" June 3, page 9). And yet a prime aim of international development policy is to 
reduce the proportion of people in poverty.  

There is something wrong here. The proportion will fall faster if more poor people die earlier. The 
proportion is not an indicator of success of hungry people unless you know that survival rates are 
improving.  

Let us hope that the UN will recognize this as soon as possible. Let us also hope that social scientists 
will, in their outcome measures, count survival as a good outcome in itself rather than of no welfare 
value.  

Let us also hope that one day economists will recognize that income is not a measure of poverty 
unless the inflation rate for the poor is taken into account. No studies of the world's poor people have 
done this: they have relied at best on the overall inflation rate in a country.  

Why anyone should think that the cost of rice always changes at the same rate as non-essential goods 
is beyond me.  
 
Adam Smith noted an observable difference between the inflation rate for food and that for the overall 
economy in 1776.  

There are other common flaws in economic research on poverty: such as failure to take into account  
 
a) that extra items of expenditure may be needed in cities, where more poor people now live, and  
 
b) that the ratio of adults to children is rising in many countries, and adults need more food.  

Together, the mortality flaw and the inflation flaw, in particular, may have contributed to the devising 
of policies which, though they made the statistics look better, made the condition of poor people 
worse.  
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The economic statistics available at present can neither confirm nor deny that. What is available is 
information on life expectancy and child survival.  

One day, perhaps poverty experts will understand a simple matter of common sense: if hungry people 
eat more, they live longer.  

The economics of hunger is measured in years. 
 
Matt Berkley 
Taipei Times 
6 June 2003 
http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2003/06/07/2003054311  
 



 

08-47085 

UN member states agree "The time has come" to implement the broader agenda from UN 

conferences and summits.  They still do not mention the "MDGs".    

 

Member states encourage "the Statistical Commission to...improve the list of indicators on 

implementation of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits".   

 

National policies should be consistent with the actual commitments from the conferences and 

summits - not the "MDGs". (2003) 

 

 

 

Resolution 57/270B 

 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 

[on the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group of the General Assembly on the integrated and coordinated 
implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits 
 in the economic and social fields (A/57/48)] 
 

57/270.  Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the 

major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social fields 

B1 

 
 The General Assembly, 

 Recalling its resolutions 50/227 of 24 May 1996 and 57/270 A of 
20 December 2002, 
 

 
 Recalling also the outcomes of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields,  

 Considering that, after more than a decade of such events, 
progress in implementation has been insufficient and therefore the 
time has come to vigorously pursue effective implementation, 
 

 
1 Consequently, resolution 57/270, in section IV of the Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifty-
seventh Session, Supplement No. 49 and corrigendum (A/57/49 and A/57/49 (Vol. I)/Corr.1), vol. I, becomes 
resolution 57/270 A. 
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 Recalling the United Nations Millennium Declaration,2 
 

 
 Recognizing that the internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration, offer a 
framework for planning, reviewing and assessing the activities of the 
United Nations for development, 
 

 
 Reaffirming that sustainable development is a key element of the 
overarching framework for United Nations activities, in particular for 
achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including 
those contained in the Millennium Declaration, 
 

 
 Reaffirming also that the internationally agreed development 
goals, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration and the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits, 
provide a comprehensive basis for action at the national, regional and 
international levels with the key objectives of poverty eradication, 
sustained economic growth and sustainable development, 
 

 
 Recognizing that peace, security, stability and respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to development, as 
well as respect for cultural diversity, are essential for achieving 
sustainable development and ensuring that sustainable development 
benefits all, 

 
 Emphasizing the importance of integrated and coordinated 
implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits, bearing in mind the need to respect 
the thematic unity of each of the conferences and the interlinkages 
between them,  

 
 Bearing in mind the ongoing process of reform of the United 
Nations,  

 
 Recognizing the need to strengthen political impetus in the 

 
2 See resolution 55/2. 
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implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits, 
 
 
 

 

I.  Integrated and coordinated implementation of the outcomes 

of the major United Nations conferences and summits 

at the national, regional and international levels 

 

The role of Member States 

 1. Emphasizes that each country has a primary responsibility for 
its own economic and social development and that the role of national 
policies and development strategies cannot be overemphasized; that, at 

the same time, domestic economies are now interwoven with the global 
economic system and, inter alia, that the effective use of trade and 
investment opportunities can help countries to fight poverty; and that 

national development efforts need to be supported by an enabling 
international economic environment, and encourages and supports 
development frameworks initiated at the regional level, such as The 
New Partnership for Africa’s Development3 and similar efforts in other 
regions; 
 

 2. Reaffirms, in this context, that the achievement of the 
internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration,2 requires an enhanced 
partnership between donor and recipient countries, based on the 
recognition of national leadership and ownership of development 
plans, as well as sound policies and good governance at the national 
and international levels; 
 

 
 3. Stresses, in this context, that all countries should promote 
policies consistent and coherent with the commitments of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits, including those systemic in 
nature, in order, inter alia, to achieve the internationally agreed 
development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration;  
 
 

 
3 A/57/304, annex. 
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Means of implementation 
 

 4. Stresses the importance of means of implementation as 
identified in the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and 
summits, and reaffirms that the implementation of those outcomes 
requires the urgent fulfilment by all countries of their commitments 
relating to means of implementation as contained in the relevant 
paragraphs of the conference outcome documents, including the Plan of 
Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(“Johannesburg Plan of Implementation”)4 and the Monterrey 
Consensus of the International Conference on Financing for 
Development;5 
 

 
 
 
Institutional frameworks 
 

 5. Stresses the importance of institutional frameworks as 
identified in the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and 
summits; 

 
 
 

The role of the United Nations system, including the Bretton Woods institutions, and the World Trade 
Organization and other relevant institutional stakeholders 

 
 6. Emphasizes that the United Nations system has an important 
responsibility to assist Governments to stay fully engaged in the follow-
up to and implementation of agreements and commitments reached at 
the major United Nations conferences and summits, and invites its 
intergovernmental bodies to further promote the implementation of the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits; 

 
 

 
4 Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, Johannesburg, South Africa, 26 August–
4 September 2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.03.II.A.1 and corrigendum), chap. I, resolution 
2, annex. 
5 Report of the International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, 18–22 March 
2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.02.II.A.7), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
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 7. Calls upon the governing bodies of the United Nations funds 
and programmes to ensure that policy guidance from the General 
Assembly and the Economic and Social Council on the implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits 
is integrated into their programme of work and translated into their 
operational activities; 

 
 
 8. Stresses that the relevant organs, organizations and bodies of 
the United Nations system should incorporate in their programme of 
work, in accordance with their respective mandates, the outcomes of the 
major United Nations conferences and summits and take them into 
account in the operational work and country frameworks of the organs 
of the United Nations system, in accordance with national development 
objectives and priorities; 

 
 
 9. Recommends greater cooperation at the national, regional and 
international levels among the United Nations organizations and other 
relevant intergovernmental organizations, based on a clear 
understanding of and respect for their respective mandates and 
governance structures;  

 
 
 10. Calls for enhanced coordination among heads of international 
agencies to ensure the integrated and coordinated implementation of the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits; 

 
 
 11. Underlines, in this context, that the inter-agency guidelines for 
operational activities for development of the United Nations system and 
the work of the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for 
Coordination and the United Nations Development Group should reflect 
the agreements and commitments reached at the major United Nations 
conferences and summits; 

 
 
 12. Invites the Secretary-General, utilizing the United Nations 
System Chief Executives Board for Coordination, to further promote 
system-wide inter-agency coordination and cooperation to implement 
the agreements and commitments reached at conferences, and requests 
him to continue to report on the activities of the Board in this regard; 



912 

 
 
 13. Recognizes the progress achieved towards a more coherent 
United Nations performance in the development field, as reflected by a 
new culture of shared responsibility, cooperation and coordination 
among the members of the United Nations Development Group and, in 
this regard, invites the Administrator of the United Nations 
Development Programme, in his capacity as Chair of the United Nations 
Development Group, to report, on a regular basis, to the Economic and 
Social Council at its coordination segment, on the activities carried out 
by the Group relating to the integrated and coordinated implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits; 

 
 
 14. Emphasizes that the agencies should continue to improve their 
operational guidelines, results-based management and multi-year work 
programmes and deepen further inter-agency cooperation in the 
implementation of conference outcomes; 

 
 
 15. Also emphasizes the importance of ensuring, under the 
leadership of national Governments, greater consistency between the 
strategic frameworks developed by the United Nations funds and 
programmes and the specialized agencies, including the Bretton Woods 
institutions, and national poverty reduction strategies, including poverty 
reduction strategy papers, where they exist; 

 
 
 16. Calls upon the regional commissions, within their respective 
mandates, to further strengthen and enhance the effectiveness of their 
activities and improve their coordination with the entire United Nations 
system with regard to the implementation and review of the outcomes 
of the major United Nations conferences and summits, in order to ensure 
the achievement of the internationally agreed development goals, 
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration; 

 
 
 17. Reiterates the need for a substantial increase in resources for 
operational activities for development, on a predictable, continuous and 
assured basis, to enable the United Nations funds and programmes and 
the specialized agencies to contribute effectively to the implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits; 
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 18. Also reiterates the need for continuous overall improvement in 
the effectiveness, efficiency, management and impact of the United 
Nations system in delivering its development assistance; 

 
 
 19. Affirms that the Bretton Woods institutions and the World 
Trade Organization have an important role to play in the implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits 
and, in this regard, welcomes their efforts to deepen further their 
interaction with the United Nations and their engagement with the 
financing for development process in particular, and encourages them 
to continue their efforts to ensure the effective implementation of the 
commitments reached in the Monterrey Consensus, with the aim of 
achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those 
contained in the Millennium Declaration; 

 
 
 20. Calls for greater coherence, coordination and cooperation 
between the United Nations, the Bretton Woods institutions and the 
World Trade Organization, and other relevant institutional stakeholders, 
such as regional development banks and other organizations, at the 
international, regional and national levels, within their respective 
competencies, mandates and comparative advantages, and for working 
with recipient Governments in full accordance with national priorities, 
with a view to achieving increased complementarity and better division 
of labour in their activities; 

 
 
 
 

The role of other relevant stakeholders, including civil society and the private sector 
  
 21. Underlines the importance of the contribution of civil society, 
including non-governmental organizations and the private sector, to the 
implementation of conference outcomes; 

 
 
 22. Stresses the importance of promoting corporate environmental 
and social responsibility and accountability; this would include actions 

at all levels: 
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 (a) To encourage industry to improve social and environmental 
performance through voluntary initiatives, including environmental 
management systems, codes of conduct, certification and public 
reporting on environmental and social issues, taking into account such 
initiatives as the International Organization for Standardization 
standards and Global Reporting Initiative guidelines on sustainability 
reporting, bearing in mind principle 11 of the Rio Declaration on 
Environment and Development;6 

 
 (b) To encourage dialogue between enterprises and the 
communities in which they operate and other stakeholders; 

 
 (c) To encourage financial institutions to incorporate sustainable 
development considerations in their decision-making processes; 

 
 (d) To develop workplace-based partnerships and programmes, 
including training and education programmes; 
 
 
 

 

Review of progress in the implementation of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences 
and summits  

 
 23. Stresses the utmost importance of  
regular review,  
in accordance with the provisions defined by the respective outcomes 
and follow-up processes, of the  
progress made in the implementation of the commitments  
undertaken at individual major United Nations conferences and 
summits in the economic, social and related fields; 

 
 
 24. Also stresses that review is important for assessing the 
progress made in the implementation of commitments at all levels; 

 
 

 
6 Report of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro, 3–14 June 
1992 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.93.I.8 and corrigenda), vol. I: Resolutions adopted by the 
Conference, resolution 1, annex I. 
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 25. Further stresses that all review and follow-up processes of 
the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, 
social and related fields must focus on the progress made in the 
implementation of commitments;  

 
 
 26. Emphasizes that the review of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits should, inter alia, identify constraints and 
obstacles faced in relation to implementation; 

 
 
 27. Stresses the need to make maximum use of existing United 
Nations mechanisms for the purpose of reviewing the implementation 
of commitments made within the United Nations system in key areas of 
development and, in this regard: 

 
 (a) Recalls the role of the United Nations Conference on Trade 
and Development as the focal point within the United Nations for the 
integrated treatment of trade and development and interrelated issues in 
the areas of finance, technology, investment and sustainable 
development, and invites the Trade and Development Board to 
contribute, within its mandate, to the implementation and to the review 
of progress made in the implementation of the outcomes of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits, under its relevant agenda 
items; 

 
 (b) Invites the Economic and Social Council to invite the 
President of the Trade and Development Board to present the outcomes 
of such reviews to the Council; 

 
 (c) Also invites the Economic and Social Council to include 
representatives of the Trade and Development Board in the high-level 
meeting of the Council with the Bretton Woods institutions and the 
World Trade Organization; 

 
 (d) Reiterates the importance of making fuller use of and 
strengthening the General Assembly and the Economic and Social 
Council, as well as the relevant intergovernmental bodies and the 
governing bodies of other institutional stakeholders, for the purpose of 
conference follow-up and coordination, and, in this regard, decides to 
assess during its fifty-eighth session the functioning of the follow-up 
mechanisms set up in Monterrey in accordance with chapter III of the 
Monterrey Consensus; 
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 28. Invites Member States,  
as well as organizations of the United Nations system, including the 
Bretton Woods institutions, and the World Trade Organization and 
non-governmental actors,  
to contribute to the review and follow-up processes of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and 
related fields, consistent with their mandates, through the assessment 
of progress made in the implementation of their respective 
commitments,  
in accordance with the provisions of the outcomes of the respective 
United Nations conferences and summits; 

 
 
 29. Reaffirms the importance of indicators in the review of the 
progress made in the implementation of all the commitments of the 
major United Nations conferences and summits; 
 
 

 30. Emphasizes that the indicators used by the Secretariat in the 
context of the integrated and coordinated implementation of and 
follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences 
and summits should be developed with the full participation of all 
countries and approved by the relevant intergovernmental bodies;  
 
 

 31. Reiterates that the Statistical Commission is the 
intergovernmental focal point for the elaboration and the review of the 
indicators used by the United Nations system in the context of the 
integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the 
outcomes of major United Nations conferences and summits at all 
levels, and, in this regard, encourages continued efforts by the Statistical 
Commission to further improve the list of indicators on implementation 
of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits 
in the economic, social and related fields, including by means of 
methodological and technical refinement of the existing indicators; 

 
 
 32. Stresses the need to apply and further develop indicators on 
means of implementation to evaluate progress towards conference goals 
in creating an enabling environment for development; 
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 33. Calls upon the United Nations funds and programmes, the 
functional and regional commissions and the specialized agencies to 
keep under review the full range of indicators used in their reports and 
information networks, with full participation and ownership of Member 
States, with a view to avoiding duplication, as well as ensuring the 
transparency, consistency and reliability of those indicators; 

 
 
 34. Stresses the importance of building statistical capacity in all 
countries, including through statistical training, and of effective 
international support in this context for developing countries, and urges 
countries, the United Nations funds and programmes, the Secretariat, 
bilateral funding agencies, the Bretton Woods institutions and regional 
funding agencies to mobilize the required resources and coordinate their 
efforts to support national statistical capacity-building in developing 
countries, in particular in the least developed countries; 

 
 
 35. Emphasizes, in this regard, the importance of the 
simplification and harmonization of requests of the United Nations 
system for reports by Member States, encourages further the 
collaboration between the various international organizations in the 
field of statistics and calls upon the concerned United Nations bodies 
and agencies to adopt, in consultation with Member States, simplified 
and harmonized methods, and, in this regard, to support developing 
countries, where needed and requested, in the preparation of reports 
based on national data and statistics; 

 
 
 36. Stresses the need for continued intergovernmental assessment, 
within existing mechanisms, of the performance of the United Nations 
system in fulfilling its mandates with regard to the implementation of 
the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits in 
the economic, social and related fields, bearing in mind, inter alia, the 
work of the United Nations Evaluation Group, the results oriented 
annual report methodologies and practices in other development 
agencies;  
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II.  Integrated and coordinated follow-up to the outcomes 

     of the major United Nations conferences and summits 

 

  The role of the General Assembly 

 

 37. Reiterates the need to strengthen its role as the highest 
intergovernmental mechanism for the formulation and appraisal of 
policy on matters relating to coordinated and integrated follow-up to 
the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic 
and social fields; 
 
 

 38. Recommends greater consultation between the presidents and 
the bureaux of the General Assembly and the Economic and Social 
Council to improve coordination between the Assembly and the 
Council, with the objective, inter alia, of contributing to a better 
consideration of the integrated and coordinated implementation of and 
follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and 
summits; 

 
 
 39. Decides to include in the annual agenda of the General 
Assembly an item entitled  
 
“Integrated and coordinated  
implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes  
of the major United Nations  
conferences and summits  
 
in the economic, social and related fields”;  
 
also decides to consider, under this item,  
 
the assessment of the implementation of the outcomes of the 
conferences and summits and its impact on the achievement of the 
goals and targets of the conferences and summits  
 
and to provide the necessary guidance for the further implementation 
of and follow-up to these outcomes;  
 
notes in this regard the emerging practice of holding high-level 
plenary meetings in the context of the general debate of the General 
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Assembly;  
 
and further decides to consider, under this item, the chapters of the  
 
annual report of the Economic and Social Council relevant to the 
integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits,  
 
including through the participation in its discussions of the President 
of the Council, and invites the Secretary-General to submit a report on 
the integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic, social and related fields; 

 

 
 
The role of the Economic and Social Council 

Functional commissions  

Regional commissions  

Governing bodies of funds and programmes 

 
 
 40.  Reiterates that the Economic and Social Council should  
 
continue to strengthen its role as the central mechanism for system-
wide  

coordination and thus  
 
promote the integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-
up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences in the 
economic, social and related fields, in accordance with the Charter of 
the United Nations and General Assembly resolution 50/227; 

 
 
 41. Decides that the Economic and Social Council should review 
by means of a cross-sectoral approach the progress made in the 
implementation of the outcomes of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits and their follow-up processes, and assess its 
impact on the achievement of the goals and targets of the conferences 
and summits; this review and assessment should be carried out on an 

annual basis, focusing on a particular common cross-sectoral thematic 



920 

issue, at the coordination segment of the substantive session of the 
Economic and Social Council, on the basis, inter alia, of a report to be 
submitted by the Secretary-General; 

 
 
 42. Requests, in this regard, the Economic and Social Council to 
establish, no later than 2004, a multi-year work programme for the 
coordination segment of its substantive session, based on a focused and 
balanced list of cross-sectoral thematic issues common to the outcomes 
of major United Nations conferences and summits, including the 
objectives, goals and targets of the Millennium Declaration while 
respecting decisions to be taken by the Council regarding themes for 
2004, bearing in mind decisions already taken by the Council regarding 
themes; this multi-year programme will enable the United Nations 
system and relevant stakeholders to better prepare their contributions to 
those discussions, in accordance with the rules of procedure of the 
Economic and Social Council; 

 
 
 43. Underlines that the theme of the high-level segment of the 
substantive session of the Economic and Social Council could be related 
to the theme of the coordination segment, respecting decisions already 
made by the Council, thus enabling the Council to address both the 
policy and system-wide coordination aspects of the theme;  

 
 
 44. Invites the Economic and Social Council to consider 
modalities for implementing the necessary arrangements regarding 
cross-sectoral thematic issues;  

 
 
 45.  Invites the functional commissions and relevant follow-up 
mechanisms, as appropriate, to contribute, from their specific 
perspectives, to the assessment by the Economic and Social Council of 
the cross-sectoral thematic issue selected for the coordination segment 
of its substantive session, including through the possible participation 
of their chairpersons, suitably mandated, in the discussions on the cross-
sectoral thematic issue in the Council; 

 
 
 46. Requests each functional commission to examine its methods 
of work in order to better pursue the implementation of the outcomes of 
the major United Nations conferences and summits, recognizing that 
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there is no need for a uniform approach since each functional 
commission has its own specificity, while also noting that modern 
methods of work can better guarantee the review of progress made in 
implementation at all levels, on the basis of a report with 
recommendations to be submitted by the Secretary-General to each 
functional commission and relevant subsidiary bodies of the Economic 
and Social Council on their methods of work, in accordance with the 
provisions defined by the respective outcomes and relevant decisions 
taken by each body, bearing in mind the progress recently achieved in 
this regard by certain commissions, especially the Commission on 
Sustainable Development; the functional commissions and other 
relevant bodies of the Economic and Social Council should report to the 
Council no later than 2005 on the outcome of this examination; 

 
 
 47. Underscores that the functional commissions, when mandated, 
should continue to have the primary responsibility for the review and 
assessment of progress made in implementing United Nations 
conference documents, while taking on a new focus in their methods of 
work; 

 
 
 48. Invites the functional commissions to consider, in their 
deliberations, the experience gained and lessons learned by the United 
Nations funds and programmes in the implementation of the outcomes 
of the major United Nations conferences and summits; 

 
 
 49. Urges the Economic and Social Council to make better use of 
the existing consolidated report of the Secretary-General on the work of 
the commissions and to dedicate more time to its review; 

 
 
 50. Requests the Statistical Commission to refine and finalize 
indicators to assess the implementation of commitments and the 
achievement of the development goals at the national, regional and 
international levels; 

 
 
 51. Recognizes the role of the Commission on Science and 
Technology for Development, in the area of science and technology for 
development, as a forum for improving the understanding of science and 
technology issues and for the formulation of recommendations and 
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guidelines on science and technology matters within both the United 
Nations system and the framework of integrated and coordinated 
implementation of the outcomes of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits; 

 
 
 52. Invites the United Nations regional commissions in 
collaboration with other regional and subregional organizations and 
processes, as appropriate, to contribute, within their mandates, to the 
review of progress made in the implementation of and follow-up to the 
outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits and to 
provide input to the discussions of the Economic and Social Council on 
the cross-sectoral thematic issues to be addressed in the coordination 
segment of its substantive session, in accordance with the rules of 
procedure of the Council; 

 
 
 53.  Invites the organizations of the United Nations system, 
including the Bretton Woods institutions, and the World Trade 
Organization to contribute within their respective mandates, to the 
consideration by the Economic and Social Council of the cross-sectoral 
thematic issues; 

 
 
 54. Invites the United Nations System Chief Executives Board for 
Coordination to contribute to the consideration by the Economic and 
Social Council of the cross-sectoral thematic issues; 

 
 
 55. Emphasizes that the contribution of non-governmental 
organizations and the private sector to the work of the Economic and 
Social Council should be further encouraged and improved, in 
accordance with the rules of procedure of the Council; 
 
 
 

The role of the United Nations system, including the specialized agencies 

 
 56. Calls for making the maximum use of the existing 
coordination mechanisms of the United Nations system in order to 
contribute to the integrated and coordinated implementation of and 
follow-up to the outcomes and commitments of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related 
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fields as a focus on the international agenda; 
 
 
 

 

III.  Consideration of the work of the General Assembly and its Second 

and Third Committees relevant to the implementation of and 

follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations 

conferences and summits, including the modalities 

of reports submitted to the General Assembly 

 
 
 57. Stresses the need to enhance the role of the General 
Assembly in conference follow-up and in reviewing progress made on 
implementation, by ensuring that the working methods of its plenary 
meetings and of its committees allow maximum focus, visibility and 
political energy in its work;  
 
 

 58. Decides to continue to explore ways and means for 
improving the work of the Second and Third Committees, including 
through more active participation of the United Nations system and all 
relevant intergovernmental stakeholders; 
 

 
 59. Notes that the consideration by the Second Committee and the 
Third Committee, as well as by the General Assembly in plenary 
meeting, of relevant agenda items should be coherent with the process 
of integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the 
major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic and 
social fields; 

 
 
 60. Reiterates the need to promote greater coherence and 
complementarity between the work of the General Assembly and its 
Second and Third Committees; for this purpose the General Committee 
of the General Assembly should ensure better coordination of the 
agendas of the Second and Third Committees; the bureaux of the two 

Committees should review their respective programmes of work in 
order to exchange information on the issues discussed in each, identify 
potential areas of overlap or duplication and examine means of 
considering, in a more coordinated manner, issues related to the follow-
up to the major United Nations conferences and summits and make 
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recommendations thereon to their respective Committees; 
 
 

 61. Recommends that consideration be given to the use of joint 
informal debate that can inform the work of each Committee; better 

use could be made of the General Assembly plenary debate for issues 
that are considered by both Committees; 
 
 

 62. Also recommends, in this context, that at the fifty-eighth 
session of the General Assembly the Second Committee consider the 
indicative programme of work set out in the annex to the present 
resolution and take a decision thereon by December 2003; 
 
 

 63. Invites the Bureau of the Second Committee to ensure a 
practical and coherent organization of the work of the Committee, 
allowing better focus, visibility and participation; 

 
 
 64. Encourages the United Nations system to continue to improve 
its reports and to make them more analytical and action-oriented by 
highlighting critical areas requiring action by the General Assembly 
and, as appropriate, by making specific recommendations; all 

documents should be issued in hard copy within the specific time frames 
and page limits and in all official United Nations languages 
simultaneously; efforts should continue to be made to have all the 

documentation, in all official languages, available in electronic form; 

 
 
 65. Underlines that reports under the agenda items of the Second 
and Third Committees should continue to follow established reporting 
procedures, taking into account processes launched by General 
Assembly resolution 57/300 of 20 December 2002; 

 
 
 66. Recognizes the need to avoid requesting duplicative reports 
from the Secretary-General; 

 
 
 67. Recommends that debates in the plenary meetings and in the 
Second and Third Committees be more interactive, encourages the 
participation of relevant stakeholders in accordance with the rules of 
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procedure of the General Assembly, and, in this regard, invites the 
bureaux to consider making use of round tables, briefings and panels to 
inform the intergovernmental deliberations;  

 
 
 68. Reiterates that, in order to strengthen the link between the 
debates and resolutions in the Second Committee, draft resolutions 
should continue to be tabled shortly after the relevant debate on agenda 
items and should take account of the debate; 

 
 
 69. Recommends that, in order to ensure that they have greater 
political impact, resolutions should be short, in particular as regards the 
preambular parts, and should focus more on action-oriented operative 
paragraphs; 

 

70. Underlines that consideration should be given to the 
biennialization or triennialization of agenda items;  
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How best to address the review of the implementation of the outcomes 

 of the major United Nations conferences and summits,  

including format and periodicity 

  
 71. Stresses that reviews and appraisals of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits should assess the progress made in 
the implementation of commitments and provide the occasion to 
reaffirm the goals and objectives agreed upon at those conferences and 
summits, share best practices and lessons learned, and identify obstacles 
and constraints encountered, actions and initiatives to overcome them 
and important measures for the further implementation of their 
programmes of action, as well as new challenges and emerging issues; 

 
 
 72. Recognizes that United Nations conferences and summits play 
a crucial role in raising awareness, mobilizing political will and public 
opinion, engaging civil society and the private sector and for taking 
stock of the implementation of the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits by all relevant stakeholders at all 
levels; 

 
 
 73. Emphasizes that the periodicity and the format of the review 
of the implementation of the outcomes of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits should be decided on a case-by-case basis by 
the General Assembly, bearing in mind the relevant specific provisions, 
taking into account the needs, concerns and specific nature of the issue 
and the economic and political circumstances and developments, and also 
bearing in mind the need to continue efforts to use the existing 
structures, as well as the calendar of major United Nations events; 

 
 
 74. Also emphasizes that the review processes should be focused 
on implementation; 

 
 
 75. Stresses that there is scope for a major event in 2005, possibly 
a comprehensive review, which could be politically attractive and 
powerful, bearing in mind that the General Assembly has decided to 
review in 2005 the progress achieved in implementing all the 
commitments made in the Millennium Declaration, on the basis of a 
comprehensive report of the Secretary-General. 
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91st plenary meeting 
23 June 2003 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Annex 

Indicative programme of work (Second Committee) 

 

 

1. Macroeconomic policy questions: 

 (a) International trade and development; 

 (b) Science and technology for development; 

 (c) International financial system and development; 

 (d) External debt crisis and development; 

 (e) Commodities. 

2. Implementation of and follow-up to the Monterrey Consensus of 
the International Conference on Financing for Development: 

(a) Follow-up to the International Conference on Financing for 
Development; 

(b) High-Level Dialogue for the implementation of the outcome of the 
International Conference on Financing for Development (fifty-
eighth session);7 

(c) High-level dialogue on strengthening international economic 
cooperation for development through partnership. 

3. Globalization and interdependence. 

4. Eradication of poverty, capacity-building and other development 
issues: 

(a) Implementation of the first United Nations Decade for the 
Eradication of Poverty (1997–2006); 

 (b) Women in development; 

 (c) Human resources development (fifty-eighth session); 

 
7 Also an item in the plenary. 
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 (d) International migration and development (fifty-eighth 
session); 

 (e) Culture and development (fifty-ninth session); 

(f) Preventing and combating corrupt practices and transfer of funds 
of illicit origin and returning such assets to the countries of 
origin; 

 (g) Training and research 

  (i) United Nations Institute for Training and Research; 

 (ii) United Nations System Staff College in Turin, Italy (fifty-eighth 
session); 

  (iii) United Nations University (fifty-ninth session); 

(h) Implementation of the Declaration on International Economic 
Cooperation, in particular the Revitalization of Economic 
Growth and Development of the Developing Countries, and 
implementation of the International Development Strategy for 
the Fourth United Nations Development Decade; 

 (i) Industrial development cooperation (fifty-ninth session). 

5. Sustainable development: 

(a) Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further 
Implementation of Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the World 
Summit on Sustainable Development; 

(b) Further implementation of the Programme of Action for the 
Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States; 

 (c) International Strategy for Disaster Reduction; 

(d) Protection of global climate for present and future generations of 
mankind; 

 (e) Sustainable mountain development; 

 (f) United Nations Decade of Education for Sustainable 
Development; 

(g) Promotion of new and renewable sources of energy, including the 
implementation of the World Solar Programme 1996–2005 
(fifty-eighth session); 

(h) Implementation of the United Nations Convention to Combat 
Desertification in Those Countries Experiencing Serious 
Drought and/or Desertification, Particularly in Africa; 

 (i) Convention on Biological Diversity. 
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6. Implementation of the outcome of the Second United Nations 
Conference on Human Settlements (Habitat II) and of the twenty-
fifth special session of the General Assembly. 

7. Operational activities for development: 

 (a) Operational activities for development of the United Nations 
system; 

(b) Triennial policy review of operational activities for development of 
the United Nations system (fifty-ninth session); 

(c) Economic and technical cooperation among developing countries 
(fifty-eighth session). 

8. Groups of countries in special situations: 

 (a) Third United Nations Conference on the Least Developed 
Countries; 

(b) Specific actions relating to the particular needs and problems of 
landlocked developing countries (fifty-eighth session); 

(c) Outcome of the International Ministerial Conference of 
Landlocked and Transit Developing Countries and Donor 
Countries and International Financial and Development 
Institutions on Transit Transport Cooperation; 

(d) Integration of the economies in transition into the world economy 
(fifty-ninth session). 

9. Permanent sovereignty of the Palestinian people in the Occupied 
Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and of the Arab 
population in the occupied Syrian Golan over their natural 
resources. 

10. Report of the Economic and Social Council. 
 
 
 
 

Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social fields 
United Nations General Assembly 
Resolution 57/270B 
23 June 2003 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/57/270B&Lang=E  
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Email to Chairman of UK House of Commons Select Committee on International Development,  

25 June 2003 

 

 

Dear Mr Baldry 

I am writing to you in your capacity as Chairman of the Select Committee on International 
Development.      

I would like, with your permission, to raise some issues for the Select Committee to consider.       
The thrust of the letter is to make a case for longevity as an outcome measure for hungry people....     
 
 

...The first error... is to fail to count survival as a better outcome.   

...Economists have measured for example, average income in the poorest fifth, as an abstract segment 
of the economy.     But that cannot tell us how poor people did.    

...in a country where more poor people die early, the statistic on the poorest fifth will rise  -  simply 
because poor people did worse.     I have been telling economists this for three years.    I have told 
several senior members of staff in DFID;   my own MP, Andrew Smith, who passed my message on 
to the then Secretary of State for International Development in 2001;   the head of the World 
Development Indicators project at the World Bank;   and several heads of department at UK 
universities.    Prominent economists are now discussing the problem, led by Ravi Kanbur of Cornell 
University.    I had two detailed conversations in 2001 with Professor Kanbur, in which I explained 
aspects of the theoretical problem to him... 

The mortality problem extends to using the proportion of people in poverty as an outcome measure...   
There is a serious problem with all Millennium Goals concerned with reducing the proportion of 

deprived people... 

Current statistics on income cannot tell us how many people “rose out of poverty”.     Nor could any 
statistics even on a perfect measure of annual poverty.    What is more, survival is the most important 
outcome for poor people.     Traditional “welfare economics” does not count survival as a good 
outcome (except for those people on higher incomes).      

 
A second serious flaw in economic research is this.   To be blunt, economists claim income gains or 

losses to poor people without knowing the price of food.      The “income share of the poorest fifth” 
does not tell us, even if we know survival rates were stable, whether the poor gained or lost.     In a 
country where poor people eat rice, you need to know the inflation rate for rice if you are going to say 
anything about poverty from income statistics.      Economists use the overall inflation rate in a 



931 

country.     Why have they assumed that the price of rice changed at the same rate as non-essential 
goods?     I have no idea.      

 

All of the World Bank’s major research conclusions (“Assessing Aid”;   “Growth is Good for the 
Poor”;  “Globalisation, Growth and Poverty”;   and measures of income inequality) suffer from these 
flaws.      

To measure the outcome for the survivors is not to measure outcomes for people during the period.    
To measure income without knowing the price of staple food is not to measure poverty.     

Measures of income “inequality”  -  income ratios or Gini indices   -  falsely show more inequality if 
poor people live longer.    The extent of this problem is unknown.      Fundamentally, the change in 
average income does not tell us the average gain.   Average income falls if the poor live longer.     
Average income rises if people in the majority on below-mean incomes die earlier.     The poor are 
bad for growth.     

In the cases of both the mortality flaw and the inflation flaw, the poor can look as if they have done 
better when they have in fact done much worse, or vice versa.   Martin Ravallion, who designed the 
methodology for the World Bank’s global poverty counts, wrote of the mortality flaw in 1996.    
Despite this, the World Bank has claimed that their statistics show the degree of benefit to poor 
people.     This is not good enough in any age, but is especially alarming in the age of AIDS.      

 
Thirdly, the Select Committee should know that prominent academics do not consider the main 

World Bank dataset to be reliable.   The main dataset for research on world poverty is the Deininger 
and Squire dataset of 1996.   Its critics include Tony Atkinson of Oxford, who is one of the most 
respected authorities on inequality in the world, and James Galbraith of Texas.    The criticisms are 
eminently sensible for prima facie reasons as well as comparisons with other data.    The surveys in 
different countries are carried out using a wide range of different techniques, and it is unreasonable to 
expect poor countries’ statistical departments to have carried out rigorous and comparable surveys.    
After all, these are poor countries.     The data are a jumble of gross income, net income and 
expenditure, all assessed using different methods.    In the document “Growth is Good for the Poor” 
the authors admitted that for some data they did not know whether the income was gross or net.      
Martin Ravallion is on record as saying that the rich and the very poor do not cooperate with surveys, 
so that there are gaps in the data.     
 
Problems as to the reliability of the data for measuring the numerical values of income are in addition 
to the problems of making inferences from 
a) the numerical value of income 
to 
b) purchasing power  
to 
c) economic gains, which include changes in assets and debts.     
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One difference between my writings and those of economists is that I refer to all the problems, rather 
than considering one or two at a time.   (Economists are forever telling each other to adjust for 
children’s needs, or to get better purchasing-power parity information.   But those don’t solve all the 
serious problems).      

Another difference is that I take the commonsense view that without the required data, a social 
scientist does not have a firm conclusion.     That is not to say that social scientists should not 
speculate, or assume, or infer.    The point is that speculation, assumption and inference should be 

labelled as such.     The social scientist might infer a conclusion from general knowledge, but that is 
not the same as saying that they have calculated the answer.       
 
Oddly, it is the tradition in economics to state, for example, that there “is” a relationship between a 
policy and economic gains to poor people, without the required data on prices.      

Professor Kanbur, and the economic theorist Kenneth Arrow, have both suggested to me that the 
problem of food prices is not economists’ fault, because national statistical agencies do not provide 
those data.     They are right in the sense that absence of data is not the fault of economists.      
However, that is neither the point which I make nor relevant to it.     My observation is simply a 
matter of fact:   the vast majority of development economists claim, without the required evidence on 
food prices, to know the level of economic gains to the poor.     Adam Smith noted an observable 
difference between the inflation rate for the poor and for other people in 1776.     It is somewhat 
surprising that two hundred years later, for all the equations and long words, economists are using 
more primitive methods than that.     To ask around about the cost of rice and get a rough idea would 
be simple.    To get an accurate idea would be complex.     A sensible solution is to ask a few basic 
questions before saying what the answer is.    
 
 
The numbers on the faces of the coins do not tell us whether hungry people were able to eat more or 
less.     Development experts have made similar excuses to me about data availability when I 
discussed the mortality flaw.     In both cases, with all due respect to the experts, their thinking was 
the wrong way round.    To think that the standard assumption is acceptable just because it is standard 
is not to take a scientific approach.   The standard assumptions are merely conventional, with no 
theoretical or empirical support.     
 

I now turn to practicalities.   The complexity involved in household surveys is enormous even 
without price surveys:   income surveys can involve up to two hundred questions to a single family.     
In the case of prices, this second necessary task would also be complex.     Those in charge of the 
International Comparison Programme, hosted by the World Bank to set purchasing-power parity rates, 
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are well aware of the problems.     Poor people often pay higher prices because they have to buy in 
small quantities and cannot buy more when prices are cheap.     Further, there are no standard prices 
for rice:   your results will depend on which markets you go to and how many people live in each 
place.     Obtaining a price for a whole country would be complex and expensive.      
 
Suppose we had the required data on life length  -   would that make economic statistics meaningful 
measures of poverty?     
 
Maybe, if we knew about prices, age structure and extra items of necessary expenditure.     

 
But let us consider the following.    
 
a) Income statistics are not in themselves sufficient to measure poverty.     
 
b) Life length statistics are necessary.      
 
c) To some extent, life length statistics are sufficient.     Amartya Sen has argued for life length as a 
measure of economic success.      
 
Are income statistics (adjusted for prices, age and extra items) necessary?     

Perhaps not.    When we consider the technical difficulties in using income to measure the progress of 
hungry people, we may decide that measuring life length is a far cheaper, more practical, more 
transparent and less corruptible option.      

I am developing a set of minimum criteria for the UN Statistics Division.    The criteria are not 
demanding.   They include such things as these:    
 
1) outcome statistics should take survival into account; 
 
2) statements about progress should be based on a credible assessment of the reliability of the data, 
and  
 
3) income statistics should only be used where prices of staple foods (and any changes in necessary 
expenditure due for example to the proportion of people in cities, or the changing proportion of 
adults) are estimated.       
 
It would help the effort to feed hungry people  -  in both the short and long terms, by whatever means 
are chosen  - if the UK Government were to adopt some such guidelines.     Otherwise, we will not 
know what the statistics mean.      
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[Note:   Economic statistics on “poverty” in all large-scale studies also ignore the facts that the 
proportion of adults is rising and adults need more food than children.   The World Bank’s method for 
counting the global poor suffers from this flaw.    Other things being equal, the Bank must have 

overestimated the reduction in the proportion of people living on the original level of per-day 

consumption considering their age and size.    A dollar a day, even if we knew its value in food 
terms, would not be an appropriate measure where the proportion of children is changing, as now.] 
 
[MB, 2016: The above paragraph was in the email to the Chairman of the Committee, forwarded to 
and replied to by the Minister of State.  But the UK Government's response to the Chairman did not 
address the key point that economists wrongly claim to have discovered "poverty" trends or "benefits" 
to the poorest from policies, without considering what people need.] 
 
Current economic statistics do not meet those minimum criteria.     There is a more cost-effective 
option.    

The economics of hunger is measured in years. 

 
Thank you for taking the time to read this letter.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

Matt Berkley 
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Letter from UK Minister of State to Chairman of House of Commons Select Committee 

16 July 2003 
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Letter from Hilary Benn, Minister of State with responsibility for reporting on Millennium 
Development Goals, replying to MB letter 
16 July 2003 
 

 
Mr Benn did not reply on the other flaws in economists' policy advice promoted by his 

government.   
 
The Treasury "Adding it Up" report claimed that the influential Dollar-Kraay World Bank policy 
recommendations, which used data known to be bad, wrongly made claims about "benefit" to the poor 
without looking at prices they faced or what they needed to pay for in accommodation, transport, 
medicine, water or anything else, and ignored changes in people's assets, debts or environment, were 
an example of good research. 
 
Mr Benn made statements of relevance to progress reports, and to policy advice to poor countries: 
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"in many countries [birth and death registration] systems have virtually collapsed". 
 
 
"Existing price comparison data that underpin the estimates of people living on less than $1/day is 
recognised as inadequate" 

 

"data on incomes at country level is patchy" 
 
 

So why have UK governments been making claims about progress on mortality and poverty, and 
promoted policies based on the idea that such statistics are adequate? 
 
If the government knew in 2003 that the statistics were bad, why are claims made in 2020 about 
trends since 1990? 
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Hilary Benn, the next day: 
 
 
"For the first time, we have a clear international consensus [!] on what we want to achieve in the 
form of the millennium development goals, which were agreed at the millennium summit in 2000." 
[!] 
 
Hilary Benn 
Minister of State for International Development, UK 
17 July 2003 
http://hansard.millbanksystems.com/westminster_hall/2003/jul/17/financing-
development#S6CV0409P0_20030717_WH_90 

 

 

 
Matt Berkley: 
 

"The World Bank uses per-person statistics for global poverty claims. 
 
Source:  Methodology paper for Millennium Goal Indicator 1, "How did the World's 
Poorest Fare in the 1990s?", Shaohua Chen and Martin Ravallion 
 
http://econ.worldbank.org/external/default/main?pagePK=64165259&piPK=64165421&menuPK=6
4166093&theSitePK=469372&entityID=000094946_00081406502730 
 
... 
 
In January 2003 I submitted an article to ELDIS, the University of Sussex service for disseminating 
articles on international development.  It said:   

"The World Bank’s “dollar” line....mistakenly counts adults’ needs as the same as children’s [and] 
will underestimate poverty as birth rates fall" 

The article was rejected as "not sound".    Exactly the same point, though, subsequently appeared in 
the draft Handbook on Poverty Statistics from the UN Statistics Division, in June 2005.     

The fact that the World Bank does not adjust for children's needs was confirmed in a telephone 
conversation with Dr Shaohua Chen, co-designer of the Millennium Goal Indicator 1 methodology, 
World Bank, 28 March 2003. 
 
The UN Food and Agriculture Organisation do adjust in a crude way for rising 
food needs for claims on global hunger.  These claims relate to: 
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a) the same Millennium Goal and 
b) mostly the same people and 
c) a similar concept (consumption adequacy) 
as the World Bank claims. 
 
Sources: 
Jorge Mernies, senior statistician, FAO, Rome, telephone, 2003;   
L.Naiken, description of FAO methodology in FIVIMS documentation.  
 
... 
 
...an email from me to Tony Baldry, then Chairman of the 
International Development Select Committee on 25 June 2003.  He sent the email 
to Gareth Thomas MP for a reply, and Hilary Benn, then Minister of State at 
DFID, replied to the Chairman without any reference to food needs.   My email 
had mentioned adults, age, children and needs several times." 

[extracts from email:] 
 
[a professor] appears to think it is adequate to measure poverty without 
knowing…the proportion of adults.... 
 
… Economists are forever telling each other to adjust for children’s needs… 
 
... [economic statistics with life-length data might tell us about poverty] if 
we knew about prices, age structure and extra items of necessary expenditure.   
 
…are income statistics (adjusted for prices, age and extra items) necessary? 
 
...income statistics should only be used where prices of staple foods (and any 
changes in necessary expenditure due for example to the proportion of people in 
cities, or the changing proportion of adults) are estimated.  It would help the 
effort to feed hungry people...if the UK Government were to adopt some such 
guidelines.     Otherwise, we will not know what the statistics mean.   
 
[Note:  Economic statistics on “poverty” in all large-scale studies…ignore the 
facts that the proportion of adults is rising and adults need more food than 
children.   The World Bank’s method for counting the global poor suffers from 
this flaw.    Other things being equal, the Bank must have overestimated the 
reduction in the proportion of people living on the original level of per-day 
consumption considering their age and size.  A dollar a day, even if we knew its 
value in food terms, would not be an appropriate measure where the proportion of 
children is changing, as now.]” 
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http://www.mattberkley.com/Bennglobalfooderror.htm 
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A third "MDG architect" is warned of the mortality error 

 
Email seems to be around July 2003 
 
 
 
To: jan.vandemoortele@undp.org 
 
Dear Dr Vandemoortele...  
 
Since the year 2000 I have been trying to tell academics and officials that there is something wrong in 
concept with several MDGs 

 
[! I was myself wrong, since "MDGs" did not exist then.  I had written about International 
Development Goals, because that is what the UK government referred to.] 
 
 
  -  and with economists’ measures of welfare.  We should not be aiming to reduce the proportion of 
any deprived groups without taking mortality rates into account.  
 
...A doctor should not use cross-sectional data to infer success.      Nor should those studying hunger. 
 
...child survival indicators may be telling us about the non-poor rather than the poor.     

 

[Later note: I had perhaps made some progress here from my previous idea that since child mortality 
was concentrated among the poorest, national or global trends would indicate progress among the 
poorest] 

 

So they may not give a safeguard that the proportion in poverty is not being affected in the wrong way 
by mortality rates. 
 
...I identify 10 fundamental problems in welfare economics and 15 reasons why the UN should use 
survival rate data, not economic data,  to monitor the progress of poor people.      When we consider 
the technical problems involved in using economic data to infer economic well-being, we may realise 
that it is not a practical solution at any reasonable cost. 
 
All economists’ claims from large-scale studies on growth and poverty, globalisation and poverty and 
so on suffer from both the mortality flaw and the inflation flaw  -  as well as inadequate data.     It is 
perhaps time for poverty experts to recognise once and for all that these findings are invalid.     That 
would clear the way for common-sense solutions.     I am very glad that you have brought attention to 
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aspects of the inadequacy of monetary measures.    
 
 

 

............................................... 
 
 

 
 

"Embedded  in  that  Declaration, which was adopted by 147 heads of state and 189 states, were what 
have become known as the eight Millennium Development Goals, including 18 time-bound targets. 
 
[!] 

...Preparation of this handbook was directed by an Inter-Agency Working Group of the United 
Nations Development Group, including the World Bank, chaired by the United Nations Population 
Fund and co-chaired by the United Nations Statistics Division and the  United Nations Development 
Programme." 
 

Mark Malloch Brown, head of UNDP 
Introduction to: 
Indicators for Monitoring the MDGs 
September 2003 
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/aplaws/publication/en/publications/poverty-reduction/poverty-
website/indicators-for-monitoring-the-mdgs/Indicators_for_Monitoring_the_MDGs.pdf 

 

 
 

..................................................................................................................... 

 

 

 

Thomas Pogge correctly identified the difference between Millennium Declaration and MDG 
baselines at least as early as 2003.   
 
In this version, he quotes correctly from the Millennium Declaration but wrongly refers to it as 
containing MDG1 and to the MDGs being adopted in 2000: 
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"Shrinking the problem of extreme poverty, which now causes some 18 million deaths annually, by 19 
percent over 15 years is grotesquely underambitious in view of resources available and the magnitude 
of the catastrophe. ... 
 
In the UN Millennium Declaration of the year 2000, the 191 member states of the UN committed 
themselves to the goal “to halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s people whose income 
is less than one dollar a day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger.” This is the first 
and most prominent of altogether eight UN Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) as listed on the 
UN website. ... 

[Inaccurate. Pogge here omits that the eight MDGs commonly use a 1990 baseline] 
 
The commitment to this goal, in such a prominent text, has been widely celebrated. .... 

The text of the Declaration (www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm), as unanimously 
adopted without vote by the UN General Assembly on September 8 of the year 2000, had, in its Article 
19, stated only six goals. But the difference is unimportant, reflecting merely a slight rearrangement 
on the website. ..." 
 
 
[MB: Not necessarily unimportant.  
 
The US was, at least at some point after the "MDGs" were published in 2001, opposed to Goal 8 
although it supported the goals of the Declaration.   
 
(I say "at least…after the "MDGs" were published" because I do not know whether the US voiced any 
opposition during the negotiations of the "MDG" framework, which the US was aware of through, for 
example, its membership of the relevant OECD committee.)  
 
Secondly, and importantly, the Declaration contained much more than the "development" promises.    
 
Thirdly, not all the targets were the same. The Millennium pledge of 2000 on water included 
affordability, but this was dropped in 2001 for the so-called "MDGs", which used the word 
"sustainable".  It should be borne in mind, though, that there were no methods for assessing either of 
these.   
Pogge writes:]  
 
 
"While the earlier Rome Declaration spoke of halving by 2015 the number of undernourished, the 
later Millennium Declaration speaks of halving by 2015 the proportion of people suffering from 
hunger and extreme poverty. 
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Substituting “proportion” for “number” makes a considerable difference. ... 

As the human population grows by 18.6 percent over the 2000-2015 period, so the number of 
extremely poor people deemed acceptable in 2015 also increases by 18.6 percent... 
 
The UN’s interpretation of the goal cuts back the planned poverty reduction even further. The 
formulation of the first MDG clearly specifies the end of the plan period: the year 2015. But it says 
nothing about the start of this period  
 
[! – Pogge means the Declaration goal, rather than the "MDG"] 
 
— about the status quo ante relative to which the one-half reduction in the percentage of poor people 
is to be achieved. One may think that the missing baseline is obvious: It is simply the time at which 
the MDGs are adopted,"  
 
 
[MB:  Pogge could have been firmer in his point.   
 
The baseline in the Millennium Declaration is obvious, because the meaning of a promise is what it 
seems to mean.   The natural meaning of the words is clearly "by half from now". 
 
Pogge here again refers to MDGs being adopted, when he is talking about the Declaration.  
 
Nations in fact reaffirmed the 2000-baseline commitments in numerous resolutions.   
 
The idea common among academics and others that leaders formally adopted the 1990 baseline in 
2000 or 2001 appears to be based on nothing more than propaganda. 
 
Pogge continues:]  
 
 
"the year 2000 — in analogy to how the Rome Declaration set the “present level” as the baseline. But 
the UN instead uses 1990 as the baseline, thereby expanding the plan period to 25 years..." 
 
Thanks to China’s success, reported extreme poverty in the entire “East Asia and the Pacific” region 
has been halved by 1999 already — one year before the Millennium Declaration was even adopted!" 
 
 
Thomas Pogge  
The First UN Millennium Development Goal: A Cause for Celebration? 
"This paper was presented as the first Oslo Lecture in Moral Philosophy at the University of Oslo on 
September 11, 2003 (www.etikk.no/globaljustice)" 
ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---stat/documents/publication/wcms_087882.pdf     
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Pogge's paper was published in the Journal of Human Development in November 2004, in which 
version the author writes in a footnote,  
 
"The reflections it contains are unwelcome in the developed countries, and I have found it impossible 

to interest the more popular media there in any of them." 

 
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Thomas_Pogge/publication/253038621_The_First_UN_Millenni
um_Development_Goal_A_Cause_for_Celebration/links/5595342308ae21086d1f228f/The-First-UN-
Millennium-Development-Goal-A-Cause-for-Celebration.pdf   
 
 
 

............................ 

 

 
 
"We reaffirm our commitment to the Millennium Declaration and call upon the international 
community to fully and speedily implement the provisions set out therein and in other major United 
Nations conferences and summits" 

Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Group of 77 and China 
Declaration 
United Nations  
25 September 2003 
www.g77.org/doc/decg77-xxvii-mm%28english%29.pdf  

 

 
 

In September 2003 the head of the UN Development Programme made one of his misleading 
statements to the effect that the Millennium Declaration set the generally easier 18 MDG targets.   
 
He himself had referred in September 2000 to "halving poverty in fifteen years", said at the World 
Bank seminar in March 2001 that he thought there were 10 development goals in the Declaration, and 
with other heads of UN development agencies sent to UN country offices on 6 November 2001 a 
document saying the text of the Declaration "would imply" a baseline of 2000. 
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"Dans le prolongement des conférences mondiales organisées par les Nations Unies au cours des 
années 1990, la Déclaration du Millénaire de 2000 a manifesté une volonté forte d’œuvrer pour le 
droit au développement, la paix et la sécurité, l’égalité des sexes, l’élimination de la pauvreté.... 
 
Cette Déclaration, adoptée par 147 chefs d’Etat et 189 Etats, [!]  a défini ce que l’on appelle les huit 
objectifs du Millénaire pour le développement, comportant 18 cibles assorties d’un calendrier 
précis." 

Mark Malloch Brown 
Président 
Groupe des Nations Unies pour le développement 
Septembre 2003 
http://www.paris21.org/sites/default/files/1883.pdf 
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"Each State... shall...implement or maintain effective...anticorruption policies that promote the 

participation of society and reflect the principles of the rule of law, proper management of public 

affairs and public property, integrity, transparency and accountability." 

 

United Nations Convention against Corruption, 2003 

 

 

"The General Assembly.... 
 
Adopts the United Nations Convention against Corruption annexed to the present resolution, and 
opens it for signature at the High-level Political Signing Conference to be held in Merida, Mexico, 
from 9 to 11 December 2003... 
 
 

 
Chapter II 

Preventive measures 

Article 5 

Preventive anti-corruption policies and practices 

1. Each State Party shall, in accordance with the fundamental principles of its legal system, develop 
and implement or maintain effective, coordinated anticorruption policies that promote the 
participation of society and reflect the principles of the rule of law, proper management of public 
affairs and public property, integrity, transparency and accountability.  

 
2. Each State Party shall endeavour to establish and promote effective practices aimed at the 
prevention of corruption.  

 
3. Each State Party shall endeavour to periodically evaluate relevant legal instruments and 
administrative measures with a view to determining their adequacy to prevent and fight corruption.  

 
4. States Parties shall, as appropriate and in accordance with the fundamental principles of their legal 
system, collaborate with each other and with relevant international and regional organizations in 
promoting and developing the measures referred to in this article.  
 
That collaboration may include participation in international programmes and projects aimed at the 
prevention of corruption.  
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A/RES/58/4 
United Nations Convention against Corruption 
31 October 2003  
http://www.un-documents.net/a58r4.htm   
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"On 6 November 2003...at Portcullis House, I handed Gordon Brown a note.  He examined it and 
thanked me.  The copy I made for myself reads as follows: 

“1.PRSP [Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper] aim of reducing proportion of poor people not sensible 
in countries where survival rates of poor not known to be improving 

2.PPP [Purchasing Power Parity] $1/day per person:  one problem is that no adjustments made for 
changes in proportion of children.  FAO thinks average food needs are rising.   

3.MDG indicator from WB is not sole indicator for “halving poverty” goal.  Basis of DFID statement 
2002 (29% to 23% global poor) not clear. 

4.Other problems in economists’ thinking:  see email from M. Berkley to T.Baldry 25 June.”" 

 
Matt Berkley 
http://www.mattberkley.com/Bennglobalfooderror.htm 
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Addis Tribune, Ethiopia 
28 November 2003: 

 

 
Discoverer of Global Poverty Error Calls for Statistics on Survival 

 
The man who uncovered an "elementary" error in the most-quoted Millennium Goal statistics on 
global poverty calls for politicians to use survival rates of hungry people as indicators of progress. 

 Matt Berkley, of Oxford, England, writes: 

 "Many economists claim to know a global poverty trend. 

 What they say is based on the assumption that people need to eat the same as in 1990.  But the global 
proportion of adults is going up. A World Bank "dollar equivalent" is not a measure of poverty if you 
do not know the cost of living.   The cost of living depends, among other things, on the proportion of 
adults in your family. 

The official methodology paper for the World Bank statistics ("How did the World's Poorest Fare in 
the 1990s?"  appeared to confirm that its staff had omitted to count the number of adults among poor 
people. 

This was such an elementary mistake that I telephoned the people in charge of the statistics to make 
sure." 

The Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United Nations believes that the proportion of adults 
among hungry people has risen since 1990. So the FAO believes that it now costs more per person to 
maintain the same consumption level considering people's actual age and size. 

[source: Jorge Mernies, senior FAO statistician, Rome] 

The FAO believes that about two-thirds of "poor" people (around 770 million out of the World Bank 
1100 million) are hungry. 

Mr Berkley has suggested to Jorge Mernies of the FAO that he needs to measure the proportion of 
adults among hungry people, rather than simply measuring the proportion of adults in countries as a 
whole. 

But the World Bank takes no account of how much food people need. 

[source: Shaohua Chen, co-designer of the "dollar-a-day" count for the World Bank, Washington]. 

Mr Berkley also writes: 
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"World Bank economists and university professors have claimed to know how "good" or "bad" 
policies were, without taking into account: 

a) how much food poor people need to buy (because of the proportions of adults in countries at 
different times) 

or 

b) how much the food costs (they use the total inflation rate, which is mostly influenced by the 
inflation rate for the rich) 

or 

c) how much extra expenditure was necessary  -  due to increased urbanisation (with, we might 
expect, more need for expenditure on rent)  - or changing costs for water and health care. 

The macroeconomics profession has confused their "cross-sectional" statistics (averages of people 
alive at any time) with "longitudinal" statistics (which are about what happens to real people)." 

Mr Berkley suggests to politicians that they replace the term "poverty reduction" - which he says is a 
"double negative" concentrating the mind on the problem, as well as being confusing where life length 
decreases  -  with "saving lives", which he says "focusses the mind on sensible action and sensible 
measurements". 

He says, "A social scientist can usually see how well poor people are doing by counting who survives. 

Social scientists need to know this anyway to make sense of their statistics on hungry people alive at 
different times.    So survival rates are the first thing a sane approach to measurement would 
tackle". 

  

 
 
 
APPENDIX:  FURTHER INFORMATION 

 
Mr Berkley claims that economists have made several fundamental errors in their statements about 
global poverty. 

"One, you can't measure the average outcome for hungry people without counting how many 
survived the period. 
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I have been telling this to professors of economics, UK government officials and senior politicians 
since 2000.   Before then, I naively assumed that they had measured income changes for real people.  
Economists are now beginning to understand the problem." 

"Two, the economists failed to adjust for food prices. 

Without food prices, how can their statistics on consumption expenditure measure poverty? 

More expenditure doesn't mean less poverty!  Others have pointed this out: for the World Bank's 
failure to adjust for food prices, see "Poor but Pedicured" [George Monbiot article on work by 
Thomas Pogge and Sanjay Reddy], The Guardian, May 6, 2003.   
 
The food price problem applies not only to economists' global poverty claims but also to their policy 
recommendations, which assumed bizarrely that whatever the policy, food prices changed at the same 
rate as inflation for the rich.    
 
This has the unfortunate consequence that if prices fall for the rich, the poor look richer;  and also that 
if a government makes food cheaper, the poor look like they haven't gained much." 

"Three, the economists took no account of additional items of expenditure due to urbanisation (which 
can result in more people paying rent) or removal of subsidies for education or health care.   
 
The cost of living is not just a function of prices, but of need." 

"Four, Martin Ravallion, co-designer of the World Bank's "halving poverty" methodology, co-wrote 
an academic paper in 1995 saying that economists should take the proportion of children into account 
as well as the expenditure or income per person. 

I am surprised that the members of the Royal Economic Society needed to be told this. 

I am also surprised that they failed to correct Dr Ravallion's own mistake for the "halving poverty" 
statistic. 

The World Bank governors may wish to explain why he changed his mind for the Millennium Goal 
indicator." 

"Five, the necessary equations  -  taking into account prices, additional items, children and the reverse 
effects of survival on the statistics  - would be in practice ridiculously complex.  If you doubt this, ask 
an economist for an equation just for adjusting for children!" 

So you might as well just look at how many poor people are surviving. 

If international development policy isn't about saving lives, then I'm not sure what it is about.  As I 
told the Chairman of the Select Committee, the survival statistics are less corruptible." 
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"Six, it is an open secret among economists that the World Bank's data are not comparable 
across either countries or time, even for the income or expenditure part of the equation.  That is 
before we think about the cost of living". 

On 25 June Mr Berkley wrote to the Chairman of the Parliamentary Select Committee on 
International Development, Tony Baldry, concerning multiple errors by macroeconomists. 

Hilary Benn MP, now Secretary of State for International Development and one of Britain's two 
Governors of the World Bank, replied to the Chairman concerning the contents of Mr Berkley's letter. 

He omitted any mention of the food error. 

He also failed to respond to the observations that economic research on policies to help poor people  
-  including research from the World Bank  - had failed to take inflation in food prices into 
account. 

[MB, later note: or the fact that the economic research was based on the wrong idea of forgetting 
about the dead.  It used statistics which other things being equal would present the poorest as having 
done "better" if more died.] 

 

On 6 November Gordon Brown, Chancellor of the Exchequer, thanked Mr Berkley in person for a 
note pointing out the food error. 

The note also pointed out that the basis of UK Government statements that the world was on track for 
the "halving poverty" target (which include statements to Parliament) was unclear.    
 
They took World Bank statistics into account but not the agreed FAO and World Health Organisation 
statistics. 

 
 ..... 

  
 

Mr Berkley says that the food error is widespread in academic papers by economists: 

"Economists often say that people's incomes have risen by a certain percentage. 

But Professor David Bloom of Harvard suggests that sometimes, almost 2% of the rise may be due 
simply to a decline in the proportion of children, and not to people getting more income 
considering their needs. 
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So people can have 1% less income for their age and size, while the average rises by 1%." 

 Mr Berkley also points out that the Millennium Goal on poverty is not to halve it but to eradicate it. 

That error, he says, is widespread among politicians:  for example, Gordon Brown stated to the Select 
Committee on 6 November that he aims to meet all Millennium Goals in all countries. 

But, Mr Berkley says, that implies that the Chancellor aims to eradicate poverty, not to halve it.   
 
There is a target to halve the proportion on under a World Bank dollar (a fraction of a real dollar).   
 
That is not a poverty target unless you know something about [how] needs changed. 

Mr Berkley writes:   "Eradication of poverty is not the same thing as raising living standards, for one 
obvious reason.   Povery is eradicated faster if people die faster. 

The aim of "Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers" from the World Bank and IMF of reducing the 
proportion of poor people is inappropriate in countries where AIDS is having a demographic effect.  
The confusion between  
 
a) the falling proportion of poor people and  
 
b) income rises for poor people  
 
is widespread among economists and other "poverty experts"." 

  

http://web.archive.org/web/20070223160812/http:/www.addistribune.com/Archives/2003/11/28-11-
03/Discoverer.htm  

 

[The newspaper's words above are, or are close to, the press release sent to it by MB] 

 
............................................................................ 
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"The world leaders gathered at the Millennium Assembly responded by adopting a Millennium 
Declaration pledging, among other things, to halve world poverty by 2015. They also adopted a 
number of Millennium Development Goals  
 
[!] 
 
(MDGs): to reduce the proportion of people living on less than a dollar a day, suffering from hunger, 
and without access to safe drinking water by half; to reduce the mortality rate among children and the 
maternal mortality rate by two-thirds..." 

"What is all this worth? Does it make sense to set goals and targets at the highest political level? Are 
the Millennium Development Goals the right ones?"  
 

[MB: Why did he ask that question rather than about what leaders actually agreed?  Or if he meant the 
Declaration goals, why did he not say that?] 
 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals are not just another set of goals. They are different. The MDGs 
are not the next step, but a final step. At the turn of the millennium, world leaders at the highest 
political level, looking back on decades full of negotiations, policies and targets at fault, declared that 
from now on the eradication of poverty shall have first and foremost priority, within all countries and 
world wide. Any other interpretation of the Declaration would be disputable. 
 
[!] 

In the year 2015, no responsible political leader would be entitled to say, once more: ‘the goals may 
not have been reached, but progress has been made and they have helped to keep us alert and the 
issue alive’. 

Heads of State and Government have made the MDGs the responsibility of all countries, all national 
departments and all international agencies, by making them the centrepiece of the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
[!]  
 
There is no higher or broader forum than a summit. The Declaration is not a legally binding 
document, but the highest political commitment possible, not made in passing, but with all eyes 

open. 
 
The MDGs are achievable. It has been said so in many terms, by all political leaders concerned, fully 
aware of both the challenge and the obstacles. Will they be achieved? The first signs are not positive. 
The goals were set at a political summit in the year 2000." 
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[!] 

Collateral Damage Or Calculated Default? 
The Millennium Development Goals And The Politics Of Globalisation 
Dr Jan Pronk 
Inaugural Address as Professor of the Theory and Practice of International Development delivered on 
11 December 2003 at the Institute of Social Studies, The Hague, The Netherlands 
www.iss.nl/fileadmin/ASSETS/iss/Documents/Academic_publications/Pronk_Inaugural.pdf  

 

 

 
 

" Millennium Development Goals ...Targets...Halve, between 1990 and 2015" 
 
"At the United Nations Millennium Summit in 2000, the global community adopted eight Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs) to guide and measure our development efforts.  
...In adopting [?] these goals, and ambitious targets for each, we [?] have made a commitment..." 
 
"The decision at the United Nations Millennium Summit in September 2000 to adopt eight specific 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) [!] provides an agreed political benchmark for measuring 
the progress of global development." 
 
"The MDGs were adopted at the United Nations’ Millennium Summit in 2000 as part of the 
Millennium Declaration, a document signed by 189 countries, including 147 Heads of State.  
[!] 
 
The eight MDGs and associated targets represent an unprecedented agreement" 
 
[False: the Millennium Declaration was more ambitious.] 
 
"Prior to the 1990s, child mortality rates had been steadily declining but during the last decade, 
progress has slowed considerably."  
 
ICT and MDGs 
A World Bank Group Perspective 
Global ICT Department 
The World Bank Group 
December 2003 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/538451468762925037/pdf/278770ICT010mdgs0Complet
e.pdf  
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World Summit on the Information Society  

 

2003 

 

 
"Our Common Vision of the Information Society 
 
1.  We, the representatives of the peoples of the world, assembled in Geneva from 10-12 December 
2003 for the first phase of the World Summit on the Information Society, declare our common desire 
and commitment to build a people-centred, inclusive and development-oriented Information Society, 
where everyone can create, access, utilize and share information and knowledge, enabling 
individuals, communities and peoples to achieve their full potential in promoting their sustainable 
development and improving their quality of life, premised on the purposes and principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations and respecting fully and upholding the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. 
 

2. Our challenge is to harness the potential of information and communication technology to promote 

the development goals of the Millennium Declaration, namely the eradication of extreme poverty 
and hunger; achievement of universal primary education; promotion of gender equality and 
empowerment of women; reduction of child mortality; improvement of maternal health; to combat 
HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases; ensuring environmental sustainability; and development of 
global partnerships for development for the attainment of a more peaceful, just and prosperous world. 
We also reiterate our commitment to the achievement of sustainable development and agreed 
development goals, as contained in the Johannesburg Declaration and Plan of Implementation and 
the Monterrey Consensus, and other outcomes of relevant United Nations Summits.  
 
... 
 
5. We further reaffirm our commitment to the provisions of Article 29 of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights, that everyone has duties to the community in which alone the free and full 
development of their personality is possible, and that, in the exercise of their rights and freedoms, 
everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are determined by law solely for the purpose of 
securing due recognition and respect for the rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just 
requirements of morality, public order and the general welfare in a democratic society. These rights 
and freedoms may in no case be exercised contrary to the purposes and principles of the United 
Nations. In this way, we shall promote an Information Society where human dignity is respected.  
 
... 

66. We further commit ourselves to evaluate and follow-up progress in bridging the digital divide, 
taking into account different levels of development, so as to reach internationally agreed development 
goals, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration...." 
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Declaration of Principles 
World Summit on the Information Society  
12 December 2003 
http://www.un-documents.net/wsis-dop.htm 
https://www.itu.int/net/wsis/docs/geneva/official/dop.html 
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Governments "encourage international community" to fund the actual conference and summit 

goals, not easier "MDGs" (2003) 

 
 

"The General Assembly... 

Reaffirming the United Nations Millennium Declaration... 
 
Recognizes that a substantial increase in official development assistance and other resources will be 
required if developing countries are to achieve the internationally agreed development goals and 
objectives, including those contained in the United Nations Millennium Declaration... 

 

Encourages the international community, the United Nations system, the private sector and  
civil society to continue to provide the necessary financial resources to assist national Governments  
in their efforts to meet the development targets and benchmarks agreed upon at  
 
the World Summit for Social Development,  
 
the Fourth World Conference on Women,  
 
the International Conference on Population and Development,  
 
the Millennium Summit..." 

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
A/RES/58/206 
23 December 2003 
http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N03/460/64/PDF/N0346064.pdf  
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"The General Assembly... 
 
Reaffirming the internationally agreed development goals on water and sanitation,  
including those contained in the United Nations Millennium Declaration,  
and determined to achieve the goal to halve, by the year 2015,  
the proportion of people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water,  
and a similar goal set out in the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation to  
halve the proportion of people without access to basic sanitation... 
Calls upon the relevant United Nations bodies, specialized agencies, regional commissions and other 
organizations of the United Nations system to deliver a coordinated response" 
 
[!] 

United Nations General Assembly  
Resolution 58/217 
International Decade for Action, "Water for Life", 2005-2015  
23 December 2003 
http://www.un-documents.net/a58r217.htm  

 
 
Note:  See also General Assembly Resolution 56/192 of 21 December 2001: 
 
"The General Assembly… 
 
Reaffirming the goal of reducing by half, between 2000 and 2015, the proportion of people who are 
unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water…" 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/192  
www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGA/2001/301.pdf   
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John Bercow    Shadow Secretary of State for International Development  
 
 
To ask the Secretary of State for International Development what progress has been made by each 
country in meeting the millennium development goal to halve the proportion of people whose income 
[?] is less than one dollar a day by 2015. 

Hansard source (Citation: HC Deb, 21 January 2004, c1300W) 
 
 
 

Hilary Benn     The Secretary of State for International Development  

 
Comparable data needed to assess trends in the proportion of people whose income [?] is less than $1 
a day are available only at the regional level. The most recent data and estimates for 2015 are as 
follows. 

Regional breakdown of poverty estimates in developing countries 

 1990 2000 2015 

East Asia and Pacific 29.4 14.5 2.3 

Europe and Central Asia 1.4 4.2 1.3 

Latin America and the Caribbean  11.0 10.8 7.6 

Middle East and North Africa 2.1 2.8 1.2 

South Asia 41.5 31.9 16.4 

Sub-Saharan Africa  47.4 49.0 42.3 

Total 28.3 21.6 12.5 

Source:  World Bank, Global Economic Prospects 2004 
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Thomas Pogge points out that MDG1 on the proportion since 1990 is easier than the 1996 
hunger promise: 
  

 
"Seit Mitte der neunziger Jahre haben die Politiker der Welt sich mehrfach verpflichtet, die 
Weltarmut bis 2015 zu halbieren.  
 
In den reichen Ländern wird applaudiert. Doch sind 9 Millionen vermeidbare Armutstode im Jahr 
2015 und 150 Millionen in den Jahren bis dorthin wirklich ein so lobenswerter Plan?  
 
Und mittlerweile wurde selbst diese lahme Selbstverpflichtung reduziert.  
 
Beim Welternährungsgipfel von Rom im Jahre 1996 ließ man verlauten, man werde zwischen 1996 
und 2015 die Anzahl extrem armer Menschen halbieren."  
 
[MB: Pogge's point is kind of true that the food promise was about extreme poverty.   
 
I have a minor quibble with translating one to the other directly, as he does below converting the food 
pledge into "poverty" numbers. 
 
In looking at such figures, readers might always bear in mind the inadequacy of using spending 
estimates to infer poverty without looking at needs, and the lack of reliable spending data (or reliable 
"hunger" estimates).    
 
Pogge with co-author Sanjay Reddy and others have drawn attention to various problems with these 
"poverty" claims. 
 
Pogge's basic points about "number" (Anzahl) and proportion, and the fact that reported progress is 
helped by including past reported progress in China, are clearly right and important.] 
 
 
 
"Das erste Millennium-Entwicklungsziel verspricht hingegen, zwischen 1990 und 2015 die 
Proportion der in extremer Armut Lebenden zu halbieren. 

 
Tricks mit der Statistik  

Das ist gewieft. Indem man "Anzahl" durch "Proportion" ersetzt, profitiert man vom rapiden 
Bevölkerungswachstum in den Entwicklungsländern.  
 
Indem man den relevanten Zeitraum rückwärtig bis 1990 verlängert, erhöht man diesen statistischen 
Vorteil noch und kann sich zudem den riesigen Armutsrückgang der neunziger Jahre in China zugute 
halten. 
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Dem neuen Ziel zufolge wäre die Ein-Dollar-pro-Tag-Armut von 1292 Millionen im Jahre 1990 auf 
937 Millionen im Jahre 2015 zu reduzieren.  
 
Als dieses Ziel im Jahr 2000 verkündet wurde,..." 
 
[MB:  Pogge's idea that the 1990-based target was announced in 2000 is not correct as regards any 
intergovernmental agreement.  
It was reiterated by civil servants in the summer in the "Better World for All" document from the UN, 
OECD, World Bank and IMF.  That produced a variation on the OECD's International Development 
Goals, made redundant by what leaders pledged in the Millennium Declaration a few months later.] 
 
 
"...hatte China allein über 30 Prozent dieser "geplanten" Armutsreduktion bereits vollbracht.  
 
In Wirklichkeit verspricht das erste Millennium-Entwicklungsziel bloß eine zwanzigprozentige 
Reduzierung der ein-Dollar-pro-Tag-Armut: von 1170 Millionen im Jahr 2000 auf 937 Millionen im 
Jahr 2015." 

Thomas Pogge 
Frankfurter Rundschau  
12 February 2004 
https://www.wiwi.uni-siegen.de/vwli/salon/wille.html  
 
 
 
 
 

............................................ 
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David E. Bloom, David Canning, and Dean T. Jamison:  
 
 
"New evidence coupled with a wider perspective suggest sizable economic returns to better health 
 
How health influences “full income” 

Judging countries’ economic performance by GDP per capita, however, fails to differentiate between 
situations where health differs: a country whose citizens enjoy long and healthy lives clearly 
outperforms another with the same GDP per capita but whose citizens suffer much illness and die 
sooner. 
 
Individual willingness to forgo income to work in safer environments and social willingness to pay for 
health-enhancing safety and environmental regulations provide measures, albeit approximate, of the 
value of differences in mortality rates. Many such willingness-to-pay studies have been undertaken in 
recent decades, and their results are typically summarized as the “value of a statistical life” or VSL 
(Box 2). 
 
Although the National Income and Product Accounts (NIPA) include the value of inputs into health 
care (such as drugs and physician time), standard procedures do not incorporate information on the 
value of changes in mortality rates.  
 
In a pathbreaking (but long-neglected) paper, Dan Usher of Queen’s University, Canada, first 
brought the value of mortality reduction into the economic analysis of national income accounting.  
 
He did this by generating estimates of the growth in “full income”—a concept that captures the value 
of changes in life expectancy by including them in an assessment of economic welfare—for six 
countries and territories (Canada, Chile, France, Japan, Sri Lanka, and Taiwan Province of China) 
during the middle decades of the 20th century.  
 
For the upper-income countries in this group, perhaps 30 percent of the growth of full income 
resulted from declines in mortality.  
 
In the developing countries, where this was a period of particularly rapid mortality decline, full 
income was influenced even more by mortality changes. 
 
Estimates of changes in full income. are typically generated by adding the value of changes in annual 
mortality rates (calculated using VSL figures) to changes in annual GDP per capita.  
 
Even these estimates of full income are conservative in that they incorporate only the value of 
mortality changes and do not account for the total value of changes in health status. 
 
For almost 15 years, [?] little further work was done on the effects of mortality change on full income. 
(although the number of carefully constructed estimates of VSLs increased enormously). Two papers 
then appeared that kindled substantial new interest." 
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[MB note:  I do not understand that. 1973 to 2002 is almost 30 years, not 15.   
It is at least clearly arguable that there was still "little work" done on this by 2004 when this article 
appeared. 
 
I find this account by Bloom, Canning and Jamison odd for another reason (though nowhere near as 
odd as economists' basic statistical and conceptual errors in this and other respects).   
 
They mention the two articles which "kindled...new interest" as from 2002 and/or 2003 (Bourguignon 
and Morrison, and Nordhaus).   
 
I do not know why they do not mention an article Nordhaus himself lists on his website as from 1999.  
Maybe he did not publish it at the time, or maybe the date is not correct.   
 
The account in the IMF magazine could be taken as meaning the paper from the incoming World 
Bank chief economist Francois Bourguignon and his colleague, and the Nordhaus paper, "kindled" 
interest resulting in "more recent work" by Sachs and colleagues.   
 
But Sachs and colleagues' paper actually appeared before the Bourguignon paper of 2002, and it is not 
clear from information I have found easily available that Nordhaus published his until 2002 or 2003. 
 
All of those papers appeared after I had explained the problem to Jeffrey Sachs, and also complained 
to my member of parliament about this massive failure by economists (and civil servants and others). 
 
It appears that all of the economics profession's output mentioned by the IMF magazine on its serious 
error in failing to count the dead in global claims, policy advice from international studies and studies 
of poorer countries (apart from the 1973 work by Usher), was after the complaint of October 2001 to a 
member of parliament. 
 
He was Andrew Smith, the UK Chief Secretary to the Treasury.  He sent the complaint to the 
Secretary of State for International Development, Clare Short, who was a Governor of the World 
Bank.   
 
The authors here seem to be saying that the paper from the new chief economist at the World Bank 
was in the next batch of work on this topic after 1973 ("Two papers then appeared that kindled 
substantial new interest.").   
 
They appear to be saying those appeared before the December 2001 publications by Sachs and 
colleagues.   
 
As I understand it, the position is this.  
 
1996: The World Bank employee Martin Ravallion, in a published paper, made a casual comment that 
if a poor person died, the proportion looked better.   
 
1999:  There is now some reference to William Nordhaus having written his paper about mortality in  



967 

the United States in 1999, but it is not clear that it was published until 2002 or 2003 in a book edited 
by Murphy and Topel.  
 
Summer 2000:  I began informing senior economists, university department heads and senior charity 
staff of the problem in global goals and the problem in economists' policy advice on or before 4 July 
2000.   
 
August 2000: Mark Weisbrot and colleagues expressed concern about one aspect of the problem 
(figures looking better if poor people died in a crisis) in a published paper. 
 
January 2001: Thomas Pogge published a paper saying conventional methods for judging the extent 
of poverty omit the fact that the poor live shorter lives than the rich, so undercounting them. 
 
March-April 2001: I expressed concern about the problem to, among others: 
 
the head of media relations at the World Bank, Caroline Anstey,  
 
the speechwriter to the President of the World Bank, Srikanth Puranam,  
 
the World Bank representative at the MDG negotiations in charge of the World Bank's main database 
of "development" statistics the (World Development Indicators project), Eric Swanson,  
 
the OECD representative at the MDG negotiations, the head of OECD "development" statistics, Brian 
Hammond,  
 
Jeffrey Sachs, 
 
Kenneth Arrow, 
 
Ravi Kanbur. 
 
 
10 October 2001: I wrote a letter to the Economist newspaper pointing out the problem.  
 
15 October 2001:  I complained to my member of parliament about this massive error by economists 
and economic theorists.  He passed the message on to the UK's Secretary of State and Governor of the 
World Bank.  
 
December 2001:  Jeffrey Sachs and colleagues including one of the authors of the 2004 article 
(Jamison) published their work after I had explained the problem to Sachs on 11 April 2001. 
 
April 2002:  Ravi Kanbur issues a paper on the problem after my conversations with him on 18 April 
and 2 May 2001. 
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[Bloom, Canning and Jamison, 2004:] 
 
"Newly appointed World Bank Chief Economist François Bourguignon and Christian Morrisson 
(University of Paris) addressed the long-term evolution of inequality among world citizens starting 
from the premise that a “comprehensive definition of economic well-being would consider 
individuals over their lifetime.”  
 
Their conclusion was that rapid increases in life expectancy in poorer countries had resulted in 
declines in inequality, broadly defined, beginning sometime after 1950, even though income inequality 
had continued to rise. (The table on page 10 shows life expectancy increasing between 1960 and 1990 
in developing countries at a rate of 6.3 years a decade, whereas in the high-income countries, the rate 
was “only” 2.3 years a decade.)  
 
In another important paper, Yale University’s William Nordhaus assessed the growth of full income  
per capita in the United States in the 20th century.  
 
He concluded that somewhat over half of the growth in full income in the first half of the century 
had resulted from mortality decline, and somewhat less than half in the second half of the century. 
 
This was a period when real income in the United States increased sixfold, and life expectancy 
increased by a little over 25 years. Nordhaus’s paper also provides a valuable summary of the theory 
and methods of estimation of full income. 
 
Three lines of more recent [?] work extend these methods to the interpretation of the economic 
performance of developing countries in recent decades, and all reach conclusions that 
differ substantially from analyses based on GDP alone.  
 
Two of these studies—one undertaken for the World Health Organization’s Commission on 
Macroeconomics and Health (CMH) and the other at the IMF—assessed the impact of the AIDS 
epidemic on full income.  
 
Both concluded that the AIDS epidemic in the 1990s had far more adverse economic consequences 
than its effects on per capita GDP would suggest (see Box 3).  
 
Gary Becker and colleagues at the University of Chicago extended the earlier work of Bourguignon 
and Morrisson in finding strong absolute convergence in full income across countries over time, in 
contrast to the standard finding of continued divergence of GDP per capita.  
 
Finally, Jeffrey Sachs (Columbia University) and colleagues have extended the earlier CMH work by 
using standard cross-country growth regressions to model determinants of full income (rather than 
GDP per capita). They also conclude that economies have been converging in terms of full income, 
and, tentatively, they find the determinants of growth in full income to be similar to those of growth in 
GDP" 
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Health, Wealth, and Welfare 
Finance & Development 
March 2004 
David E. Bloom, David Canning, and Dean T. Jamison  
http://web.worldbank.org/archive/website01055/WEB/IMAGES/BLOOM.PDF 

  

 
 

 

 

"In 2000, as part of the Millennium Development Goals, world governments pledged that by 2015 
they will have reduced the 1990 under-five mortality rate by two thirds – from 93 children of every 
1,000 in 1990 dying before they were five to 31 of every 1,000 in 2015." 
 
[!] 
 
UNICEF 
2004 
http://www.unicef.org/progressforchildren/2004v1/childSurvival.php  

 
 

 

"the first of eight Millennium Development Goals set by 189 world leaders in September 2000, namely 
to reduce the rate of income poverty by half from its 1990 level by 2015" 
 
[!] 

Francois Bourguignon 
World Bank chief economist 
28 April 2004 
http://web.archive.org/web/20040429235423/http://www.themoscowtimes.com/stories/2004/04/28/00
6.html  
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"In September 2000, the Millennium Declaration was ratified by 189 heads of state at the United 
Nations Millennium Summit. 

The Declaration outlines eight broad goals. Within these are eighteen targets - most set for 2015 
using 1990 as a benchmark" 

[!] 
 
BBC World Service 
Millennium Development Goals website 
World Service Trust  
2004 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/specials/1112_mdg/index.shtml  
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Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  
Guide to Development Speak, undated 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/specials/916_dev_speak/page11.shtml 
 
 
 
 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals accepted by the UN in 2000 are, along with the targets set by 
the OECD in 1996 the subject of this expertly written book." 

[!] 
 
Not "expertly-written", in a description of the book:  
 
Targeting Development: Critical Perspectives on the Millennium Development Goals - Richard 
Black, Howard White 
August 2004 
https://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Targeting_Development.html?id=36VHtIs1f1YC&redir_esc=
y 

 

 

"The UN Millennium Summit in September 2000 endorsed the approach, setting its own Millennium 
Development Goals [!] ... The aim of this book is to provide a critical appraisal of these targets" 
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"agreement on the ‘Millennium Development Goals’ at the Millennium Summit in New York in 
September 2000 " 

Richard Black and Howard White 
Targeting Development 
Critical perspectives on the Millennium Development Goals 
Edited by Richard Black and Howard White 
Routledge  
2004 
samples.sainsburysebooks.co.uk/9781134410804_sample_527274.pdf  

 
 
Odd, because Howard White's paper for the National Audit Office had already quoted the Millennium 
Declaration correctly on its more ambitious pledges for mothers' and children's survival (if I 
remember correctly, his is the only mention of the pledges on the UK Government website, despite 
the UK repeatedly reaffirming among other pledges the Monterrey commitment to help publicise the 
Declaration). 

 
 
"These Millennium Development Goals did not come out of thin air. 
They were agreed at the historic UN Millennium Summit in 2000"  
 
[!] 

Mark Malloch Brown 
Targeting Development 
Routledge 
2004 
samples.sainsburysebooks.co.uk/9781134410804_sample_527274.pdf   

 

 

It seems difficult to believe that Malloch Brown did not know what he wrote was false. 

 
On 6 November 2001, Mark Malloch Brown as Chairman of the United Nations Development Group 
and head of the UN Development Programme, with three other heads of UN agencies, sent UN 
country offices a document stating that the baseline for the Millennium Declaration was 2000. 
  

In his 2004 book chapter, he misled as well: 
 



973 

"[the MDGs] also lie at the heart of the Monterrey Consensus and the Johannesburg Plan agreed at 
the World Summit for Sustainable Development in 2002." 

 
Contrary to what Malloch Brown claims, the Monterrey outcome document of March 2002 does not 
mention "Millennium Development Goals" at all.  
 
National representatives at the Monterrey meeting spoke of the Millennium Declaration.   
 
A phrase they did use in their outcome document was,  
 
"the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration". 
 
 
Nations agreed:  
 
"We should encourage...coordination...to meet the Millennium Declaration development goals". 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 
 
 
The Johannesburg summit plan of action does use the phrase "Millennium development goals" twice - 
in paragraphs 9 and 67.   However, this does not clearly refer to the 1990-baseline MDGs, since the 
document repeatedly refers to Millennium Declaration goals.  Also, paragraph 67 reads,  
 
"the agreed Millennium development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration". 

http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/WSSD_POI_PD/English/WSSD_PlanImpl.pdf  
 
 
These references in the Johannesburg document to "Millennium development goals" should be 
considered alongside the United States' position in 2002-5 or 2002-8 (if Ambassador Bolton's remarks 
in 2006 and a 2008 cable released by Wikileaks are taken as official US policy) as well as George W. 
Bush's speech to the UN of 14 September 2005. 
 
During that period the US generally stated that it had not endorsed - and nor had UN member states - 
the civil servants' proposals for "MDGs", and that references to "Millennium Development Goals" in 
summit outcomes in fact meant the Millennium Declaration goals.   

................................................................... 
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"We, the democratically elected Heads of State and Government of the Americas...  
reiterate our firm intention to continue implementing... the commitments made at the Millennium 
Summit" 

Special Summit of the Americas 
Monterrey, Mexico  
2004 
http://www.oas.org/juridico/english/mesicic_summit_special.htm  

 
 

 
 

"Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit and integrated and coordinated implementation 

of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic and social fields  

 The General Assembly,  

1. Decides to convene in New York in 2005….a high-level plenary meeting of the Assembly with the 
participation of heads of State and Government… 
 
2. …this major event will undertake  
 
a comprehensive review of the progress made in the fulfilment of all the commitments contained in 

the United Nations Millennium Declaration… 
 
and of the progress …of the outcomes and commitments of the major United Nations conferences 

and summits in the economic, social and related fields,  
 
on the basis of a comprehensive report to be submitted by the Secretary-General"  

 
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 58/291 
6 May 2004 
https://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/58_291/a_res58_291e.pdf  
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Heads of State and Government will review progress on commitments from previous UN 

conferences and summits, at the 2005 Summit 

 
 
"According to the revised draft resolution -- submitted by the General Assembly President -- on 
follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit (document A/58/L.8/Rev.1), the Assembly would 
decide to convene in 2005, at the commencement of its sixtieth session, a high-level plenary meeting 
with the participation of heads of State and government, on dates to be decided by the Assembly at its 
fifty-ninth session. 

The Assembly would also decide that that major event would undertake a comprehensive review of the 
progress made in the fulfilment of the commitments contained in the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration, including the internationally agreed development goals and the global partnership 
required for their achievement.  It would also review the progress made in the integrated and 
coordinated implementation, at the national, regional and international levels, of the outcomes and 
commitments of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and 
related fields, on the basis of a comprehensive report to be submitted by the Secretary-General. 

... 
 
JULIAN ROBERT HUNTE (Saint Lucia), General Assembly President, introducing the draft 
resolution on the high-level event (document A/58/L.8/Rev.1) said the text was broad in scope and set 
out a mandate that encompassed a comprehensive review of the progress made in fulfilling all the 
commitments contained in the Millennium Declaration.  That included internationally agreed 
development goals and the global partnership required to achieve them. 

He said the mandate also incorporated a comprehensive review of progress made in the integrated 
and coordinated implementation of the outcomes and commitments of the major United Nations 
conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields.  The Secretary-General’s report 
would form the basis of the high-level review."  
 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY ADOPTS REVISED RESOLUTION ON QUESTION OF PALESTINE, 
PRESIDENT’S TEXT ON HIGH-LEVEL MEETING ON OUTCOME OF MILLENNIUM 
SUMMIT 
6 May 2004 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2004/ga10240.doc.htm 
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"Poverty and Children 

In response to "The Challenge: Halving Global Poverty Again," a comment by Francois Bourguignon 
on April 28. 

 
Editor, 

Adults need more food than children. The global proportion of children is falling. So are economists 
not now underestimating food needs in the species? 

And how can economists have a global poverty count when they don't know the proportion of 
children? 

Matt Berkley 
Oxford, England" 

The Moscow Times 
7 May 2004 
https://web.archive.org/web/20150729062926/http://www.themoscowtimes.com/opinion/article/eu-
expansion-and-sheremetyevo-grievances/231171.html 

 
 
 

 
"The Group of 77 is determined to work actively for the success of the high-level plenary meeting to 
be held at the commencement of the 60th United Nations General Assembly, in 2005, with the 
participation of the Heads of State and Government to review progress made in the fulfillment of all 

the commitments made in the United Nations Millennium Declaration..." 
 

United Nations Conference on Trade and Development  
12 June 2004  
MINISTERIAL DECLARATION ON THE OCCASION OF THE  
FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE GROUP OF 77  
http://www.g77.org/40/TD405E.pdf 
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"More Or Less 

The "essential" things in life?  

"Does a lack of "essential" items mean a person is in poverty?   What are life's essentials in Britain in 
2004?   Here on this website is a list of the things people suggest are essentials... 
On More or Less we examined this whole approach to measuring poverty." 

BBC Radio 4's More or Less was broadcast on Thursday, 22 July, 1500 BST 

Click here to download a list of "essential" items" 

BBC 
21 July 2004  
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/programmes/more_or_less/3914227.stm   

 

 

 
 
"As the Organization prepares to mark its sixth decade in 2005, there could be no more fitting 
recognition of its many accomplishments and its ongoing promise than to advance in practice the 

vision of the Millennium Declaration.  
 
If all the United Nations Member States engage in serious contemplation and renew their 
commitment to the Declaration in concrete ways in the course of the coming year, the foundation will 
be laid for the peoples of the world not just to mark the target date of the Declaration in 2015 but 
also to celebrate real accomplishments at the conclusion of the seventh decade of the United 
Nations." 

Report by the Secretary-General 
Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit 
Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration 
2004 
www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2004.pdf  
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"This article examines problems in economists' claims about policies and international poverty.   

Such claims ("policy X reduces poverty"; "the world is on track to halving poverty by 2015") have 
been quoted in policy documents and public pronouncements from the World Bank, the UK 
Department of International Development and elsewhere.   

The article argues that the aim of "poverty reduction" is fundamentally flawed, since in traditional 
economic theory in a country where the worst-off survive longer, the economists say that the poor 
have done "worse";  and that what is measured by economists currently in countries where most 
humans live is not poverty.  

... 
 
The theory behind economists' large-scale statements as to how well or badly people have done does 
not address the question of what people need.  The available statistics are therefore not poverty 
statistics. 
 
... 
 
These confusions by economists may help explain several puzzles in international statistics: 
 
1) why Cubans, Sri Lankans and Keralans have lived a long time despite economists saying they were 
very poor; 

2) why Millennium Goal Indicator 1 has been reported as significantly ahead of most of the others 
(we might expect people to eat better if they are getting richer, and health to improve if hungry people 
eat better:  so why are health indicators not in line with economic indicators?); 

3) why global health goals are not being met (perhaps the wrong economic policies are being 
promoted)." 

Possible solutions to some puzzles in international statistics 
Draft 
26 September 2004 
http://web.archive.org/web/20040928112856/http://www.mattberkley.dsl.pipex.com:80/ 

 
 
 
 

"UK 2005 has been compiled with the help of over 200 organisations, including many government 
departments and agencies. The editors would like to thank all the people from these organisations 
who have taken so much time and care to ensure that the book’s high standards of accuracy have 
been maintained." 
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"Millennium Development Goals 

All members of the UN made a commitment in 2000 to meet the Millennium Development Goals by 
2015" 

UK 2005 
The Official Yearbook of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
Office for National Statistics 
www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/social-trends-rd/the-official-yearbook-of-the-united-kingdom/2005-
edition/the-official-yearbook-of-the-united-kingdom---2005-edition.pdf 

 

 

.......................................................................... 

 

 

When I wrote the following I may have been unaware of Jeffrey Sachs' paper of December 2001 on 
AIDS in Africa, essentially proving that what I had explained to him in April 2001 was important.   
 
However, I think that even if I had not seen that paper, I should have been able to work out from his 
December 2001 Commission on Macroeconomics and Health report that he had used some kind of 
method along the lines of what I had proposed to him in April. 
 
 
The letter subsequently vanished from the newspaper website. 
 
  

From: The Columbia Spectator [vfeedback@columbiaspectator.com] 
Sent: 21 October 2004 00:06 ... 

The feedback you recently submitted to The Columbia Spectator has been approved by the moderator, 
and is active on the site. 

... 
 

Comment: 
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            I am sure that Professor Sachs is well-meaning towards  
            poor people.         

            I have written to him twice explaining that 
            macroeconomists' outcome measures are wrong, for the 
            simple reason that they ignore survival rates.   

            Macroeconomists have confused cross-sectional with 
            longitudinal statistics, and utilitarianism with raising 
            the average by the end of the period.    

            If more poor people die, the economist's method shows 
            them as having done better.            

            Secondly, macroeconomists devised policies  without 

            looking for correlations with the price of food.               

            Income or expenditure are not measures of consumption 
            without food prices.  Professor Pogge of Columbia has 
            worked on this issue in relation to the global poverty 
            estimates.  But also, it casts doubt over all 

            macroeconomists' policy advice based on the cross-country 
            comparisons reported in newspapers.          

            Thirdly, inflation does not measure the cost of living.   

            For instance, there are more adults per child than in 
            1990, and adults need more food than children.   Need for 
            rented accommodation may rise or fall according to 
            landlessness.               

            Macroeconomists have not estimated food prices, food 

            needs, other prices, other needs or survival rates of the 

            poorest people for past years, but persist in claiming to 

            have a good indication of how policies have affected the 

            poorest people economically.  These methods are 
            structurally biased against countries where life is long, 

            food is cheap, debts low and land ownership more fair.            

            I do not consider it humane to devise policies on the 
            basis of such methods.   It is time for a rethink of 
            advice being given to borrower countries. 
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            ................................................................ 

 

 

 

"The problem is not general unreliability, but a tendency towards bias.   For example, economists 
have not yet compiled international prices of staple food.    Policy assessments therefore have a 
tendency to discriminate against governments which make food cheap.  If luxuries become cheap, 
macroeconomic indicators give the illusion that the poorest have got richer.   If a country carries out 
land reform, the macroeconomist does not register the asset acquisition as an economic gain.   This 
runs counter to the popular concept of wealth.   The concept of a capitalist system of economics which 
fails to register capital gains is puzzling.    A country which saves the life of anyone in the majority on 
below-mean income thereby reduces GDP per capita, and the economist thinks the people have done 
worse on average." 

Hunger in the human species: Problems and possible solutions 
Draft for correction 
26 October 2004 
http://web.archive.org/web/20041208042753/http://www.mattberkley.dsl.pipex.com:80/5axioms.htm  
 
 
 

 
 

"In 2000, with UK support, the United Nations agreed the millennium development goals to be 
achieved by 2015 " 

John Bercow  
UK Member of Parliament 
6 November 2004 
https://www.spectator.co.uk/comic/the-tories-must-help-the-poor/  
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"On behalf of the Group of 77 and China... 
 
Our leaders agreed upon some common goals which have been clearly articulated in the outcome 
documents of various UN conferences and summits including the Millennium Summit. And all our 
leaders agreed that those common goals must be achieved. ... 

Regrettably, the report on the implementation of the Millennium Declaration points out that many of 
us are being left far behind and to those countries, these common goals are becoming increasingly 
distant.  ... 

...the Millennium Declaration must be implemented in its entirety.  ... 
 
The Millennium Declaration is no doubt important, but equally important are the outcomes of other 
UN conferences and summits. ... 

The realization of the goals of the Millennium Declaration have gained increasing importance..." 

Statement on behalf of the Group of 77 and China 
Integrated and Coordinated Implementation of and follow-up to the Outcomes of the Major United 
Nations Conferences and Summits in the Economic, Social and Related Fields 
Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration,  General Assembly Plenary  
(New York, 22 November 2004) 
http://www.g77.org/Speeches/112204.htm 

 
 
  

 

"Speaking on behalf of the “Group of 77” developing countries and China, the representative of 
Qatar said the Millennium Declaration must be implemented in its entirety" 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY DISCUSSES PREPARATIONS FOR 2005 HIGH-LEVEL REVIEW OF 
MILLENNIUM SUMMIT, MAJOR UN CONFERENCES  
22 November 2004 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2004/ga10303.doc.htm  

 
 
 
 

"We welcome the adoption of General Assembly resolution 58/291 of 6 May 2004 on the integrated 
and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major UN conferences and 
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summits in the economic and social fields, which decided to convene in New York in 2005, a High-
level plenary meeting to undertake a comprehensive review of the progress made in the fulfillment of 
all the commitments contained in the Millennium Declaration, including the internationally agreed 
development goals and the global partnership required for their achievement. " 

Declaration of the Twenty-eighth Annual Ministerial Meeting of the G-77 
http://www.g77.org/doc/Decl2004.htm 

  

 
 
 

"The Group of 77 is determined to work actively for the success of the high-level plenary meeting to 
be held at the...General Assembly, in 2005... to review progress made in the fulfillment of all the 
commitments made in the United Nations Millennium Declaration" 

Ministerial Declaration 
2004 
http://www.g77.org/40/declaration.htm 

 
 

 

"We reaffirm our commitment to fight global poverty and to help countries achieve the international 
development goals of the Millennium Declaration" 

Statement by G-7 Finance Ministers and Central Bank Governors 
2004 
http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/js1979.aspx 

   

  

  



985 

MB note:  The IDGs mentioned below - International Development Goals - were devised in 1996 by 
the rich countries' club, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development.  They had 
1990 baselines. 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) emerged in 2001 as a compromise between the IDGs 
and the Millennium Declaration, with a view to avoiding separate development agendas.  
 
While the IDGs essentially became the basis for the MDGs…" 
 
Asian Development Bank 
April 2013 
http://www.oecd.org/derec/adb/ADB_supportforAchievingMDG_Post2015.pdf  

 
 

 

 

 

"The MDG Drinking Water and Sanitation Target 

(“Target 10”) 

• Adopted at the United Nations Millennium Summit in 2000 [!] , when 8 Millennium Declaration 
Goals (“MDGs”) were defined together with related targets [!] to fight extreme poverty globally and 
reduce it by 2015   
 
... 
 
Consequences of current monitoring system 

•   Donors misinformed by overly optimistic picture of status of the Water Supply and Sanitation 
(“WSS”) sector as conveyed in UN progress reports ⇒ on that basis, they could decide to allocate 
funds in other regions where needs are deemed more important  
 
Increasing weight of progress made towards Target 10 in IFI decision-making process: from 2005 
onwards, World Bank IDA allocations linked to such UN-assessed progress   
 
Past progress and future trends in sector very difficult to apprehend: in particular, absence of 
reliable data for baseline year (1990) [!] represents a major obstacle to determine access coverage 
levels to be targeted in 2015" 
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[In reality the Millennium Declaration target has a baseline of 2000, and the "MDG" target 
conspicuously omits the 1990 baseline.] 

 

 
 
 
OECD 
Meeting the MDG Drinking Water and Sanitation Target in the EECCA region: 
a goal within reach? 
Joint Meeting of the EU Water Initiative’s EECCA Working Group and the EAP Task Force 
Environmental Finance and Water Networks 
29 March –1 April 2005, Chisinau, Moldova 
http://www.oecd.org/env/outreach/34714687.pdf  
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"In September 2000, the United Nations Millennium Summit agreed eight Millennium Development 
Goals.  

[!] 
 
Nearly 190 countries have subsequently signed up to them.  
 
[When?] 
 
The goals range from halving global poverty and hunger to protecting the environment, improving 
health and sanitation and tackling illiteracy and discrimination against women.  

For each of the goals, a target is defined using very specific indicators. For example, for the first goal 
- eradicate extreme poverty and hunger - the target 
  
[! - singular] 
 
is to halve the proportion of people whose income is less than one dollar a day by 2015, and the 
indicators being used are: 

■ proportion of population below $1 per day; 

■ poverty gap ratio [incidence x depth of poverty]; 

■ share of poorest quintile in national consumption.  

 
The indicators chosen by the UN to measure the progress of the goals can be found in the databases 
available through ESDS International. For example, the three indicators for the first goal  
 
[! - nine] 
 
are available as time series in the World Bank World Development Indicators. The World Bank’s 
Global Development Finance and the UN Common Database also contain the Millennium 
Development Goal indicators on health, education, equality, the environment and the flows of debt 
and aid." 

 

Economic and Social Data Service  
Universities of Essex, Manchester; JISC; Economic and Social Research Council 
ESDS Annual Report, 2004-2005 
https://www.ukdataservice.ac.uk/media/264298/ESDS-AnnualReport20042005.pdf 
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2002-5:  The US says it has not agreed the "MDGs" proposed in 2001. 

 

14 September 2005:  George W. Bush now says the US is committed to "Millennium 

Development Goals".    

 

16 September: The US State Department claims that world leaders mean the Millennium 

Declaration goals.  

 

17 September: Secretary of State says that the US is committed to "MDGs".   

 

2006: US ambassador to UN says it is not.    

 

In 2008 according to a cable released through Wikileaks, the US Government still held that it 

had not agreed the Secretary-General's "MDGs". The Obama administration misled that the 

Millennium Declaration adopted the easier "MDGs".   

 

 

 
 
The United States was correct in 2005 that member states had never formally adopted the MDG 
structure.   
 
However, it did overstate its case in material such as the document below, claiming the UN  
Secretariat "formulated a set of goals...targets and indicators" - "solely a Secretariat product".   
 
In reality a large seminar was held at the World Bank in March 2001, attended by national 
representatives as well as international civil servants.  At the seminar, there was general agreement 
that a relatively short set of development objectives should be agreed.   
 
After this, UN and OECD documents - and accounts by civil servants involved - report agreement 
between UN representatives and those from the World Bank, OECD and IMF on the MDG structure.   
 
The Secretary-General stated in his Road Map of September 2001, 
 
"consultations were held among members of the United Nations Secretariat and representatives of 
IMF, OECD and the World Bank in order to harmonize reporting on the development goals in the 
Millennium Declaration and the international development goals."  

 
One account says: 
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"The Declaration was driven by the UN Secretary General and his staff and negotiated by diplomats. 
It was built on the agendas adopted at the UN development conferences driven by interest groups 
including sectoral ministries and social activists.  

The MDGs, on the other hand, were defined by technocrats from UN agencies with expertise in 
development data representing several multinational agencies.  

The Chair of this group was Michael Doyle, another well-known international relations scholar who 
succeeded Ruggie as the chief strategy adviser to the Secretary General, who focused on the big-
picture issues of political negotiations and basic principles. 

But the dominant members were the representatives of the UNDP, the World Bank and the OECD 
who had worked together on reporting on the Development Assistance Committee’s International 
Development Goals. It is worth noting that this was an unusual group for a UN initiative on data, 
since the three individuals were not from the statistical units of a UN secretariat such as the 
Department of Social and Economic Affairs or specialised agencies with thematic/sectoral mandates 
such as the World Health Organization (WHO) or the UN Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization (UNESCO). They were development economists rather than statisticians.  

And it was highly unusual for the World Bank and OECD to be participating in a UN exercise, but 
here the two organisations were playing a leading role. . Statisticians from the UN agencies were also 
included in this group but did not dominate the process. Many voiced dissatisfaction that it did not 
reflect adequate consultation with the UN statistical networks and the knowledge and experience of 
specialized agencies in areas such as education and health. " 
 
Sakiko Fukuda-Parr 
Global Development Goal Setting As A Policy Tool For Global Governance: 
Intended And Unintended Consequences 
International Policy Centre for Inclusive Growth 
United Nations Development Programme 
Working paper  
April 2013 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/863IPCWorkingPaper108.pdf  

 

 
"The MDGs were presented to UN member States during the 56th session of the General Assembly 
(2001), as an annex to the Secretary-General’s report titled “Roadmap towards the implementation of 
the UN Millennium Declaration.”  
 
States only took note of the report and recommended that the roadmap be considered a “useful 
guide” in implementing the Millennium Declaration by the UN System in 2001 (A/RES/56/95). 
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Clearly, not all States immediately endorsed the MDGs, arguing that they had not been inter-
governmentally negotiated and adopted.  
 
Nonetheless, there was already broad acceptance of the Goals as benchmarks of progress on the part 
of several donors, developing countries, civil society and main development institutions."  

Morgera, E 2010, 'The Environmental Dimension of the MDGs: Progress Made?' Environmental 
Policy and Law, vol 40, no. 6, pp. 269-72. 
Elisa Morgera, Lecturer in European Environmental Law,  
University of Edinburgh School of Law 
www.research.ed.ac.uk/portal/files/15496367/EPL_MDG_Summit_FINAL.pdf  

 

 
 
It has been claimed by at least one person involved in the formulation of the MDG structure that there 
was liaison between the negotiators and member states.  It might be hard to imagine otherwise.  It 
might be thought odd if the World Bank and OECD representatives had not talked to government 
representatives before devising the MDG structure.  Informal talks, though, have a different status 
from public statements and from public commitments.  
 
It is not clear why the US, which was right to say the MDGs had not been adopted formally, made the 
wrong claim that the MDG structure was purely a UN Secretariat product. 

A more sensible point which the US could have emphasised is this:   
 
Member states, both at the General Assembly and in various combinations, continued to reaffirm the 
more ambitious commitments in the Millennium Declaration and other UN conference outcome 
documents. 
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"FM SECSTATE WASHDC  
TO ALL DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR POSTS COLLECTIVE  
ALSO FOR AID MISSIONS ... 

SUBJECT: THE MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS (MDGS) -- WHAT ARE THEY? ... 
 

SUMMARY  

--------  

  
1. THE TERM "MDGS" PRESENTS AN AMBIGUITY IN INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT  
DISCUSSIONS. DEPENDING ON WHO IS USING IT, "MDGS" CAN REFER TO TWO  QUITE 
DIFFERENT SETS OF GOALS: THE GOALS IN THE MILLENNIUM DECLARATION ADOPTED 
BY WORLD LEADERS AT THE MILLENNIUM SUMMIT IN 2000 OR THE GOALS  AND 
ASSOCIATED TARGETS AND INDICATORS THAT THE UN SECRETARIAT  FORMULATED AND 
PROMULGATED IN 2001. .... 
 
THE PURPOSE  OF THIS CABLE IS TO PROVIDE POST WITH GUIDANCE AND BACKGROUND 
IN DEALING WITH "MDGS," AND TO CLEAR THE MISAPPREHENSION THAT THE UNITED 
STATES IS OPPOSED TO THE "MDGS." END SUMMARY.  

  

NOT ALL MDGS ARE THE SAME  

-------------------------  

 
 2. AT THE 2000 UN MILLENNIUM SUMMIT, HEADS OF STATE AND GOVERNMENT  
ADOPTED THE MILLENNIUM DECLARATION, WHICH, AMONG OTHER THINGS, BROUGHT  
TOGETHER A VARIETY OF DEVELOPMENT GOALS ON POVERTY, HUNGER, EDUCATION,  
HEALTH, AND ENVIRONMENT, MOST OF THEM TO BE ACHIEVED BY 2015, SOME OF  
WHICH WERE FROM EARLIER CONFERENCES AND SOME ORIGINAL.  

  

3. IN 2001, THE UN SECRETARIAT ISSUED A REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
MILLENNIUM DECLARATION. BASED ON THE GOALS THAT UN MEMBER STATES HAVE 
AGREED TO IN THE DECLARATION, THE SECRETARIAT FORMULATED A SET OF GOALS 
AND SUBSIDIARY TARGETS AND INDICATORS, AND CHRISTENED THEM "MILLENNIUM 
DEVELOPMENT GOALS." THEY ARE SOLELY A SECRETARIAT PRODUCT, NEVER HAVING 
BEEN FORMALLY ADOPTED BY MEMBER STATES. 
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THE PROBLEM  

-----------  

 4. SINCE THEN THE TERM "MDGS" HAS BECOME AMBIGUOUS. MOST PEOPLE USING THE 
TERM ASSUME THAT THE "MDGS" ARE AGREED DEVELOPMENT GOALS FROM THE 
MILLENNIUM DECLARATION, WHICH THE UNITED STATES SUPPORTS. OFTEN THE UN 
SECRETARIAT AND REPRESENTATIVES OF A NUMBER OF COUNTRIES, HOWEVER, USE IT 
TO REFER TO THE SECRETARIAT GOALS AND, IN PARTICULAR, TO THE SO-CALLED "MDG 
GOAL EIGHT" ... 
 

7. IN ADDITION, BY SEPARATING DEVELOPMENT GOALS FROM THE MILLENNIUM 
DECLARATION, WHICH ALSO INCLUDES COMMITMENTS TO GOOD GOVERNANCE, 
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS, THE ADVOCATES OF THE ODA-FOCUSED APPROACH 
IN EFFECT DETACH THESE FUNDAMENTAL ELEMENTS FROM THE DEVELOPMENT 
EQUATION AND TURN ANY DEVELOPMENT DISCUSSION INTO AN ODA DISCUSSION.  

THE UNITED STATES OBJECTS TO TAKING THE DEVELOPMENT GOALS OF THE 
MILLENNIUM DECLARATION OUT OF THE CONTEXT OF THE DECLARATION.  

  
 

HOW WE HANDLE IT  

----------------  

 8. IN 2002, ON THE EVE OF THE UN MONTERREY CONFERENCE ON FINANCING FOR 
DEVELOPMENT, PRESIDENT BUSH SAID IN A SPEECH AT THE INTER-AMERICAN 
DEVELOPMENT BANK, "AMERICA SUPPORTS THE INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT GOALS 
IN THE U.N. MILLENNIUM DECLARATION." THE SPEECH CAN BE FOUND AT:  

HTTP://WWW.WHITEHOUSE.GOV/NEWS/RELEASES/2002/03/20020314-7.HTML.  

[The Bush speech is at:  
http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2002/03/20020314-7.html ]  

 
9. TO AVOID THE AMBIGUITY THE TERM "MDGS" BRINGS IN  NEGOTIATED TEXTS, UN 
MEMBER STATES HAVE SUPPORTED US IN REPLACING  "MDGS" OR "MILLENNIUM 
DEVELOPMENT GOALS" WITH THE FOLLOWING  FORMULATION: "INTERNATIONALLY 
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AGREED DEVELOPMENT GOALS, INCLUDING THOSE IN THE MILLENNIUM 
DECLARATION."  
 
THIS SPELLS OUT WHAT "MDGS" REFER TO,  AND DISTINGUISHES THE GOALS ADOPTED 
BY GOVERNMENTS FROM THE SECRETARIAT  PRODUCT.  
 
AS A RESULT, NEGOTIATED UN TEXTS ON DEVELOPMENT HAVE  CONSISTENTLY 
ESCHEWED THE TERM "MDGS" OR "MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT  GOALS."  .... 

 

 

BACKGROUND ON MILLENNIUM DECLARATION GOALS  

------------------------------------------  

11. THE DEVELOPMENT GOALS IN THE MILLENNIUM DECLARATION ADOPTED BY UN 
MEMBER STATES ARE THE FOLLOWING (AS CONTAINED IN PARAGRAPH 19):  

-- TO HALVE, BY THE YEAR 2015, THE PROPORTION OF THE WORLD'S PEOPLE WHOSE 
INCOME IS LESS THAN ONE DOLLAR A DAY AND THE PROPORTION OF PEOPLE WHO 
SUFFER FROM HUNGER AND, BY THE SAME DATE, TO HALVE THE PROPORTION OF 
PEOPLE WHO ARE UNABLE TO REACH OR TO AFFORD SAFE DRINKING WATER. ... 

 
-- BY THE SAME DATE, TO HAVE REDUCED MATERNAL MORTALITY BY THREE QUARTERS, 
AND UNDER-FIVE CHILD MORTALITY BY TWO THIRDS, OF THEIR CURRENT RATES.  

THE SECRETARIAT'S "MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS"......48 INDICATORS... 
...THESE INDICATORS WERE NEVER SUBJECT TO INTER-GOVERNMENTAL 
NEGOTIATIONS...WE, THEREFORE, DO NOT WANT THEM PRESENTED AS BEING AGREED 
AMONG GOVERNMENTS. ... 
 
... RICE" 
 
 ... 
 
SUBJECT: THE MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS (MDGS) -- WHAT ARE THEY? 
04/26/05 
FM SECSTATE WASHDC 
TO ALL DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR POSTS COLLECTIVE 
ALSO FOR AID MISSIONS" 
 
US State Department  
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26 April 2005 
pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/Pcaab560.pdf 

 

 
 
 

 

"Paris, 4 May 2005 

OECD Ministers reaffirm Millennium and Monterrey development commitments 

...OECD Ministers meeting in Paris have reasserted their countries’ commitments to the Millennium 

Declaration and the Monterrey Consensus on development. ... 

But the OECD countries also emphasise the responsibilities of individual countries for their economic 
and social development. “Sound macro-economic policies, good governance based on solid 
democratic institutions and accountability responsive to the needs of the people …” their statement 
says. 

Corruption is a major impediment to development and investment, the OECD countries warn. In their 
statement, they pledge to help developing countries build effective anti-bribery systems. But they also 
insist that increased aid must be accompanied by more effective use, and that aid programmes must 
be monitored and measured for their effectiveness. ... 
 

ENABLING DEVELOPMENT 

OECD statement to the follow-up of the UN Millennium Declaration and Monterrey Consensus 

1. We, Ministers of OECD countries, gathered at the OECD Ministerial Council Meeting on 3-4 May 
2005 in Paris, reaffirm our strong commitment to the implementation of the Millennium 
Declaration and the Monterrey Consensus and for achieving the internationally agreed development 
goals, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration (MDGs)."  [?] 
 
[strange addition of "MDGs", but clear that they were committed to the Declaration, which makes any 
reference to easier "MDG" targets redundant] 

OECD Ministers reaffirm Millennium and Monterrey development commitments 
4 May 2005 
http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?doclanguage=en&cote=c/min(20
05)2 
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"SALIL SHETTY 
 
Director, Millennium Campaign, United Nations. 
 
ABSTRACT 
 
This essay deals with the intrinsic relationship between the Millennium Goals and Human Rights. It 
analyzes how countries – specifically those where hunger and poverty are rapidly increasing –, 
should adopt the human rights discourse in order to demand the monitoring and the implementation 
of the Millennium Goals by 2015. 
 
...in the largest gathering of Heads of State in the history of humankind in September 2000, world 
leaders committed themselves to the Millennium Declaration. In this sobering  document, they vowed 
to free their fellow citizens from the indignity and suffering that goes with abject poverty. 
 
And at the turn of the century and the millennium, they recapitulated  
 
[! – in fact did not recapitulate but weakened, in some cases]  
 
the outcomes of the different UN Summits of the nineties and gave themselves 15 years, up to 2015, 
to meet a set of very minimal but concrete goals and targets, later christened The 8 Millennium 
Development Goals.[!] ... 
 
 
The Millennium Goals in the human rights context 
 
It is amazing how often, even very well-informed people, do not remember that the Goals were 
derived [!] at a later date from the original document i.e. the Millennium Declaration.  
 
I would therefore like to give the Declaration some careful attention.  [!] 
 
 
The Millennium Declaration presents the normative and contextual basis for the Millennium Goals.  
..." 
 
"The Declaration leaves no room for doubt or negotiation. The Millennium Goals are about realizing 
the Right to Development within a broader human rights framework. 
 
Development is seen as imperative based on justice and not a charitable option. The foundational 
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values for the achievement of the Goals are of shared responsibility, indivisibility, nondiscrimination, 
equality and accountability – all straight out of a human rights dictionary. The Millennium Goals are 
powered by the legitimacy and value base of human rights, without which they are an empty set of 
targets." 
 
 
[MB: Salil Shetty misleads, and misses a key point – leaders in fact made specific pledges, and did 
not merely talk about a value base.   
 
It is odd that he appears to have studied at least parts of the Declaration and yet failed to note the 
baseline change, or other weakening of the commitments in the "MDG" structure, or the fact that 
people could hold governments to account on pledges beyond what was in the so-called "MDGs".   
 
In any case, according to the UN resolutions of 2001-2 he was supposed to, as head of the Millennium 
Campaign, enable people to hold governments to account by telling them what was in the Declaration, 
not the "MDGs". 
 
Since he appears to refer to the 2005 Summit as in the future, he does not seem to have a firm basis 
for saying leaders have committed themselves to the "MDGs" even in 2005.    
 
It therefore appears that his focus on the "MDGs" does not fit his overall purpose, and he should have 
been concentrating on leaders' actual commitments, intentions, approaches and values stated in the 
various agreements which did exist.]   
 
  
 
"What is wrong with the Goals? 
 
The Goals have been criticized by some as being too ambitious and by others as being Minimum 
Development Goals that have diluted previous commitments (refer Table from Katerina Tomazevski, 
next pages).  
 
[Table from Katerina Tomazevski:]   
 
"governments which committed themselves to MDGs in 2000" [!] 
 
[Salil Shetty:] 
 
"The Heads of State meeting in September 2005 to review progress against the Millennium 
Declaration is very important ... 
 
You could analyze progress on the Millennium Goals [?] in your country using a human rights 
framework" 
 
Salil Shetty 
Director of UN Millennium Campaign 
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Millennium Declaration and Development Goals: 
Opportunities for Human Rights  
Text based on lecture delivered at the IV International Human Rights Colloquium:  
"UN Millennium Declaration and Development Goals: Challenges for Human Rights. 
São Paulo, 11 October 2004. 
Sur 
International journal on human rights. vol. 2, no. 2 
2005 
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"What are the Millennium Development Goals? 

The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) are the world’s time-bound and quantified targets  

[! - agreed in what resolution?   The UN librarians cannot find one.]  

for addressing extreme poverty in its many dimensions — income poverty, hunger, disease, lack of 
adequate shelter, and exclusion — while promoting gender equality, education, and environmental 
sustainability. They are also basic human rights — the rights of each person on the planet to health, 
education, shelter, and security as pledged in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the UN 
Millennium Declaration." [!]  
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"The fulcrum of international development policy 

At the Millennium Summit in September 2000, the largest gathering of world leaders in history 
adopted the UN Millennium Declaration, committing their nations to a global partnership to reduce 
poverty, improve health, and promote peace, human rights, gender equality, and environmental 
sustainability.  

This unprecedented joint commitment was not a one-off affair. The partnership between rich and poor 
countries was reaffirmed at the November 2001 launch of the Doha Round on international trade.  

Soon after, world leaders met again at the March 2002 International Conference on Financing for 
Development in Monterrey, Mexico, establishing a landmark framework for global development 
partnership in which developed and developing countries agreed to take joint actions for poverty 
reduction.  

Later that same year, UN member states gathered at the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
in Johannesburg, South Africa, where they reaffirmed [!] the Millennium Development Goals as the 
world’s time-bound development targets. [!] 

The framework established in the Monterrey Consensus describes the nature and importance of new 
global partnership as follows:  

Achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the UN 
Millennium Declaration, demands a new partnership between developed and developing countries. 
We commit ourselves to sound policies, good governance at all levels, and the rule of law ... 

...Couched in these landmark Millennium [?] and Monterrey pledges, [?] the Millennium 
Development Goals drive a new era in international development." 

 

"the Goals need to be applied at the country level so governments can be held accountable [!] for 
signing on to them." [!] 

"Under the auspices of the Goals, [!] countries have agreed to hold each other to account, and 
citizens of both high-income and low-income countries are empowered [!] to hold their own 
governments to clear standards. [!] 

"the [Monterrey] Consensus identified several regions where ODA is particularly necessary to meet 
the Goals: 
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[Sachs and colleagues quote the 2002 Monterrey agreement, which clearly shows member states were 
still committed to what they had actually agreed. 
The Monterrey document says nothing about "Millennium Development Goals":]  
 
For many countries...ODA [overseas development assistance]...is critical to the achievement of the 
development goals and targets of the UN Millennium Declaration and other internationally agreed 
development targets (paragraph 39). 
 
... 

We recognize that a substantial increase in ODA and other resources will be required if developing 
countries are to achieve the internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those 
contained in the UN Millennium Declaration." 

 
[Sachs and colleagues:] 
 
"Many civil society organizations broadly support the global partnership that the Goals encapsulate, 
as laid out in the UN Millennium Declaration, [!] but remain skeptical about the Goals themselves, 
for several reasons.  

They question whether the Goals are different from previous UN goals that were not met.  
 
[MB:  In reality some targets were different – easier than previous goals, and easier than current 
goals.] 
 

They have not been systematically involved in the Goal-setting process and so feel no ownership.  

They argue that the Goals are “top down,” imposed by the international community, rather than 
locally developed, and that there is uncertainty about their role in achieving the Goals.  

They see the Goals as too narrow and unambitious, especially in comparison to the UN Millennium 

Declaration, [!] leaving out critical issues of importance.  

For example, the Goal for gender equality falls short of the aims set in the Platform of Action at the 
UN Conference on Women in 1995, which governments around the world committed to.  
 
[! – Sachs and colleagues omit the vital point that governments were still committed to them.] 
 
 
They are critical of the fact that only Goal 8, which spells out the responsibility of developed 
countries, lacks time-bound targets.  
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These are all legitimate concerns that policymakers need to address.  
 
 

[MB: But Sachs and colleagues, in promoting the narrower, less ambitious targets, distracted from 
those legitimate concerns.   
 
If I remember correctly, Thomas Pogge raised the issue of the easier baseline at a conference Sachs 
attended in 2003. 
 
In any case, the Millennium Project did not only distract from the real promises agreed by member 
states, but positively misled the public.] 

 
The concerns come from a history of broken promises and systematic exclusion of CSOs [civil society 
organisations] from decision-making.  

But the criticisms focus more on the process of designing and implementing the Goals than the 
concept and substance of the Goals themselves. 
 
 
[MB: Not true of Pogge's criticism about the baseline, or the well-known criticisms that the "poverty" 
line was inadequate.] 

 
 The Goals represent, at a minimum, the very objectives that CSOs have been trying to achieve for 
decades.  

The Millennium Development Goals differ from other UN goals because, for the first time,[!] they 
have been endorsed not only by the UN system and all its member states [!]  
... 
 
They have a political momentum because of their unique link with the hopes of the new millennium. 
[!]  
 
And they have already demonstrated staying power..."  
 
[Are they referring to the fact that the General Assembly kept reaffirming the Millennium Declaration 
goals?] 

"The Goals constitute a minimum set of objectives that the global community has agreed to."  
 
[!  Not according to the USA.]  
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Investing in Development:  Millennium Project report 
Jeffrey Sachs, John McArthur and colleagues 
June 2005 
http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/documents/MainReportComplete-lowres.pdf 

 
 
Professor Sachs' team mislead, since the words "Millennium Development Goals" would reasonably 
be taken to refer to the publicised list by that name, with the easier baselines. 

On one particular point, member states could not have "reaffirmed the Goals as the world's time-
bound development targets" at the 2002 Johannesburg Summit. 

That is because:  

1) they had not affirmed them in the first place 
 
and  

2) they kept reaffirming other such targets which were more ambitious.  

 
 
In reality the Johannesburg Summit reiterated the 2000-baseline maternal and child mortality targets. 

At the time, the US stated that it was reaffirming the Declaration (not the "MDGs"). 

The Johannesburg agreement uses the phrase "Millennium development goals" twice.  The footnote to 
the first instance directs the reader to the Millennium Declaration.   

The Secretary-General, like the heads of state and government, used the phrase to refer to what was in 
fact a Millennium Declaration target: 
 
"Key commitments, targets and timetables of the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development [Johannesburg, 2002]... 
Reduce, by 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and maternal 
mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000 (reaffirmation of millennium 
development goal)"  
Note by the Secretary-General  
World Summit on Sustainable Development and its possible implications for the work of the 
Statistical Commission 
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(30 November 2002) 
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/environment/envpdf/2003-33e.pdf   

 
 

 
 
 
"The  High Level Event on Millennium Review in September of this year provides an opportunity to 
assess the implementation of the commitments of the Millennium Declaration and the results of the 
major UN Summits and Conferences. ... 

The United States and the European Union...share...the perspective that the interlinked dimensions of 
peace and security, human rights, rule of law, democracy, and development need to be addressed 
coherently, within more efficient and transparent institutions and procedures. ... 

Achieving the development goals of the Millennium Declaration will require significant additional 
resources, which should come from many sources, as set out at Monterrey... 

We stand ready to increase our financial assistance to countries with good governance and sound 
policies and transparent, [!] ambitious and accountable strategies to achieve long-term economic 
growth and reach the internationally-agreed development goals in the Millennium Declaration." 

U.S.-EU Declaration on the 60th Anniversary of the Signing of the San Francisco [United Nations] 
Charter 
20 June 2005 
http://2001-2009.state.gov/p/eur/rls/or/48381.htm  

  
 
 

 
 "188 Heads of State [in 2000] accepted a resolution that describes the Millennium Development 
Goals [!].  These are the following eight objectives…  
 
half the 1990 [!] level…  
 
between 1990 and 2015…" [!] 

J.M.M. Ritzen 
A Chance for the World Bank 
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2005 
"J. M. M. Ritzen was former Vice President of the Development Economics Department, World Bank; 
Professor and President of Maastricht University.  
With foreword by Joseph Stiglitz." 
 
 
 

 
 

"Too often, humanitarian relief has been separated from development and from achievement of the 
goals of the Millennium Declaration... 
 
...if we are to continue the recent increases in ODA and assure the goals of the Millennium 
Declaration are achieved, we must also ensure aid effectiveness, sustainability and results. ... 

With the right choices, we have a good chance of reaching the goals we set for ourselves at Monterrey 
and in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
Andrew S. Natsios, Administrator for U.S. Agency for International Development 
Statement to the United Nations High-Level Dialogue on Financing for Development 
27 June 2005 
http://2001-2009.state.gov/e/eeb/rls/rm/2005/48689.htm  

 

 
 
"We, the Heads of State and Government of the Member States of the African Union, 
...on 4th and 5th July 2005... 
 
Determined further to fulfill our commitments to the Millennium Declaration and the 
achievement of the MDGs within the deadline" 

 
 

............................................... 
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"In a little over two months our heads of state and government will review progress against their 
Millennium Declaration commitments.  ... 

The EU welcomes this year’s coordination segment theme - “Towards achieving the internationally 
agreed development goals, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration” – which focuses 
on how UN system coordination can contribute to these broad objectives in 2005 and beyond. ... 
 
The European Union is strongly committed to the implementation of the outcomes of the conferences 
in the economic, social, environmental and related fields, and in particular to the Millennium 
Declaration and the achievement of the MDGs  ... 
 
We underline the link between achieving the MDGs and reaffirming and implementing these 
outcomes, including those set out in the Millennium Declaration and those from Beijing, Copenhagen, 
Cairo, Istanbul, Monterrey, Vienna, Johannesburg, Rome, as well as Brussels, Almaty and 
Mauritius." 
 
EU Presidency Statement 
ECOSOC Co-ordination Segment:  
Towards achieving internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration 
July 6, 2005 
http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_4864_en.htm  

  

 
 
 
The G8 in 2005 emphasise the Declaration: 
 

"We need to work with our partners to increase access to energy  
if we are to support the achievement of the  
goals agreed at the Millennium Summit in 2000." 

"...the action needed for all developing countries to meet the  
Goals agreed at the Millennium Summit in 2000.  
 
...Africa, which is the only continent not on track to meet any of the  
Goals of the Millennium Declaration by 2015. ... 

The core aims for education and health  
are stated in the UN Millennium Declaration.  
 
We support our African partners’ commitment... 
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to reduce mortality ... 
particularly women and children;  
and so that ...people have access to  
safe water and sanitation. ... 

A substantial increase in official development assistance,  
in addition to other resources,  
is required in order to achieve  
the internationally agreed development goals and objectives,  
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration (the Millennium Goals) [?]  
by 2015,  
as we agreed at Monterrey in 2002.    
 
Fulfilling this commitment is needed in order to consolidate and build on recent progress in 
Africa...." 
 
G8 agreement 
July 2005, Gleneagles, Scotland 
 
Signed by:  
Presidents Bush, Putin, Chirac, Berlusconi;  
Prime Ministers Koizumi, Blair, Martin;  
Chancellor Schroeder; President of the European Commission Barroso 
http://web.archive.org/web/20051027075956/http://www.fco.gov.uk/Files/kfile/PostG8_Gleneagles_
Communique,0.pdf 

 
 
 
 
  

 "the Gleneagles G8 joint statement finds that: 

    "Better governance, stability and peace are necessary for the private sector to grow and create 
jobs; a growing private sector creates more revenue for investment in health and education, which in 
turn is beneficial for society. 

    The core aims for education and health are stated in the UN Millennium Declaration.  We 
support our African partners’ commitment to ensure that by 2015 all children have access to and 
complete free and compulsory primary education of good quality, and have access to basic health 
care (free wherever countries choose to provide this)…" " 
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Academic Cooperation Association newsletter 
July 2005 
http://www.aca-
secretariat.be/index.php?id=29&tx_smfacanewsletter_pi1%5Bnl_uid%5D=7&tx_smfacanewsletter_p
i1%5Buid%5D=125&tx_smfacanewsletter_pi1%5BbackPid%5D=50&cHash=6b11f5dd5decbacee46
8c7273924a5b8 

 
 

 

"Many civil society organizations broadly support the global partnership that the Goals encapsulate, 
as laid out in the UN Millennium Declaration, but remain skeptical about the Goals themselves, for 
several reasons.  
 
They question whether the Goals are different from previous UN goals that were not met. They have 
not been systematically involved in the Goal-setting process and so feel no ownership. They argue 
that the Goals are “top down,” imposed by the international community, rather than locally 
developed, and that there is uncertainty about their role in achieving the Goals. They see the Goals as 
too narrow and unambitious, especially in comparison to the UN Millennium Declaration, leaving out 
critical issues of importance." 

Jeffrey Sachs, John McArthur and colleagues 
Investing in Development 
UN Millennium Project: Report to the Secretary-General 
2005 
http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/documents/MainReportComplete-lowres.pdf 

  

 

"eJOURNAL USA Economic Perspectives / August 2005 
Dimensions Of Development 
International Development Goals: Moving Forward 
 

Leaders of the world’s eight major economies (G8), at their annual meeting in July 2005, called on 
all nations to recommit themselves to supporting economic progress and good governance in the 
developing world, particularly in Africa—the only continent not on track to meet by 2015 any of the 
goals agreed on at the international Millennium Summit in 2000 and put forth in the Millennium 
Declaration. ... 
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This journal provides a glance at some of the individual U.S. development projects throughout Africa, 
Asia, and Latin America that seek to address the key objectives of the Millennium Declaration... 

 
Question: 
 
What is your assessment of progress to date by the global community in meeting the goals of the 
Millennium Declaration agreed to in the year 2000? 

 
http://photos.state.gov/libraries/vietnam/8621/translations/ej082005.pdf  

  

 
 
 
 
"A Foreign Office spokesman said ...it was "important that  
we do not row back from previous high-level summits",  
such as the G8 meeting at Gleneagles in July and  
the UN millennium summit in 2000." 

The Guardian 
27 August 2005 
http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2005/aug/27/uk.usa  

 

 
Note:  "Rowing back from previous summits" is exactly what the UK has been doing.    
 
Its Secretary of State for International Development understated the Millennium pledges a few weeks 
after Mr Blair made them. 
 
Has the UK not "rowed back from", for example, the 1996 pledge on food? 
 
The UK's legislation has been all about the "MDGs", not the actual commitments. 
 
 

 
"Achieving the goals articulated in the Millennium Declaration is very much...central to the mission 
of USAID." 
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Andrew Natsios  
Administrator 
U.S. Agency for International Development 
August 2005 
https://web.archive.org/web/20050908193817/http://usinfo.state.gov/journals/ites/0805/ijee/natsios.ht
m  

  

  

 

 

The following, published by the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, contradicts 
repeated statements by the United States.   
 
The US insisted until at least 2006 that the Assembly had still not endorsed the MDGs (despite 
George W. Bush and Condoleeza Rice giving the impression that the US was committed to the civil 
servants' MDG structure on 14 and 17 September 2005). 
 
The language in the 2005 summit document is unclear.  

 
"the United Nations General Assembly explicitly [?] mentioned and endorsed [?] the eight MDGs only 
as late as October 2005." 

Claiming the Millennium Development Goals: A human rights approach 
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights  
United Nations 
New York and Geneva 
2008 
ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/Claiming_MDGs_en.pdf    

  
 
 

 
The OHCHR document seems to mean the Summit of September 2005.   
 
Just before leaders adopted their 2005 summit outcome document at the General Assembly, and after 
George W. Bush said the US was committed to "the Millennium Development Goals", the United 
States claimed that the document's mention of "MDGs" would in fact refer to the Declaration's goals, 
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not the Secretary-General's proposals of 2001.   
 
The US position apart from Bush's speech was, at least usually: 
 
a) that the "MDG" framework had never been agreed by member states, and  
 
b) that at the 2005 Summit, neither the US nor the Assembly was endorsing the MDG structure. 
 
  
Ambassador Bolton reiterated this position in 2006. 
 

The OHCHR text of 2008 says: 

"Until [2005, the General Assembly] had focused (and still does) on calling for the implementation 
and monitoring of all goals and measures in the Millennium Declaration, which go beyond 
development." 
 
 
The OHCHR text is inadequate, since the Assembly in fact kept reaffirming the "internationally 
agreed goals" from other "major conferences and summits". 
 

 
The US stated in August 2005, before the President's speech on 14 September: 

 
"Let there be no doubt: the United States supports the development goals of the Millennium 
Declaration. ...The next year...the Secretariat formulated....“Millennium Development Goals.” They 
are solely a Secretariat product, which member states never formally adopted. ... 

UN member states have consistently agreed to use the formulation “internationally agreed 

development goals, including those in the Millennium Declaration” in negotiated texts. This spells 

out exactly what we are committed to... 
 
...must not backtrack on previous agreements or create ambiguity.... 
 
...President Bush said..."America supports the international development goals in the UN Millennium 
Declaration." 
  
We remain committed to work with member states in support of those goals."  

John R. Bolton  
US Ambassador to the UN 
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Letter to colleagues 
26 August 2005 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/images/pdfs/0826bolton.pdf  
http://www.humanrightsvoices.org/assets/attachments/documents/bolton_letter_mdgs.pdf 

 

 
"Our views on the sub-headings of the Development Chapter [of leaders' proposed September 2005 
World Summit outcome document] are summarized below: 

...the U.S. proposes using the phrase internationally agreed development goals rather than the term 
Millennium Development Goals in order to be clear that we are referring to goals agreed among 
governments --not the subsequent more elaborate framework of goals, targets and indicators 
prepared by the UN secretariat." 

John R. Bolton 
US Ambassador to the UN 
30 August 2005 
http://www.humanrightsvoices.org/assets/attachments/documents/bolton_development.pdf  

 

 

 
"John Bolton, US ambassador, said there was “no doubt the United States supports the development 
goals of the Millennium Declaration”, adopted in 2000. 
 
But the term “Millennium Development Goals” had caused confusion, he said, as it was used to refer 
to a subsequent package of “goals and subsidiary targets and indicators” which were “solely a 
Secretariat product, which member states never formally adopted.”  
 
Financial Times 
30 August 2005 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/652ccfa2-199d-11da-804e-00000e2511c8.html 

 
 
 
 

"ASSISTANT SECRETARY SILVERBERG: On the reference to -- and John can jump in on this, too. 
Ambassador Bolton sent a very specific letter to address -- and so there was no confusion at all -- our 
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view on the term "Millennium Development Goals" or, as we prefer to say, the goals in the 
Millennium Declaration.  

The U.S. stands by its commitment to the goals in the Millennium Declaration. The President has said 
so specifically. This is an important commitment we made and, of course, we remain committed to it.  

Separate from the Millennium Declaration, the UN Secretariat created a document that provides a 
number of indicators, ways to measure, ways the UN Secretariat thinks would be appropriate to 
measure progress towards those goals." 

 
MB: No, it was the OECD, IMF and World Bank with UN officials.   And it is not just different 
indicators. 

 
"Some of them we agree with, some of them we don't agree with. The U.S. never signed onto it [the 
Secretariat's MDG framework]. Other member-states didn't sign onto it. So we try to be very precise 
when we're talking about the Millennium Declaration to say we support the goals in the Millennium 
Declaration that were subject to U.S. agreement. ... 

QUESTION: What exactly do you find offensive in the Millennium Development Goals that you're 
stripping -- you would like reference stripped to that term, and then having the kind of looser term 
"internationally agreed development goals"? What exactly is there in there? ... 
 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SILVERBERG: ... the Millennium Declaration was about a nine-page 
document. Again, the document we signed onto.  
 
What's commonly referred to as the Millennium Development Goals is, you know, a 55-page, you 
know, single-spaced, very detailed document." 

[MB:  The goals and the framework are in an annex to the Road Map document.  They are not the 
document.] 

"There are lots of different things in it that we agree with and disagree with on...the U.S. didn't sign 
onto it.  
 
And so we -- it's appropriate that we resist any implication that we have signed onto it. ... 
 
QUESTION: Is the elimination of the Millennium Development Goals sort of your bottom line? And 
what happens if everyone else is pushing for it and you don't get agreement on that?  

ASSISTANT SECRETARY SILVERBERG: This has been an issue that's come up in numerous 
international fora. It comes up really pretty frequently. And so I think that our view on it is pretty well 
understood by member-states. I think that we have a very good way of talking about it and one that 
ought to get lots of agreement, which is again, we support the goals of the Millennium Declaration. 
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So, you know, we, I think, feel reasonably confident we'll be able to persuade -- come to agreement 
around something that we can all agree to.  

QUESTION: But is that your bottom line in your negotiating process --  

ASSISTANT SECRETARY SILVERBERG: I don't -- yes, I don't want to negotiate our bottom line here. 
I will say that it's, you know, a longstanding U.S. view." 

 
Assistant US Secretary of State for International Organization Affairs 
Kristen Silverberg 
On-The-Record Briefing 
Washington, DC 
August 31, 2005 
2001-2009.state.gov/p/io/rls/rm/52382.htm 

 
 
 

 

.............................................. 

 

 
 

"Mr. Bolton, who met with Mr. Annan, said the proposed changes were being wrongly portrayed as a 
break with past American commitments that were agreed to at the millennium summit meeting in 
2000. 

He said what the United States objected to was the way the United Nations secretariat later codified 
those goals into numerical targets and timetables, like the pledge that countries devote seven-tenths of 
1 percent of gross national product to development assistance. 

"Quite some time ago the president said unequivocally we support the development goals in the 
millennium summit declaration," Mr. Bolton told reporters. "Now that's different from the goals that 
were actually written by the secretariat. There is no backing away by the United States in the support 
for the millennium summit declaration."" 

 

Bolton Makes His Case at U.N. for a New Focus for Aid Projects 
The New York Times 
1 September 2005 
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http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/01/world/bolton-makes-his-case-at-un-for-a-new-focus-for-aid-
projects.html 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Above:  Explicit false statement by the BBC that leaders at the Millennium Summit made 25-year 
pledges. 

 
 
 
 
Australian Parliament: 
 
"Senator MOORE... A commitment has been made by the leaders of over 180 countries to eradicate 
world poverty by 2025. [?] 

...one of the things that is important for all of us as citizens of this world is to understand exactly 

what our commitments have been and, most assuredly, to ensure that our governments maintain 

their position... 

The eight millennium goals...They are the world millennium goals. The concern is that, whilst these 
were agreed in 2000 and reviewed—the first step—in 2002, there is still such amazing ignorance in 
our country and in other countries of exactly what they mean.  
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In that way we have all failed, because one of the key components of the commitment in 2000 and 
2002 was to ensure that this ignorance was not there and to ensure that this activity was going to be 
real and not just another set of words or proposals that could easily be dismissed. 
 
The sense of opportunity to which I referred is here and now, because next week in New York at the 
UN the world leaders are gathering again. We have the opportunity in 2005 to have a look at what 
has been going on since the commitment in 2000..." 

ParlInfo - MATTERS OF PUBLIC INTEREST : Millennium Development Goals 
Parliament of Australia 
7 September 2005 
http://parlinfo.aph.gov.au/parlInfo/search/display/display.w3p;query=Id%3A%22chamber%2Fhansar
ds%2F2005-09-07%2F0043%22;src1=sm1 

 
 
 
 
The Economist: 
 

"The report appeared a week before the UN's big summit in New York on September 14th-16th, and 
five years after world leaders minted a new set of pledges to free their fellow man from “the abject 
and dehumanising conditions” of extreme poverty.  
 
The pledges were translated [!] into eight “Millennium Development Goals” (MDGs), which aim to 
halve poverty and hunger, enrol every child in primary school, spare mothers and their infants from 
untimely deaths, thwart infectious diseases, save the environment and forge a “global partnership” in 
pursuit of development. The first MDG—cutting extreme poverty to half its 1990 level by 2015—may 
well be met in global terms, the Human Development Report says. But there the good news ends. On 
present trends, the report concludes, most poor countries will miss almost all the goals, in some cases 
by “epic margins” (see table). Extreme poverty, for example, will not be halved in any region except 
East Asia. The report calculates that by 2015 380m poverty-stricken people, most of them Africans, 
will remain in the condition from which the UN's members promised to liberate them."  
 
 
[? - should read "UN's members promised to liberate some of them [from extreme poverty]m, and 
more of them than governments and the Economist wrongly claimed in later years by confusing the 
pledges with the so-called "Millennium Development Goals".    
 
Since the figures do not include estimates of need or prices the poor face, the Economist misleads in 
referring to, or repeating a reference to, "the condition" people are in.   
 



1017 

That is even more misleading than talking about "consumption", which economists do not know about 
either from the money numbers.] 
 
 

"If the value of such pledges is debased,"  
 
 
[!! - The Economist continued to debase the pledges, by deceiving the public that the pledges were for 
a 25-year period, even after complaints.  The pledges were also generally broader than the "MDGs".] 
 
 
"how should the world respond? One way to restore the value of a currency is to back it with 
something tangible. This is what the Human Development Report proposes. It says that rich countries 
should offer more aid to poor ones (see article) and less to their own farmers. It also urges 
governments in poor countries to tackle the inequalities within their own societies. Only 40% of 
Pakistan's primary-school pupils are girls, for example. 

But another way to restore the value of a currency is to restrict its supply. This is the route Mr Bolton 
seems to prefer.  
 
In recent weeks he has proposed excising all mention of the MDGs from the final declaration, 
removing from circulation the pledges [!] the Human Development Report fears are now perceived as 
worthless." 

 
[The Economist's above sentence is a mistake.   The "MDGs" were not the pledges of 2000.   The 
Economist may be confused because it does not understand the basics of the situation.  It  
contradicts its own words below, which correctly say the US supported the Declaration's goals.] 
 
 
"Mr Bolton's editing provoked dismay. On August 26th, he wrote to his peers at the UN “to eliminate 
any possible misunderstanding”. America supports the development goals of the Millennium 
Declaration, he insisted, but it does not support the Millennium Development Goals. Confused?  
 
Mr Bolton explains that America signed up to the goals expressed in the 2000 Millennium 

Declaration—which include most of the headline targets such as halving poverty and hunger by 2015,  
promoting universal primary schooling, and cutting child mortality by two-thirds— 
 
[The Economist appears to confuse the 15- and 25- year targets] 
 
but not to the full panoply of indicators and schedules formulated by the UN secretariat the 

following year. 
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The chief appeal of the MDGs is precisely that they convert high rhetoric into hard numbers.  
 
But most of the targets are less rigorous than they look.  
 
There is, for example, no way of knowing whether several of them are being met or not.  
 
In a forthcoming paper in Public Library of Science Medicine, an academic journal, Amir Attaran of 
the University of Ottawa points out that only one African country (Mauritius) registers births and 
deaths according to UN standards, and that no country regularly measures how many people are 
newly infected by tuberculosis.  
 
In July 2000, he says, a scientist concluded that it was not possible, in general, to measure the 
number of new cases of malaria.  
 
These shortcomings will prove increasingly embarrassing to the UN, Mr Attaran predicts. As 2015 
approaches, people will want to know whether the MDGs have been met, and the UN will not be able 
to tell them. Indeed, the UN is already quite defensive.  
 
Mr Attaran quotes a UN memo, circulated a year ago, which cautioned that next week's summit 
“should not be distracted by arguments over the measurement of the MDGs”." 

 
Aspirations and obligations [!] 
The Economist 
September 8 2005 
http://www.economist.com/node/4385253 

 

 

 

"Sep 8th 2005 

ON THE eve of a world summit that is to look both at the reform of the United Nations and at the 
Millennium Development Goals set five years ago [!] to free mankind from extreme poverty (see 
article)... 

But Mr Bolton's line-by-line amendments, including his widely reported insistence on the deletion of 
all specific references to “Millennium Development Goals”..." 

http://www.economist.com/node/4385431  



1019 

 
 
 

 

"U.S. Representative to the U.N. Bolton stunned the development community when he announced that 
the United States rejects the MDGs — the goals developed by Annan's staff. ... 
 
“The [goals] are solely a [U.N.] Secretariat product, which member states never formally adopted,” 
Bolton wrote in an Aug. 26 letter to his fellow envoys. Although the United States still supports the 
2000 Millennium Declaration on which the goals were based, Bolton says, Annan's MDGs go too far. 

“We're trying to go back to what governments agreed to,” a member of Bolton's staff says." 

September 9, 2005 
http://library.cqpress.com/cqresearcher/document.php?id=cqresrre2005090905  

  

[MB:  If the US really wanted to  go back to what it had agreed - and keep up with what leaders were 
about to reaffirm -  it would be mentioning more ambitious aims than those in the Millennium 
Declaration - such as the education goals agreed in 2000 for adult literacy, or the 1996 food pledge on 
undernourished people (arguably, in addition to the changes to easier targets, the definition for the 
food pledges became easier, with "number of malnourished" in the 1996 pledge changed to "who 
suffer from hunger" in the Millennium Declaration.) 
 
A relatively minor point is that the US was wrong to claim the MDGs were "solely a Secretariat 
product".   
 
Their structure, to a large degree their main targets and baselines originate from the OECD's IDGs of 
1996.   
 
Those were agreed between civil servants from the UN, OECD, World Bank and IMF in 2000.   
 
The MDG structure was agreed between civil servants from the same institutions in 2001.   
 
But civil servants' actions are a very different matter from a set of goals formally endorsed by 
governments.] 
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Voice of America: 
 

"Early drafts of the summit declaration contain commitments to so-called Millennium Development 
Goals, one of which would commit wealthy countries to spending a percentage of their national 
income on development assistance. 

Ambassador Bolton sent a letter to colleagues last week laying out his objection to what he called 
"global aid targets." He says the Bush administration remains committed to pledges made at the 
Millennium Summit in 2000. But he says those commitments are different from the Millennium 
Development Goals backed by Secretary-General Kofi Annan. 

"We said explicitly that President Bush has repeatedly endorsed the goals contained in the 
declaration of the millennium summit in 2000. ..." " 

 
UN Summit Outcome in Doubt; Negotiators 'Stuck' 
Voice of America 
Report appears to be from 2005 and (not 2009 as the page states). 
http://m.voanews.com/a/a-13-un-summit-outcome-in-doubt-negotiators-stuck-66937662/264596.html 

 
 
 

BBC: 
 

"It goes back to September 2000, before Mr Bush became president, when the US agreed to a UN 
Millennium Development Declaration. This set out a number of major aims, mainly to do with 
reducing poverty and improving health and education." 

[MB: In reality "it goes back" to the actual commitments by and stated aims of governments.  These 
"go back" far beyond the year 2000 and some are more ambitious than what was agreed in 2000.] 

 

"Mr Bush said on taking office that he accepted these aims, but there were exceptions, one of which 
was the Kyoto climate control treaty. ... 

The US now argues that the Declaration was then converted into a series of "goals", which went 

beyond [?] what was agreed." 
 
[MB:  The US , the BBC or both mislead.  In some important ways the "goals" did not go as far as 
what was agreed.] 
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"Kristen Silverberg, assistant secretary of state for International Organization Affairs, said recently: 
"Separate from the Millennium Declaration, the UN Secretariat created a document that provides a 
number of indicators, ways to measure, ways the UN Secretariat thinks would be appropriate to 
measure progress towards those goals. 

"Some of them we agree with, some of them we don't agree with. The US never signed onto it. Other 

member states didn't sign onto it." 

Mr Bolton then waded into the summit text. At first he wanted the phrase "Millennium Development 
Goals" removed completely in favour of the more general [?] "internationally agreed development 

goals". 

He recently said the US could accept the original phrase so long as it was "properly defined".  
 
With little time before the summit, negotiators accepted language that would "ensure the timely and 
full realisation of the development goals and objectives... that have been known as the Millennium 
Development Goals..." 
 
[The BBC does not there give an adequate version of the final text, perhaps because it was not yet 
finalised, or perhaps for some other reason.  I suspect that the negotiators in fact had already accepted 
language reaffirming previous commitments from summits and conferences, as the General Assembly 
usually does.] 

 
US 'step back' 

Cutting through the diplomatic complications, what this means is that the US is still pledged to the 
achievement of the development targets, but not necessarily all of them and not necessarily the ways 
to reach them." 
 
[MB: That is an inadequate report about "what this means", for the reason given above. 

 
The actual pledges were in some ways more ambitious, not less, than the so-called "Millennium 
Development Goals".    
 
The 2005 meeting was clearly stated as following up the agreed commitments.   These commitments 
were not just from the Millennium Summit.   Considering its vast resources and attendance at 
summits, how did the BBC get this so wrong, for so many years?] 
 

BBC News 
UN set for difficult development debate 
11 September 2005 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/americas/4225994.stm 
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................................................ 
 
 
 
"Address to the United Nations General Assembly by President George W. Bush 
September 14, 2005 

Remarks to the Plenary Session of the United Nations General Assembly  
 
Video link 

...We are committed to the Millennium Development goals. This is an ambitious agenda that 
includes cutting poverty and hunger in half, ensuring that every boy and girl in the world has access 
to primary education, and halting the spread of AIDS—all by 2015." 

"We have a moral obligation to help others and a moral duty to make sure our actions are effective. 
At Monterrey in 2002, we agreed to a new vision for the way we fight poverty and curb corruption 
and provide aid in this new millennium.  
 
Developing countries agreed to take responsibility for their own economic progress through good 
governance and sound policies and the rule of law.  
 
Developed countries agreed to support those efforts, including increased aid to nations that undertake 
necessary reforms.  
 
My own country has sought to implement the Monterrey Consensus by establishing the new 
Millennium Challenge Account. ... I call on all the world's nations to implement the Monterrey 
Consensus." 

President George W. Bush 
Speech at the 2005 World Summit 
14 September 2005 
https://www.state.gov/p/io/potusunga/207566.htm 

 
 
 
MB comment:  
 
President Bush talked of implementing the Monterrey Consensus.  It commits nations to support 
UN staff in publicising formally agreed goals, including those in the Millennium Declaration.   
 
Common sense would seem to mean President Bush did in effect - through an impression likely to be 
gained by at least a significant proportion of listeners -  commit in this speech to the 1990-baseline 



1023 

MDGs. 
 
However, the State Department and the Ambassador to the UN kept saying, even after the Bush 
speech, that "Millennium Development Goals" meant those in the Declaration.   
 
Also, even if people thought he meant the 1990-baseline targets, such a "commitment" would have 
been redundant.   
 
It was made redundant by  
 
i) the President's recommitment to the Monterrey pledge on a publicity campaign on the Declaration's 
goals, and  
 
ii) his reaffirmation, two days later on 16 September 2005 with other leaders, of the more ambitious 
commitments actually agreed by member states.  
 
These commitments included the publicity campaign on the 2000-baseline goals and other agreed 
goals, reaffirmation of the 2000-baseline Johannesburg targets on child and maternal mortality, and 
not least the other wide-ranging commitments in the Millennium Declaration not covered by the 
MDGs at all.   
 
The Assembly continued to reaffirm the wider and more ambitious pledges in later years. 
 

 

 
 
"Let us take advantage of this great opportunity, and our presence here, to live up to our 
commitments in the Millennium Declaration and the Development Goals." 

"Opening Statement by His Excellency Mr. Goran Persson 
Prime Minister of Sweden  
Co-Chair of the High Level Plenary Meeting of September 2005 
United Nations Headquarters 
New York, New York 
14 September 2005 
Check against delivery" 
http://www.un.org/webcast/summit2005/statements/swe050914eng.pdf 
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"This summit is a test for our collective political will to give sufficient impetus to the implementation 
of the Millennium Declaration.  
 
Of course the attainment of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) is first and foremost the 
responsibility of the countries concerned. ... 
 
I invite my colleagues to join hands to make access to modern and environmentally-responsible 
energy a reality for so many poor households and thereby to move closer to the realization of peace 
and development for all, as envisioned by the Millennium Declaration" 

Statement by His Excellency Dr. Heinz Fischer 
Federal President of the Republic of Austria 
at the 2005 World Summit of the United Nations  
 http://www.un.org/webcast/summit2005/statements15/austria050915eng.pdf 

 
 

 

"Five years after the Millennium Summit we, the members of the United Nations, must assess together 
the extent to which we have achieved the goals laid down in 2000.  
 
We have to discuss how we want to proceed in order to implement the Millennium Declaration 
further and in full. 
 
...Mr President, 
 
The Millennium Development Goals are the social Magna Carta of our time. Our actions must be 
guided by them. [? – conflicts with previous statement.]  Now we must continue working to make them 
binding." 
 

Address by Joschka Fischer, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
at the 2005 UN World Summit 
http://www.un.org/webcast/summit2005/statements15/ger050915eng.pdf 
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United States: 

"The negotiated final summit document expected to be adopted September 16 by the U.N. General 
Assembly clarifies that the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) are those agreed to by the United 
States and other U.N. members in the 2000 Millennium Declaration, says Assistant Secretary of 
State Kristen Silverberg. 

In an exclusive interview with the Washington File September 15, Silverberg, who heads the State 
Department’s Bureau of International Organization Affairs, said the United States regards the 
Millennium Declaration – a key set of principles and objectives on an array of international issues – 
as a “good product.” 

Silverberg said the United States continues to “strongly support” the goals it agreed to in the 
Millennium Declaration, such as reducing world poverty by half by 2015... 

“Sometimes people use [the term] MDGs to mean...a list...in a document the [U.N.] secretariat 
produced” following the Millennium Declaration, Silverberg said.  
 
The United States did not negotiate that document or agree to it and neither did many other states.  
 
It is solely a document of the secretariat, she said. 

She said confusion about the U.S. stance on the MDGs was a result of erroneous reports presented by 
some media about the meaning of the term “Millennium Development Goals.” 

“The [2005 summit] outcome document clarifies the term MDGs, which means goals in the 
Millennium Declaration,” she said."  
 
16 September 2005 
http://web.archive.org/web/20170317215353/http://iipdigital.usembassy.gov/st/english/article/2005/0
9/20050916110129akllennoccm0.3649256.html   
http://wfile.ait.org.tw/wf-archive/2005/050916/epf509.htm 
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170 Heads of State or Government "strongly reiterate determination" to meet goals agreed at 
conferences, not just the generally easier, narrower "MDG" targets.   
 
They "resolve" to adopt by 2006 and implement national strategies to achieve the agreed goals.   
 
They will promote indigenous practices for biodiversity.  "All States will significantly reduce the 
rate of loss of biodiversity by 2010."   
 
By 2010:  Access to HIV/AIDS treatment for all.  "We commit" to the goals of the Declaration 
on HIV/AIDS, and universal access to reproductive health by 2015.   
 
As at Johannesburg in 2002, leaders in effect put back by 20 years, and mislead citizens on, the 
Agenda 21 goal of measures to minimise harm from chemicals to humans and environment by 
2000.  They mention a deadline of  2020 and mislead citizens with the phrase "in accordance 
with Agenda 21". 
 
Leaders mention the Millennium Declaration pledges on child and maternal mortality and 
water.  These are more ambitious than the wrongly-named "MDG" targets.   
 
Leaders call on UN staff and parliaments to further "all aspects of the Millennium 
Declaration".  
 
2005 World Summit 
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"We, Heads of State and Government...reaffirm the Millennium Declaration…   
 
 
"[We, Heads of State and Government]... 
call for strengthened cooperation...,  
in particular through the Inter-Parliamentary Union,  
with a view to furthering  
all aspects of the Millennium Declaration" 
 
 
 
"16. We therefore resolve … 
 
to undertake concrete measures  
to continue finding ways to implement  
the outcome of the Millennium Summit  
and the other major United Nations conferences and summits..." 

 
 
"We strongly reiterate our determination to ensure the timely and full realization of the development 
goals and objectives agreed at the major United Nations conferences and summits, including  
those agreed at the Millennium Summit that are described as the Millennium Development Goals"    
 
 
[? – Strange and unclear language, since the most-publicised "MDG" targets are easier than the 
Millennium Summit targets.  
 
But for the purpose of understanding the basics of what leaders were committed to, it does not matter, 
relatively speaking.  
 
Luckily, leaders were reaffirming other goals as well, which removes some doubt.   
 
Those goals include  
 
- the 1996 World Food Summit pledge to halve the 1996 number of undernourished people by 

2015 (for which they did not perhaps have reasonable data),  and  
 
- the 2002 Johannesburg targets to reduce child and maternal mortality from their "rate in 2000" (for 
the first of which they had reasonable data) and the Johannesburg target on infant mortality, again 
with a baseline of 2000. 

Any easier targets, or attempts to narrow of the scope of international commitments or aims, were 
made redundant by the leaders' reaffirmation of the Millennium Declaration and other more ambitious 
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and/or wider commitments.   They did not have to specifically reiterate their determination to achieve 
the previously agreed goals (though they would still have been presumably bound by their own or 
their predecessors' promises) but they chose to.]  
 
 
 
"20. We reaffirm our commitment to  
the global partnership for development  
set out in the  
 
Millennium Declaration,  
the Monterrey Consensus and  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation." 
 

 
[Comment:  That might mean leaders reaffirmed commitments on human rights, governance, equality 
and other matters not in the "MDGs". 
 
Those might seem to form part of the global partnership "set out" in the three documents mentioned. 
 
If they were reaffirming the Monterrey agreement, why did they not, as leaders promised there, give a 
reasonable degree of publicity to the goals nations had agreed in that global partnership?] 

 
 

"22. …we resolve:   
 
(a) To adopt, by 2006, and implement  
comprehensive national development strategies  
to achieve the internationally agreed development goals  
and objectives,  
including the Millennium Development Goals…"   [? - those have not been agreed.] 
 
 
[Where are the national strategies to achieve the agreed goals? 

That phrase clearly means those agreed at conferences and summits. 
 
It would also seem to mean goals in other UN resolutions and international declarations and 
agreements such as those on human rights. 
 
In what resolution are leaders saying MDG objectives were "agreed"?   
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Or do leaders, as the US claimed, mean "including the goals in the Millennium Declaration", which 
UN members did agree?] 
 
 
 
"(c) …support developing countries by providing... 
aid of sufficient quality  
and arriving in a timely manner  
to assist them in achieving  
the internationally agreed development goals,  
including the Millennium Development Goals…" 

 
 
"23. We reaffirm the Monterrey Consensus ..." 

[Comment:  The Monterrey Consensus states that economic conditions to fulfil internationally agreed 
objectives, including those of the Millennium Declaration, will be the "first step". 
 
It expresses an intention for a "global information campaign" on those objectives, again including 
those of the Declaration. 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf . 
 
Leaders broke this promise, even after reaffirming it at the 2005 and 2010 Summits.   
 
UN agencies and governments persistently mislead the public that what was agreed in 2000 was the 
generally narrower and easier "MDG" framework.  So it would seem hard to argue that leaders did not 
break the promise to tell the public what their governments had agreed at the conferences and 
summits.] 
 
 
 
"...and recognize that mobilizing financial resources for development and the effective use of those 
resources in developing countries and countries with economies in transition are central to  
a global partnership for development in support of the achievement of the internationally agreed 
development goals, including the Millennium Development Goals." 
 
 
[Again, the document provides no basis for the standard view that what countries were committed to 
achieve by 2015 was the generally easier, narrower "MDG" targets.    
 
It is not clear why leaders are saying the "MDGs" have been internationally agreed.  In which 
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resolution? 
 
Some of the "MDG" targets were already redundant, given the repeated commitments, including by 
world leaders in 2010, to the more ambitious goals agreed at summits and conferences. 
 
However, in some respects the "MDGs" may have gone beyond other objectives. 
 
The language here adds to the impression given by Bush's speech on 14 September 2005 that the US 
was now committed to "MDG" targets as well as the pledges and aims in the formal agreements. 
 
The US tended to mention the Millennium Declaration, while omitting the other commitments and 
aims even though it kept reaffirming them with other states in UN declarations and resolutions.]  

 

"24. ...we therefore resolve:   

(a) To pursue good governance and sound macroeconomic policies at all levels and support 
developing countries in their efforts to put in place the policies and investments to drive sustained 
economic growth, promote small and medium- sized enterprises, promote employment generation 
and stimulate the private sector;   
 
 
(b) To reaffirm that good governance is essential for sustainable development; that  
sound economic policies,  
solid democratic institutions responsive to the needs of the people  
 
[not exactly produced by the lies about UN pledges] 
 
and  
improved infrastructure  
are the basis for  
 
sustained economic growth,  
poverty eradication and  
employment creation;  
 
and that  
 
freedom,   
peace and security,  
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domestic stability,  
respect for human rights, including the right to development,  
the rule of law,  
gender equality  
and  
market-oriented policies and an overall commitment to just and democratic societies  
are also essential and mutually reinforcing;  
 
 
(c) To make the fight against corruption a priority at all levels and we welcome all actions taken in 
this regard at the national and international levels, including the adoption of policies that 
emphasize accountability, transparent public sector management and corporate responsibility and 
accountability, including efforts to return assets transferred through corruption,  
consistent with the United Nations Convention against Corruption. 
 
We urge all States that have not done so to consider signing, ratifying and implementing the 
Convention ... " 

 
 
"43. We emphasize the critical role of both formal and informal education in the achievement of 
poverty eradication and other development goals as envisaged in the Millennium Declaration" 

 
[We might reply, "Yes, it is important to educate people on the agreed goals".   But leaders are 
perhaps not saying that.    
 
Leaders in fact have obscured the agreed goals. 
 
School students are being told falsely that what leaders adopted in 2000 was the "MDGs".   
 
Their education distracts from the actual commitments in the Millennium Declaration and other UN 
resolutions which together formed, and/or continue to form, the UN development agenda.] 
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"Sustainable development: managing and protecting our common environment  

 

 
 
48. We reaffirm our commitment to achieve the goal of sustainable development,  
including through the implementation of Agenda 218 and the Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation.3  
 
To this end, we commit ourselves to undertaking concrete actions  

 

 
and measures at all levels and to enhancing international cooperation,  
taking into account the Rio principles.9   

 

These efforts will also promote the integration of the three components of 
sustainable development – economic development, social development and 
environmental protection – as interdependent and mutually reinforcing pillars.  
 
Poverty eradication, changing unsustainable patterns of production and 
consumption and protecting and managing the natural resource base of economic 
and social development are overarching objectives of and essential requirements 
for sustainable development."  
 

 
 
"56. In pursuance of our commitment to achieve sustainable development, we further resolve: … 

 
(c) …All States will fulfil commitments and significantly reduce the rate of loss of biodiversity by 
2010… 
 
 
(e) To reaffirm our commitment, subject to national legislation, to respect, preserve and  
maintain the knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities  
embodying traditional lifestyles relevant to the conservation and sustainable use of  
biological diversity, promote their wider application with the approval and involvement of the 
holders of such knowledge, innovations and practices and encourage the equitable sharing of the 
benefits arising from their utilization … 

 
8 Report of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro, 3-14 June 
1992 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.93.I.8 and corrigenda), vol. I: Resolutions adopted by the 
Conference, resolution 1, annex II. 
9 Ibid., annex I. 
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(g) To fully implement the Hyogo Declaration and the Hyogo Framework for Action 2005-2015  
adopted at the World Conference on Disaster Reduction, in particular those commitments related to 
assistance for developing countries that are prone to natural disasters and disaster-stricken States  
in the transition phase towards sustainable physical, social and economic recovery, for risk-reduction 
activities in post-disaster recovery and for rehabilitation processes;  
 
 
(h) To assist developing countries’ efforts to prepare integrated water resources management and 
water efficiency plans as part of their national development strategies and to provide access to safe 
drinking water and basic sanitation in accordance with the Millennium Declaration and the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation, including halving by 2015 the proportion of people who are  
unable to reach or afford safe drinking water and who do not have access to basic sanitation … 
 
 

(k) To promote the sound management of chemical and hazardous wastes throughout their life cycle, 
in accordance with Agenda 21 [!  Misleading: see below]  
and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,  
aiming to achieve that by 2020 chemicals are used and produced in ways that lead to the 
minimization of significant adverse effects on human health and the environment 
using transparent and science-based risk assessment and risk management procedures,  
by adopting and implementing a voluntary strategic approach to international management of 
chemicals, and to support developing countries in strengthening their capacity for the sound 
management of chemicals and hazardous wastes by providing technical and financial assistance, as 
appropriate" 

 
[World leaders mislead.  Agenda 21 agreed in 1992 has a target date for this issue of 2000, not 2020, 
in its paragraph 19.58.] 
 
 
 
"57. ...we commit ourselves to: … 
 
(c) Fully implementing all commitments established by the  
Declaration of Commitment on HIV/AIDS … 

(d) Developing and implementing a package for HIV prevention, treatment and care with the aim of 
coming as close as possible to  
the goal of universal access to treatment by 2010" 
 
 
 
(g) Achieving universal access to reproductive health by 2015, as set out at the International 



1037 

Conference on Population and Development,  
 
integrating this goal in  
strategies to attain  
the internationally agreed development goals,  
including those contained in the Millennium Declaration,  
 
aimed at  
 
reducing maternal mortality,  
improving maternal health,  
reducing child mortality,  
promoting gender equality,  
combating HIV/AIDS and  
eradicating poverty" 
 
 
[That, like the commitment on water, looks like a specific reaffirmation of the 2000-baseline pledges 
made by leaders in 2000.] 
 
 
 
 
"68. …We…resolve:… 
 
(b) To support the African commitment  
to ensure that by 2015 all children have access to complete, free and compulsory primary education 
of good quality,  
as well as to basic health care" 

 
(i) To provide,  
with the aim of an AIDS-, malaria- and tuberculosis-free generation in Africa,  
assistance for prevention and care  
 
and  
to come as close as possible to achieving the goal of  
universal access by 2010 to HIV/AIDS treatment in African countries,  
 
to encourage pharmaceutical companies to make drugs, including antiretroviral drugs,  
affordable and accessible in Africa and  
 
to ensure increased bilateral and multilateral assistance,  
where possible on a grant basis,  
to combat malaria, tuberculosis and other infectious diseases in Africa  
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through the strengthening of health systems." 
 

… 
 
 
"We call for strengthened cooperation between the United Nations and national and regional 
parliaments,  
in particular through the Inter-Parliamentary Union,  
with a view to  
furthering all aspects of the Millennium Declaration" 
 
 
"Inviting the Secretary-General to launch work to further strengthen the management and 
coordination of United Nations operational activities so that they can make an even more effective 
contribution to the achievement of the internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals" 

 

 

[Again, it is hard to see what that means, or why it is not misleading. 
 
The "Millennium Development Goal" targets had not been agreed between members of the UN. 
 
The leaders' reference to goals "agreed at the Millennium Summit that are described as the 
Millennium Development Goals", whatever they meant, make no difference to the other commitments 
they reaffirmed.  
 
These were not only in general more ambitious individually, but also far wider than the misleadingly-
named "Millennium Development Goals" framework.] 
 
 
 
2005 World Summit  
September 2005 
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Indicators/ares60_1_2005summit_eng.pdf  
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"The 2005 World Summit, held from 14 to 16 September at United Nations Headquarters in New 
York, brought together more than 170 Heads of State and Government.  
 
It was a once-in-a-generation opportunity to take bold decisions in the areas of development, 
security, human rights and reform of the United Nations. 

The agenda was based on an achievable set of proposals outlined in March 2005 by Secretary-
General Kofi Annan in his report “In Larger Freedom”. 

An historic outcome document took a unified stance by the international community on a broad array 
of crucial issues, including concrete steps towards combating poverty and promoting development to 
unqualified condemnation of all forms of terrorism along with the acceptance of collective 
responsibility to protect civilians against genocide and other crimes against humanity.  

“We reaffirm our faith in the United Nations and our commitment to the purposes and principles of 
the Charter and international law,” proclaimed the text of the 2005 World Summit Outcome 
contained in a resolution adopted by acclamation at the end of the three-day meeting that was 
attended by 150 Heads of State and Government. 

“We believe that today, more than ever before, we live in a global and interdependent world. No State 
can stand wholly alone.”  

The outcome document expressed strong and unambiguous commitment by all governments, in donor 
and developing nations alike, to achieve the Millennium Development Goals by 2015."  
 
 
[! – See the comments of the US State Department soon afterwards, and of the US ambassador in 
2006.    
 
However, in the end the UN statement can be taken as right about countries' commitment – at least the 
US commitment - to the so-called "MDGs" because of George W. Bush's speech at the Summit.   
 
Where the UN staff web page is wrong is in misleading that the leaders only committed to the 
"MDGs".  
 
In fact they reaffirmed the more ambitious goals from other conferences, including more ambitious 
goals for 2015 than the "MDG" targets.] 
 
http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/worldsummit_2005.shtml 
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United Nations Economic and Social Council 
 
 
 
 
………………………. 
 
 
 
 
One media organisation at least communicated that leaders were recommitting themselves in 2005 to 
the Declaration: 
 

 
"...member states’ reaffirmation [in September 2005] of goals set by a UN Millennium summit in 
2000 to halve poverty by 2015."  

Financial Times 
17 September 2005 
http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/13d5a1d0-271f-11da-b6fe-00000e2511c8.html  

 
......................................................... 
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"The United States is committed to the Millennium Development Goals.  
 
And at Monterrey, three years ago, all nations agreed that development must be a two-way street. 

Donor countries have a responsibility to increase their assistance to developing nations. And 
developing nations have a responsibility to govern justly, to advance economic liberty, and to invest 
in their people. The Monterrey Consensus is working."   

[MB: The Monterrey Consensus, reaffirmed by leaders ever since, commits nations to a publicity 
campaign on the Millennium Declaration's and other agreed goals.] 

 

"Now is not the time to revert to old, failed thinking about development. Countries representing three-
quarters of the developing world's population are on a pace to meet the targets of the Millennium 
Declaration by 2015.  
 
And as President Bush said on Wednesday, the United States is prepared to take new action to 
accelerate this progress: We will eliminate all tariffs and subsidies that distort free trade - as other 
nations do the same." 

 
Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
Remarks at the 60th United Nations General Assembly 
17 September 2005 
http://2001-2009.state.gov/secretary/rm/2005/53374.htm 
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BBC Editorial Complaints Unit, in what may have been its only published output on world 

poverty or global goals, makes a common error: 

 
 
 
 
"The figure for Brazilians living on less than $1 a day, though subject to exchange rate fluctuations 
[!], was within acceptable margins of approximation for a summary report of this kind." 
 
Editorial Complaints Unit – Quarterly Report 
July–September 2005 
Summaries of upheld complaints 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/complaints/pdf/ecu_julsep2005.pdf  
 
 
 
Here the BBC Editorial Complaints Unit gives the wrong impression that the World Bank "dollar a 
day" is worth far more than it is (except there are other complications such as the failure to deal in any 
reasonable way with accommodation costs). 
 
"Exchange rate fluctuations" have nothing to do with the "purchasing power parity" dollars used by 
the World Bank.    
 
It is perhaps strange if no-one at the BBC told the ECU this during a complaints process or 
afterwards.  
 
The mistake in the ECU report thus seems to indicate a general failure of senior reporters and 
managerial staff at the BBC to understand the general range that the dollar a day is in. 
 
The "PPP dollars" should not be taken too seriously, since clearly what people buy or consume in 
different countries, and to some extent at different times, is not comparable.  An example is the value 
of housing.  It is not just house prices, but obviously the value of accommodation to people, which 
depends on "location, location, location". 
 
The BBC did not answer complaints of 2012 about its confusing the two types of dollars in other 
material, or the suggestion in 2014 that it had often done so.   
 
In 2013 and 2015 Hans Rosling presented global "income" charts in BBC programmes and web pages 
which specifically described the "dollars a day" as "US$" or would seem to a significant proportion of 
the audience or readership to mean real dollars.   
 
His 2013 chart presented the typical human as on $10, when in reality there were unreliable data 
capable of being interpreted in different ways, with the official figure being $3.50 in the "purchasing 
power parity" dollars – so closer to US$2.  
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....................... 
 
 
 
Amir Attaran: 
 
"In September 2000, 147 heads of state met ...To underscore their commitment, they set numerical 
targets and deadlines to measure performance. These are the Millennium Development Goals" [!] 
 
"The MDGs and Principles of Measurement 

What makes the MDGs attractive is their concreteness.  
 
For example, the MDG to eradicate extreme poverty subsumes a “target” to “halve, between 1990 
and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than $1 a day”, which in turn subsumes 
“indicators”, one of which is to measure income based on purchasing power." 
 
[Misleading. In fact the surveys are mostly not on income and there are no global estimates of the 
purchasing power of those people for things they need.]  

 
"Knowing [?] that, worldwide, 28% of people in 1990 had purchasing power below $1 a day gives 
rise to a benchmark: that in 2015, fewer than 14% of people should be so destitute [4,5]." 
 
[MB:  Actually it cannot do that.   
 
It is basic economics that purchasing power cannot measure "destitution". 
 
Destitution would depend on what they needed to buy, grow, hunt, gather, fish or use.] 
 
 
"Currently, East Asia is on track; sub-Saharan Africa is not [6].  
 
Such definitive statements about the benchmark or the trend are possible because non-stop effort goes 
into measuring incomes and prices—the UN, governments, and businesses all do it—so there are 
sufficient and reliable data.  [!]    
 
 
[MB: That does not follow.   
 
The fact that there is non-stop effort does not mean the numbers are "reliable" or "sufficient"  - or the 
concept sound or humane.] 
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"It is harder to get sufficient and reliable data for the health MDGs." 

 

[MB:  It is not difficult to see the following:  It is far harder to get "sufficient and reliable" data for the 
"poverty" target than for child mortality.] 

 
An Immeasurable Crisis?  
A Criticism of the Millennium Development Goals and Why They Cannot Be Measured 
Amir Attaran 
PLOS Medicine 
2005 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1201695/ 

 

 

 
"The MDGs are a political commitment [?] made by the 189 countries represented at the 2000 
Millennium Summit [!] to halve extreme poverty in its many forms by 2015." 

"No discussion about indicators and measurement—no matter how justified it is—should deflect from 
the overarching global commitment to the poorest of the poor that world leaders struck at the 
Millennium Summit in 2000 [!] and reconfirmed at the World Summit in 2005."   
 
 
["Deflecting from the commitments of 2000 and 2005" is precisely what Sachs and McArthur are 
doing here, and did consistently.    
 
Since leaders in 2005 reaffirmed the agreed development goals, they were recommitting to more than 
the "MDGs" and more than the Millennium Declaration.] 

 
John W McArthur, Jeffrey D Sachs, and Guido Schmidt-Traub  
Response to Amir Attaran  
2005 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1297542/ 
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"How 'Scientific' Are the Millennium Development Goals?  

By David Dickson 

One World  
September 19, 2005  

Last week, world leaders reconfirmed their commitment to meeting the UN Millennium Development 
Goals," 

[Unlikely, since they had not committed to them in the first place.   
 
They reaffirmed the actual agreed goals.] 

 
 
"increasing the need for the goals to be grounded in both scientific and political reality. 
 
But how 'scientific' are the MDGs? Or, to put it another way, is the development community being too 
complacent about the basis on which some of the goals - such as the pledge to "halt and reverse the 
incidence of malaria and other major diseases" - have been defined?  

 
Dangerous implications?  

These provocative questions have recently been raised by Amir Attaran, a prominent analyst of 
development policy at the University of Ottawa in Canada.  
 
In a stinging critique in the current issue of PloS Medicine, Attaran claims that the way the goals are 
being discussed disguises the significant uncertainty that surrounds the way that both the goals 
themselves -   and thus achievement towards reaching them -  can be measured.  
 
And he argues that this has potentially dangerous implications (see Progress on UN development 
goals 'can't be measured').  

Attaran accepts that this is not necessarily true of all of the MDGs.  
 
He points out, for example, that since children's deaths tend to be recorded accurately in most 
countries, trends based on those statistics are likely to be reliable.  
 
The goal of reducing the mortality rate among children under the age of five years is therefore a 
credible one.  

Other cases, however, are far less clear-cut.  
 
In his discussion of the malaria targets, for example, Attaran points out that difficulties in obtaining 
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reliable data on the current extent of the disease is such that even official agencies such as the World 
Health Organization admit that they cannot be confident about any particular set of figures.  
 
Despite this, the MDGs continue to list a reduction in malaria incidence as one of the top health 
targets.  

By placing such emphasis on dubious figures, Attaran argues, the UN is building its MDG house on 
sand.  
 
He castigates UN officials who appear to argue that the robustness of the figures is not particularly 
important, as they are only intended to be indicative. And he even suggests that the UN itself is in 
danger of destroying its credibility by placing too much faith in statistics that may later prove to be 
bogus.  
 
 

Significant truths 

Not surprisingly, Attaran's critique has generated a strong response from some of those who have 
helped to turn the MDGs into an article of faith within the development community.  
 
In comments posted on this website, the economist Jeffrey Sachs, director of Columbia University's 
Earth Institute in New York, and two of his colleagues on the UN Millennium Project, John McArthur 
and Guido Schmidt-Traub, provide a vigorous response (for the full exchange, see 'The Millennium 
Development Goals: how close are we?').  

While acknowledging that some of Attaran's criticisms are valid - for example, they accept that data 
for some of the goals are poor - they also suggest that he has overstated his case. Furthermore, they 
argue that, by focusing on the scientific uncertainties that surround the way that the MDGs are 
expressed, Attaran is underestimating their political value.  
 
Implicit in this argument is the suggestion that, whether or not they are scientifically valid, the MDGs 
have already proved their worth as a way of helping to increasing both the amount and the 
effectiveness of international development assistance.  

As in most such instances, however, there are merits in both sets of arguments. Sachs and colleagues 
are correct to suggest that there are times when political action is appropriate even in the absence of 
scientific certainty.  
 
After all, what matters is not the precise figure reached; even reducing the incidence of infant 
mortality in Africa by half, rather than two-thirds, by 2015 would be a major achievement.  

In other words, it is important not to become obsessed with quantifiable targets. As development 
expert Calestous Juma has pointed out, the physicist Albert Einstein once said: "Not everything that 
can be counted counts, and not everything that counts can be counted".  
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Overemphasising scientific accuracy can have the same dampening effect on political initiatives as 
dressing up development goals in jargon that means little to non-specialists (see Simpler words are 
needed to get MDG message across).  

But Attaran (whose full response to the criticisms by Sachs and his colleagues is also posted on this 
website) makes an important point when he warns that a lack of robustness could be storing up 
problems for the future.  
 
Too often a lack of scientific clarity reflects a lack of scientific understanding.  
 
And this in turn can encourage short-term solutions to problems that could persist if insufficient 
attention is paid to their root cause."  

 
A double goal  

There is an analogy here with the treatment of HIV/AIDS. Treating the symptoms of the disease, as 
many acknowledge can be done with traditional remedies, can undoubtedly make life more bearable 
for those who are affected. But it is not the same as fighting the disease itself, which needs a proper 
understanding of the nature of the virus, and its effects on the human immune system. Furthermore, 
believing that a patient has been 'cured', when the symptoms have been suppressed but the infection 
remains, may only accelerate the spread of the disease.  

The analogy also carries an important implication for the pursuit of the MDGs themselves (as well as 
the limitations of some current strategies being promoted). The danger is that, by expressing 
development targets in a highly instrumental and relatively short-term way, insufficient attention 
could be paid to the longer-term developments that are essential if social and economic development 
is to be achieved.  

High among these is the need to build a basic capacity in science and technology. This need has 
already been highlighted in the work of the UN Millennium Project, which is headed by Sachs, and 
that of its task force on science, technology and innovation. (see Science advice 'essential' to meet 
development goals). It was also featured in the final statement issued by last week's meeting, which 
described science and technology as "vital" for achieving the development goals.  

What is essential is that development strategies are described in a way that make them both 
scientifically and politically achievable. Attaran's arguments about the need for greater scientific 
robustness must be taken seriously if the pursuit of MDGs is not to be diverted down unproductive 
paths. It was unfortunate that, in the political turmoil created by the efforts needed to keep the MDG 
ship afloat, no time had been allocated to discussing the need to reassess the viability of the way the 
goals are expressed.  

At the same time, greater effort still needs to be put into bridging the gap between the way in which 
the MDGs are expressed, with their emphasis on relatively short-term objectives, and the language of 
long-term goals (and potentially fuzzy outcomes) in which discussion about long-term investment in 
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science and technology capacity is inevitably expressed. As UN officials start to look towards the next 
review conference, due to take place in 2010, this issue requires a high place on the agenda."  

David Dickson 
oneworld.net 
19 September 2005 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/211/44443.html 
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"Dhaka Declaration 
 
Thirteenth SAARC Summit 
13 November 2005 

The Prime Minister of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh, Her Excellency Begum Khaleda Zia; the 
Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Bhutan, His Excellency Lyonpo Sangay Ngedup; the Prime 
Minister of the Republic of India, His Excellency Dr. Manmohan Singh; the President of the Republic 
of Maldives, His Excellency Mr. Maumoon Abdul Gayoom; the King of Nepal, His Majesty 
Gyanendra Bir Bikram Shah Dev; the Prime Minister of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, His 
Excellency Mr. Shaukat Aziz; and, the President of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka, 
Her Excellency Mrs. Chandrika Bandaranaike Kumaratunga met at the Thirteenth Summit meeting of 
the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) in Dhaka, Bangladesh on 12 - 13 
November 2005.   ... 
 
They called upon the international community to redouble efforts to meet the commitments of the 
Millennium Summit and the Monterrey consensus.  
 
… 
 
They also reiterated their full support for a comprehensive approach, which would facilitate 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration and the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in a 
time bound manner."  
 
South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation 
13 November 2005 
http://web.archive.org/web/20110901000000*/http://www.saarc-
sec.org/userfiles/Summit%20Declarations/13%20-%20Dhaka%20-%2013th%20Summit%2012-
13%20Nov%202005.pdf  

 
 

  

"WHO’s commitment to the Millennium Declaration has been reaffirmed by its governing bodies" 
 
2005 
www.who.int/hdp/publications/mdg_en.pdf 
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"Under its agenda item on coordination, the Committee considered the Secretary-General’s report on 
the UN system support for the New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD) and the report of 
the UN system Chief Executives Board for Coordination (CEB). ... 

The CEB report generated much discussion on the CEB’s role in implementing the goals of the 

Millennium Declaration..." 
 
United States Participation in the United Nations 
US State Department  
2005 
www.state.gov/documents/organization/74058.pdf  

 

 
 

 

"10.3 Primary concerns at the international level continue to be improving basic education, re-
orienting education and improving public understanding, as embodied by the Millennium 
Development Goals ( UN Resolution 55/2, 2000)." 

Scottish Executive 
Sustainable Development: A Review of International Literature 
24 May 2006 
http://www.gov.scot/Publications/2006/05/23091323/11  

 

 
 

"An Act to require the Secretary of State to report annually on....such reports to contain information 
about ...the transparency of international aid; and for connected purposes" 
 
"In this section....references to “Millennium Development Goals 1 to 7” are to Goals 1 to 7 set out in 
the Annex to United Nations General Assembly document A/56/326 dated 6th September 2001, 
entitled “Road map towards the implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration: 
Report of the Secretary General”, as those goals may be amended or modified from time to time" 
 
International Development (Reporting and Transparency) Act 2006 
4 (2) (a) 
http://legislation.data.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/31/ni/2006-10-25/data.htm?wrap=true 
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"News Feed Archive  

Discoverer of global poverty error calls for statistics on survival  

Eldis News 
2006.06.26 09:06amLiz_Thassim@community.eldis.org  

An opinion piece in the Addis Tribune, an Ethiopian weekly, argues that commonly accepted 

definions of and responses to global poverty are deeply flawed... " 
 
Eldis 
University of Sussex 
26 June 2006 
 

The above refers to the article by MB of 28 November 2003 at: 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20070223160812/http:/www.addistribune.com/Archives/2003/11/28-11-
03/Discoverer.htm .   
 
As with the previous submission pointing out economists' error in failing to adjust global poverty 
claims for food needs, the staff of the University of Sussex organisation dedicated to publicising 
research refused to put it on their website. 
 
The same basic point that as birth rates fall average food needs rise appeared in the draft handbook 
produced by the UN expert group on poverty statistics in 2005, in the chapter by its chairman 
Jonathan Morduch.] 
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"The General Assembly... 

Remaining concerned that Africa is the only continent currently not on track to achieve any of the 
goals of the United Nations Millennium Declaration by 2015" 
 
 
"Reaffirming further the commitments to the global partnership for development set out in the 
Millennium Declaration, the Monterrey Consensus and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation ... 
 
 
1. Calls for concerted efforts by all to ensure the timely and full realization of the development goals 
and objectives agreed at the major United Nations conferences and summits, including the 
Millennium Development Goals... 

 
2. Calls upon all Member States and the United Nations system, and invites international 
organizations and institutions, including the Bretton Woods institutions and the World Trade 
Organization, to translate all commitments made at the major United Nations conferences and 
summits, including the 2005 World Summit, in the economic, social and related fields into concrete 
and specific actions in order to, inter alia, achieve the internationally agreed development goals, 
including the Millennium Development Goals… 
 
 
3. Stresses the need for the United Nations to play a fundamental role in the promotion of 
international cooperation for development and the coherence, coordination and implementation of the 
internationally agreed development goals, including the Millennium Development Goals… 
 
 
"56. Decides to dedicate a specific meeting focused on development, including an assessment of 
progress over the previous year, at each session of the General Assembly during the debate on the 
follow-up to the Millennium Declaration and the 2005 World Summit Outcome; ..." 
 
 

"63. Requests the Secretary-General to report on progress made in the implementation of the 
development outcome of the 2005 World Summit in the framework of the comprehensive report on the 
follow-up to the Millennium Declaration and the 2005 World Summit Outcome."  

UN General Assembly  
Resolution 60/265 
30 June 2006 
 https://www.gfmd.org/files/documents/A_RES_60_265_en.pdf  
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In 2006, US and UK still differed over whether MDGs were agreed? 
 
 
 
 
    "Senator Sarbanes. When you first went up to the U.N., you  
sought to delete the references to the Millennium Development  
Goals from the outcome document, is that correct? 
 
    Ambassador Bolton. What I sought was to eliminate an  
ambiguity that had developed over the course of years about  
that term, which I'd be happy to explain here at greater  
length, if you'd like. 
 
 
    Senator Sarbanes. When the President went to speak at the  
U.N., he specifically endorsed the Millennium Development  
Goals, is that not right? 
 
    Ambassador Bolton. That's exactly right. And the ambiguity  
that we corrected, in fact, in the course of negotiating the  
outcome document, was as follows: The Millennium Development  
Goals, as they're frequently called, were originally written in  
the Millennium Declaration, which was the outcome document that  
came out of the 2000 Summit in New York. Those goals were  
endorsed by the United States and by all the member  
governments, and--that was during the Clinton administration-- 
and were endorsed by the Bush administration shortly after it  
came into office, as well. 
 
    Subsequent to the adoption of the Millennium Declaration,  
the U.N. Development Program and other U.N. agencies"  
 
[In fact representatives of UN agencies, the OECD, World Bank and the IMF] 
 
 
"took those goals"  
 
[In reality the civil servants in 2001 selected some commitments from one part of the document, and 
substituted generally easier targets] 
 
 
"and attempted to put them in quantifiable terms."  
 
[Misleading.  The goals were already in quantifiable terms in the Millennium Declaration, at least to 
the extent that there were data or sensible plans to obtain data (neither of which was abundant).   
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Perhaps he is referring to indicators, but the reality is that the civil servants chose targets as well.] 
 
 
"Those efforts at quantification were not endorsed by all member  
governments, and specifically not by the United States.  
 
And yet, over time there developed an ambiguity as to what one  
meant when one used the phrase ``Millennium Development Goals.'' 
 
 In the negotiation of the outcome document, we made several efforts  
to eliminate the ambiguity, and, ultimately, all of the member  
governments accepted a definition in the outcome document for  
"Millennium Development Goals'' that said, "These are the goals  
adopted in the Millennium Declaration of 2000.''  
 
So, obviously, that was something we had accepted, and that  
President Bush had previously endorsed, even before his speech  
in New York last September." 
 
United States Senate Hearing 109-935 
NOMINATION OF HON. JOHN R. BOLTON TO BE U.S. REPRESENTATIVE TO THE  
UNITED NATIONS 
July 27, 2006 
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CHRG-109shrg36452/html/CHRG-109shrg36452.htm 
 
 
 
MB note: Bush gave that speech during the 2005 summit, mentioning a US commitment to "the 
Millennium Development Goals".   
 
At the end of the summit leaders adopted the document Bolton is referring to.   
 
Readers are referred to the actual text of the summit document, since Bolton is here paraphrasing. 
 
The hearing was called "Nomination" but he had already been appointed, perhaps on a temporary 
basis. 
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The UK in 2006 gave a different impression from the US: 
 
 
 
"The MDGs were agreed at the UN in 2000 [!]. These eight goals have guided international 
development ever since. Having set the standard, the UN is helping hold countries to account for 
progress.  
 
[! – in reality "the UN is helping countries to obscure what they actually promised".]  
 
In 2005 at the UN summit, world leaders re-committed [?] themselves to achieve the MDGs by 2015." 
 
[In reality, member states had never committed themselves to the MDGs in the first place, and even if 
they had, it would largely have been redundant given their commitments to generally more ambitious 
and more numerous goals they did agree at conferences and summits.] 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals are a series of targets for development that 189 countries 

signed up to in 2000, [!] and re-committed [?] themselves to at the World Summit in September 2005.  
 
They are unique [?] in that they represent a consensus for development agreed by both developed and 
developing countries, and which define poverty in more than just monetary terms" 
 
 
 
Comment: Rubbish.  Countries did not sign up to the "MDG" "targets" in 2000, and they are clearly 
not "unique in that they represent a consensus agreed...".  
 
There was a "consensus for development" agreed by the world's nations, but it was what the world's 
nations had actually agreed and reaffirmed together at conferences and summits.   
 
This was expressed in UN member states' formal promises at, for example,  
 
- the 1990 World Summit for Children, 
 
- the 1996 World Food Summit,  
 
- the Millennium Summit,  
 
- the Monterrey conference in March 2002, and  
 
- the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg 
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The UN staff, and perhaps the General Assembly, were supposed to be following these up in an 
integrated manner. 
 
Other aspects of "consensus for development" were in OECD and G8 pledges and statements.  

The same 2006 UK policy document emphasises that its "promises" include the Johannesburg (World 
Summit on Sustainable Development) commitments. 

Those involve specifically halving infant, under-5 child and maternal mortality from their "rate in 
2000", and some other things: 

 
"Delivering our promises 
 
2005 – the promises 

 
The G8 Summit agreed to: ... 

• Ensure that by 2015 all children have access to free good quality education, and to basic health 

care free where a country chooses to provide it. ... 

... 
 

The UN World Summit agreed to: 

• Recommit [!] all UN member states to the Millennium Development Goals [?] and other 
international targets including those agreed at the World Summit on Sustainable Development. 

... 
 

The World Trade Organisation talks agreed to work to: 

• End all agricultural export subsidies by 2013, with substantial progress by 2010. 

• Move, in principle, towards duty free and quota free market access for all products from the poorest 
countries by 2008. 
 

The UK will 

• Fulfil the commitments we made in 2005." 
 

UK Department for International Development White Paper  
Eliminating world poverty:  
Making governance work for the poor  [!!] 
2006 
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"This White Paper was written and produced...with contributions from colleagues across DFID and 
other UK Government Departments and over 600 submissions during the public consultation" 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http:/www.dfid.gov.uk/wp2006/whitepaper-printer-
friendly.pdf 

 

 
 

 

"WHAT ABOUT THE UNITED STATES? 

At the Millennium Summit in 2000, world leaders committed themselves to the achievement of 8 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) by 2015." 
 
[!] 

Millennium Campaign 
Updated: 31 July 2006 
www.millenniumcampaign.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/07/WA-USA-31-07-06-POSTED.doc  

 

 

 
 
"How does the EU tackle the global partnership? 
 
 
The EU Sustainable Development Strategy (EU SDS) (Council of the European Union, 2006) 
...objective is ‘to ...ensure that...policies are consistent with...its international commitments’.  
 
...the EU SDS sets out... : 

Make significant progress towards meeting the commitments of the EU with regard to internationally 
agreed goals and targets, in particular those contained in the Millennium Declaration ... and those 
deriving from The World Summit on Sustainable Development held in Johannesburg in 2002..." 

Sustainable development - global partnership - Statistics Explained 
European Union 
"Data from July 2015" 
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Sustainable_development_-
_global_partnership  



1059 

MB note: One of the "internationally agreed goals" was – at the Monterrey conference in 2002 - to 
publicise the Millennium Declaration.   
 

 

 

 
......................................... 
 
 

 
 

The "world's favourite broadcaster": 
 
 

 

 

 
 
The BBC itself put material on its website questioning the "clean water" claim in 2006, yet persisted 
in misleading the public for many years. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The UN authors oddly referred to "improved water" rather than "improved water source" which is 
what the actual MDG indicator refers to.  This means the type of source, not the quality of its output. 
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The contents list for the 2006 document says "The data systematically underreport the scale of the 
deficit".: 
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http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/09_11_06HDR06complete.pdf  
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International economic law 
Section A: Evolution and principles of 
international economic law 
 
Revised version – December 2006 

 
S.P. Subedi  
 

This study guide was prepared for the University of London by: 
 Professor S.P. Subedi, OBE, MA, LLM, DPhil (Oxon.) 

Professor of International Law, University of Leeds 

 
...the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals by the international community in 2000, at the 
dawn of the new millennium 

 
International economic law 
University of London external programmes 
www.londoninternational.ac.uk/sites/default/files/international_economic_law.pdf  

 
 
 
 

 
 
"189 countries unanimously adopted the Millennium Declaration, pledging: “We will spare no effort 
[.....]” 

The Declaration led to the articulation of eight specific Millennium Development Goals, to be 
achieved between 1990 and 2015...." 

[MB:  An odd account.  In reality the Declaration did not just make vague pledges on effort, but had 
already "articulated" "specific goals".   The Millennium Project seems to mislead by contrasting the 
Declaration with specific time-bound targets in the "MDGs". 
This is the same misleading account as given by the BBC World Service edition of More or Less on 3 
July 2015, strangely after the BBC Trustees had already accepted that the Declaration did make 
specific commitments on mortality which went beyond the "MDGs". 
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Also the Declaration went far beyond the scope of the "MDGs" to cover other issues highly relevant 
to poor people, such as governance and human rights. 
The Millennium Project appears to be pushing a fictional story of continual improvement in 
commitments, when sometimes, in important respects, the reverse was true.] 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals have since been reaffirmed by world leaders at several 
occasions, including at the G8 Evian summit in 2003 and most recently at the 2005 World Summit." 

[MB: More dubious statements from the Millennium Project.  See below.] 
 
Millennium Project 
A Q&A on the Millennium Project and the Millennium Development Goals 
December 2006 
www.unmillenniumproject.org/documents/UNMP-QandA-E.pdf 

 

 
I do not know why the Millennium Project said world leaders "reaffirmed" the "MDGs".  
 
That would mean they "affirmed" them in the first place, but the Millennium Project is strangely silent 
on that. 
 
Also, as far as I can see from G8 documents, the Project was not accurate in claiming that "world 
leaders" affirmed the "MDGs" at Evian in 2003, even if it only meant eight leaders. 
 
The Millennium Project may be referring to the Chair's Summary of 3 June 2003.   But that was not a 
statement by world leaders, and it is not completely clear why we should take it as referring to the 
MDG structure proposed by Kofi Annan rather than the Millennium Summit commitments mentioned 
in the health plan from the Evian summit. 
 
The Millennium Project may here give several false impressions adding up to something more 
serious:   
 
- the false impression that there were no specific goals for 2015 in the Declaration,  
 
- the false impression that UN member states had approved the 1990 baseline before 2003, and  
 
- the false impression that the important point about the 2005 Summit was that it focussed on "MDGs" 
with easier targets.   
 
 
In reality leaders reaffirmed in 2005 what they and their governments had actually agreed in the past – 
pledges which were more ambitious.   The language of the 2005 summit outcome document 
concerning "Millennium Development Goals" is odd and may be unclear.   
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At the 2003 G8 Summit in Evian, nations were in fact aiming at the Millennium Summit and 
Johannesburg targets, which included the 2000-baseline mortality pledges and much else. 
 
Since nations in fact reaffirmed pledges which were more ambitious than the "MDG" targets, much of 
what the Millennium Project says here is irrelevant to holding any government to account for its 
actual promises. 
 
It misled the public in a way damaging to "governance", democracy and in my view any reasonable 
concept of "human rights". 

 
 
 
 
 
 

"five years ago, the UN Millennium Summit adopted a set of goals — the "Millennium Development 
Goals" — to be reached by 2015: goals such as halving the proportion of people in the world who 
don't have clean water to drink" 

Draft of speech in which U.N. secretary-general criticizes Bush administration  
USA TODAY 
http://usatoday30.usatoday.com/news/world/2006-12-11-annan-excerpts_x.htm 

 
 
 
 
 
 
"In the year 2000 the nations of our planet - rich and poor - came together to make a promise to the 
people of the world. 

That promise took the form of the Millennium Development Goals. [!] 

These are not vague aspirations. These are promises to the people's of the world that by 2015 we can 
halve the number of people living in extreme poverty... 

We are now half way to 2015. 

The good news is that the Millennium Development Goals have not been forgotten" 

George Osborne  
Conservative Party speech 
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25 January 2007  
http://conservative-speeches.sayit.mysociety.org/speech/599915  

 
 
 
 
 
"Purchasing power parity exchange rates, which are essential to compute a “uniform” poverty line, 
have been criticized as inadequate, infrequently updated, and inapplicable to the consumption of the 
extremely poor (Deaton, 2004, 2006).  
 
Prices are typically higher in urban than in rural areas, and even in rural areas, the poor may pay 

different prices than everyone else.  
 
Also, reporting periods vary significantly from survey to survey and this has been shown to affect 

systematically what people report. 

...these issues are obviously serious for counting the exact number of the poor..." 
 

Abhijit Banerjee and Esther Duflo 
The Economic Lives of the Poor 
Journal of Economic Perspectives 
2007 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2638067/   

 

 
 
 
Question:   
 
How did the BBC's More or Less team, including an ex-World Bank economist, manage on 3 March 
2012 in a programme advertised as "assessing how poverty is measured" and described by its own 
presenter as "scrutinising the goal", to  
 
a) discuss the work of those authors published in that paper  
(and in the case of the ex-World Bank economist, he had previously written a column about it in the 
Financial Times),  
 
but in the same programme not only:  
 
b) fail to mention these "obvious" flaws in the World Bank method; 
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c) instead just repeat the World Bank official claims and say "there we are, the target's been met";  
 
c) make false statements that the World Bank had used a "basket" of "essential goods" that "would 
cost you a dollar" in the United States – precisely what was unknowable using the World Bank 
system? 

 

 

........................................ 
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Twenty-five:  A tool for understanding global goals and statistics 
 
 
Version of 31 January 2007 
 
Matt Berkley 
 
This document is to help people understand some international goals, such as the United Nations’ Millennium 
Goals, and some numerical claims about human progress, particularly in economics.  
 
The idea is to help resolve some misunderstandings, ambiguities and puzzles.  Clarity about what is being said, 
and the basis for what is being said, might help overcome some disagreements about past outcomes of 
policies, and future policy directions. 
 
Some distinctions I make below are conceptual.  The presence of a word in the list is not meant to imply that 
what it refers to is measurable.   
 
For instance, it is important to understand whether someone is claiming to have measured  
a) the level of people’s consumption, or  
b) the adequacy of their consumption.    
 
Since people don’t agree about the value of different foods, people are unlikely to agree about what adequate 
consumption is.    Also, what counts as consumption in a broader sense is a bit subjective.  I consume air, 
whose quality is important to me.   I “consume” the park where I walk.    I consume knowledge, some which 
might help me live longer.   I consume water, but of what quality?  How much dirty water is of the same value 
as clean water?    
 
So we might think that any claim to have measured the adequacy of people’s consumption as a whole is false.  
Still, it may be useful to distinguish the concept of “level” from the concept of “adequacy” in order to understand 
what is behind the words of a researcher or politician.   To ask a social scientist whether they are claiming to 
have measured the level of consumption or the adequacy of consumption may be useful.   To ask a politician 
whether they are aiming at higher levels of consumption, or higher adequacy, may be useful as well.    
 
As in many areas of life, what may first seem complex can be understood more easily by grasping central 
principles.   In this case, as in many areas of social science, a key element is imagination.    Another is 
empathy.     
 
Perhaps many people are frightened by statistics not just because of the numbers, but because of the 
words.  If you see an abstract noun, try and develop a way of understanding what it means in real life.   A 
discussion about “consumption” isn’t fundamentally about some complex thing in a mysterious machine called 
the economy.   It is supposed to refer to real life, so you can ask yourself, or others, what kinds of things it is 
supposed to refer to in real life.    It is more important to understand what is being discussed than to try to 
improve on something badly defined.  
 
Consumption amount, or level, is a different concept from consumption adequacy, and both are different from 
consumption expenditure.   That may all sound obvious, but in economics surveys on what people spend are 
sometimes erroneously described as data on consumption, and then erroneously described as poverty 
statistics.   What you spend (expenditure) is not what you consumed (consumption), and neither of these are 
what you lack (poverty).    
 
As I type these words, I am imagining real people.    I do not think it is possible to think about social science 
meaningfully in any other way.     
 
The aim of this document is to help people decode economics and some other social science.   Behind 
politicians’ statements about “poverty” going up or down there are real facts (as well as, perhaps, some real 
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exaggeration), and this document may provide pointers to understanding what the facts are.     The facts are 
about real people, and the person who can imagine  some of them doing different things as the abstract nouns 
change, may have a good grasp of what is important without knowing anything technical.    
 
 
 
When you are faced with a large-scale social science goal or statistic, the following may be helpful:  
 

1. Take time to think about real-life situations that might occur, to help you spot assumptions, guesswork 
and opinion. 
 

2. Think and ask about whether, and if so how, key words might mean something different from their 
ordinary meaning.   
 

3. Think how the goal or measure might be meaningful in real life.  
 

4. Understand that the burden of proof is on the scientist or politician making a claim or goal. 
 

5. Think about margins of error in data, considering real-life reasons to trust or not trust it. 
 

6. Think about margins of error in the reasoning, considering possible real-life situations and possible 
skewing. 
 

7. Distinguish survey answers (what people told researchers) from researchers’ inferences as to what 
really happened. 
 

8. Distinguish researchers’ samples (people surveyed) from inferences on whole populations. 
 

9. Distinguish population trends (e.g. rise in the average) from aggregate trends for people (e.g. average 
rise). 
 

10. Distinguish spending from income (most global data on “income” are in fact on what people said they 
spent). 
 

11. Distinguish spending from items received (economists sometimes confuse “consumption” with 
“expenditure”). 
 

12. Distinguish level (of resources) from judgements about adequacy (of resources for need). 
 

13. Distinguish incidence (frequency) from prevalence (percentage of people in the situation at one time). 
 

14. Distinguish prevalence from extent (the proportion of rich people doesn’t say how rich they are). 
 

15. Distinguish commerce from income (e.g. GDP per capita and average income). 
 
 

16. Distinguish income from profit (income minus necessary expenses equals profit). 
 

17. Distinguish prices from judgements about prices relevant to these people. 
 



1069 

18. Distinguish prices from judgements on the cost of living (relevant prices x needs). 
 

19. Distinguish consumption from personal resources. 
 

20. Distinguish personal resources from available resources. 
 

21. Distinguish available resources from judgements on well-being.  
 

22. Credibility test: Imagine self and/or others in a realistic range of relevant situations.   
 

23. Ethics test: Would you apply the assumptions, methods and claims to yourself and people you feel 
close to, over a realistic range of possible situations?   Note:  The burden of proof is on the scientist or 
politician to show unusual circumstances are not important to their claim.   
 

24. Ask how far the categories of people form distinct and meaningful groups. 
 

25. Distinguish statistical significance from real-life importance.   
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"What Matt Berkley doesn’t know about poverty, and related matters 

 
 
1. I don’t know why anyone thought it was humane, in the age of AIDS, to devise Millennium Goal 
indicators which look “better” if people die.  
 

2. I don’t know why anyone thinks a person spending more than a “dollar a day” must have got more 
in return. 
 
... 
 
4. I don’t know why anyone thinks economists’ and politicians’ claims about policy successes for the 
“poor”, based on the idea that the distribution of income measures the distribution of profit, are worth 
repeating rather than laughing at. 

  

5. I don’t know what kinds of teaching allowed economists to pass their exams, then go on to confuse 
income and profit.  
 

 6. I don’t know why academic economists during the last fifty years were not instructed in the nature 
of the “utilitarianism” with which they associated their subject so closely.  “The greatest good for the 
greatest number” is a very different concept from “the greatest average for the survivors”.    Nor do I 
know why they didn’t notice that the utilitarian Bentham said the duration of happiness was a factor in 
working out the consequences.   

 ...  

8.  I don’t know how anyone could pass a school or university economics course, or be selected as a 
parliamentary candidate by a national political party, while believing that to assess people’s wealth, 
you don’t need to look at their assets or debts. 
 
... 
 
  
10. I don’t know why anyone might believe some assumptions underlying the World Bank’s large-
scale claims on trade, GDP and poverty.   Since no data were compiled on prices for the poor, or 
assets, debts, needs or survival rates, he assumptions involved seem to me to have been that under all 
policies, in all countries, at all times and under all economic conditions considered by the researchers: 

- prices of necessaries and luxuries always stayed the same relative to one another, despite the fact 
that food has sometimes been subsidised, and despite varying tax regimes in different countries;  
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- survival rates were relatively constant, despite the known discrepancies between GDP per capita and 
longevity levels in some countries;   

- food needs did not vary, despite the move towards fewer children per adult;  

- accommodation needs did not vary, despite moves towards urbanisation and thus perhaps to more 
need for rented accommodation;  

- medical needs did not vary, despite AIDS;  

- asset acquisitions and losses did not vary, despite landlessness as population increased;   

- debt acquisitions, repayments, and interest charges for the “poor” did not vary; 

- or alternatively that all differences in relative prices, needs, assets and so on, in all circumstances 
considered, cancelled themselves out in all of the studies.   

  

11. I don’t know why people think that poverty, which means “lack”, is measurable.   There is no such 
thing as a “lack” in the abstract, just as there is no such thing as “sufficiency” in the abstract.   A 
shortfall can only be relative to a specified level.   
 
If I say I am in income poverty, I can only meaningfully be saying my income is not enough for 
particular activities and/or circumstances.   In other words, I must lack enough income, not in 
isolation, but for something or some things.   
 
Which things are necessary for an adequate life, is a matter of opinion.   Which things compensate for 
others – among, for instance, differences across time and place in pollution, the quality of food, 
drudgery at  work, and so on – is a matter of opinion."    
 

What Matt Berkley doesn’t know about poverty, and related matters 
Draft 2 February 2007 
http://www.mattberkley.com/humanity%20and%20social%20science.htm 
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"A basic and widespread fallacy about economics is that income equals profit.  

 
That idea has been fundamental to some influential policy research from the World Bank (the 
assumption being that income without looking at necessary expenditure shows how far GDP or 
policies benefit the poorest); some thinking by economists at Oxfam and elsewhere; and UN 
Millennium Goal indicators for the “halving poverty” Goal. It also underlies the ideas that GDP per 
capita, or average income, or lifetime income, measure prosperity.  
 
Humanity and social science 
7 March 2007 
http://www.mattberkley.com/humanity%20and%20social%20science.htm  

 

 
 
 
"In 2000, the 192-member states of the United Nations, including the United States, agreed to work 
toward achieving the development goals of the Millennium Declaration.  
 
These goals include reducing the child mortality rate by two-thirds and reducing the maternal 
mortality rate by three-quarters from 1990 levels  [!] worldwide by 2015. " 

"The Millennium Development Goals were adopted by the United Nations General Assembly in the 
2000 United Nations Millennium Declaration and are supported by the United States.  
 
A version of the goals, however, that differs in significant respects from what was agreed to at the 
United Nations in 2000 is widely in use.  
 
The maternal and child health goals, however, are the same in both versions  [!] 
 
--namely, to reduce maternal mortality by three-quarters, and under-5 child mortality by two-thirds 
by 2015." 

United States Government Accountability Office 
Report to Congressional Committees 
April 20, 2007 
http://www.gao.gov/assets/260/259632.html 

 
 
 

............................................................................................. 
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Unanswered points by Matt Berkley to Martin Ravallion, originator of World Bank "dollar a 

day", on the basis of official global poverty claims 

 

 

 

"...if people move to cities for work, they may begin paying rent, having previously lived on family 
land.  
 
It was not clear to me from Absolute Poverty Measures whether this kind of thing - changes in 

consumption needs - was taken into account, or whether the new urban/rural adjustments were solely 
for prices. 
 
...in respect of economies of scale, a plausible scenario might be that economic growth coincides 

with smaller household units, as single people travel to cities for work.  
 
This would be additional to considerations about economies of scale related to children's needs and 
smaller family sizes as birth rates fall.  
 
Thirdly and fourthly, it is not clear to me how surveys have generally dealt with  
 
expenditure on personal debt, or  
 
costs which are sometimes the subject of public concern and whose incidence varies across countries 
and times, such as  
 
charges for water, medicine or schooling." 

 
Email 18 May 2007 to Martin Ravallion, one of the two global poverty monitors for the World Bank  
http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/should-we-care-equally-about-poor-people-wherever-
they-may-live 
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"The Numbers Guy 

Carl Bialik examines the way numbers are used, and abused.  
 

• May 31, 2007, 11:44 PM 

A World Bank Challenge: Counting the World’s Poor 

 
...My column this week examines how the bank counts the world’s poor, and why some economists 
criticize the numbers. 

One question that divides economists is just what it means to be poor.  
 
Is it an absolute or relative status? Does it include, say, the bottom fifth of a given country’s 
population by income, regardless of the nation’s overall wealth? Is it the condition of not being able 
to afford life’s necessities? Or must one also be able to afford other things that are standard in one’s 
society to rise out of poverty? 

The World Bank’s measure adheres to the idea that my poverty status shouldn’t change if I can 
afford a certain bundle of goods in one country, then move to another country where I can afford to 
buy that same amount."  
 
 
[MB:  That is not accurate.  It would not work, because a staple in one country may be an exotic 
luxury in another.   The idea is about equivalence, not sameness.]    
  
 
"But Adam Smith wrote, “By necessaries I understand not only the commodities which are 
indispensably necessary for the support of life, but whatever the custom of the country renders it 
indecent for creditable people, even of the lowest order, to be without.” 

How would you define poverty? Does the World Bank’s definition make sense to you? Do you believe 
world poverty is declining? How important is measurement to the World Bank’s achievement of its 
goal? Please let me know what you think in the comments. 

Further reading: A wide-ranging discussion of the World Bank’s numbers, and how to define 
poverty, was featured in the September 2004 issue of the United Nations Development Programme’s 
In Focus online bulletin.  
 
The World Bank’s latest poverty numbers were included in the World Development Indicators 2007, 
and trumpeted in an April press release.  
 
More World Bank poverty numbers are featured here, and explained in this recent paper.  
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They’re used as a benchmark in the U.N.’s Millennium Development Goals.  
 
An alternative measure was put forth in this UNDP working paper. Columbia University economist 
Sanjay Reddy is a critic of the World Bank’s numbers; some of his reports on the topic are collected 
here." 

... 
 
Carl Bialik, "The Numbers Guy" 
Wall Street Journal 
31 May 2007, updated 1 June 2007 
https://www.wsj.com/articles/SB118064578670320492 

 
 
 
 
................................ 
 
 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), agreed to at the UN Millennium Summit in 2000, 
established a series of targets ... 
 
The Millennium Development Goals, developed through the 2000 UN Millennium Summit, are 
quantified, time-bound development targets. ..For each goal, there are specific targets to be met (for 
example, “reduce by two-thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate”)" 

Janna Jessee  
Economic Policy and Statistics Section  
House of Commons Library  
Research Paper 07/51  
4 June 2007 
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"The Millennium Declaration established 2015 as the target date for achieving most of the MDGs, 
with 1990 generally used as a baseline." 

[!] 
 
MDG Report 2007 Progress Chart 
United Nations Statistics Division website 
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/Progress2007/MDG_Report_2007_Progress
_Chart_en.pdf 

 

 
 
 
 
"MDG Progress Chart 2007 

The Millennium Declaration established 2015 as the target date for achieving most of the MDGs, with 
1990 generally used as a baseline. The Chart shows progress as of June 2007, based on data for 
selected indicators in each of the eight Goals. The assessment is based on an analysis of trends 
between 1990 and the latest year for which data are available. Given the time lag between collecting 
data and analysing them, the latest information available for some of the indicators is from 2004 or 
2005. 

Posted: Tuesday 03 Jul 2007 | 4:31 PM " 

MDG Indicators - Database & Country Data - Updated - Gender 
http://www.wunrn.org/news/2008/08_08/07_08_08/072808_mdg.htm 

 

 
 

Gordon Brown: 
 
"it was here seven years ago…[!] in this United Nations conclave…with the eyes of the whole world 
upon us all…that every world leader [!], every international body, almost every single country signed 
a historic declaration for the new millennium, pledging to set and then to meet by 2015 eight [!] 
development goals. 

It was a remarkable moment --- the whole world coming together as one, the leadership of the 
poorest countries to be empowered by the obligations [!] accepted by the richest. All of us accepting 
our shared responsibilities to work together for change. 
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But seven years on it is already clear that our pace is too slow; our direction too uncertain; our vision 
at risk. 

The Millennium Development Goal to be met in 2015, is to reduce infant mortality by two thirds." 

Text of Gordon Brown’s speech to the UN 
July 31, 2007 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/28b08110-3f73-11dc-b034-0000779fd2ac.html  

 
 
 

 
 

"I have come to New York - to the city where the world convenes - to support the Secretary-General's 
call and to tell the truth: 
 
[!] 
 
 the goals the world has set are not being met  
 

And I have come today to New York because it was here seven years ago in this United Nations 
conclave with the eyes of the whole world upon us all that every world leader, every international 
body, almost every single country signed a historic declaration for the new millennium, pledging to 
set and then to meet by 2015 eight development goals. 

[!] 
 

It was a remarkable moment - the whole world coming together as one, the leadership of the poorest 
countries to be empowered by the obligations accepted by the richest. 

All of us accepting our shared responsibilities to work together for change. 
 
... 
 
The world did not come together in New York in 2000, come together again in Doha in 2001, in 
Johannesburg and Monterrey in 2002, in Gleneagles and New York in 2005 and Heiligendamm in 
2007 to make, re-make and reaffirm promises, for us then to break them. 

We cannot allow our promises that became pledges to descend into just aspirations, and then wishful 
thinking, and then only words that symbolise broken promises. 



1079 

We did not make the commitment to the Millennium Development Goals [!] only for us to be 
remembered as the generation that betrayed promises rather than honoured them and undermined 
trust that promises can ever be kept." 

BBC News 
In full: Brown's speech at UN 
31 July 2007 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/6924570.stm 
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2007:  Thirteen Heads of State or Government mislead on Millennium pledges 

 

 

"Declaration on the Millennium Development Goals by heads of state 

31 July 2007 

 
 
Joint Declaration 

 

At the Millennium Summit in 2000  
we declared 

we would spare no effort to achieve the seven key  
Millennium Development Goals. [!] 

 
 
We have made some progress.  
 
But seven years later and half way to 2015 we are not on track to meet that commitment. [!]... 
 
 
 
 
Signatories 

This declaration has been endorsed by: 

• Shinzo Abe, Prime Minister of Japan 
 

• José Manuel Barroso, President of the European Commission 
 

• Gordon Brown, Prime Minister of the United Kingdom 
 

• George W. Bush, President of the United States of America 
 

• Stephen Harper, Prime Minister of Canada 
 

• John Agyekum Kufuor, President of the Republic of Ghana 
 

• Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, President of the Federal Republic of Brazil 
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• Angela Merkel, Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany 
 

• Romano Prodi, President of the Council of Ministers of the Italian Republic 
 

• Nicolas Sarkozy, President of the French Republic  
 

• Dr Manmohan Singh, Prime Minister of the Republic of India 
 

• José Scrates, Prime Minister of the Portuguese Republic and President of the Council of the 
European Union 
 

• Jens Stoltenberg, Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Norway 
 

• José Luis Rodriguez Zapatero, Prime Minister of the Kingdom of Spain" 
 

Declaration on the Millennium Development Goals by Heads of State 
31 July 2007 
https://web.archive.org/web/20090330063032/http://www.dfid.gov.uk:80/mdg/declaration-heads-
07.asp 

 

 
 
The background material reads, 
 
" Prime Minister Gordon Brown has called for a renewed international effort to achieve the 
Millennium Development Goals.  
 
Speaking at the United Nations headquarters in New York, he said the "pace has been too slow and 
uncertain" in meeting the promises made by world leaders seven years ago, and that it was vital that 
individuals and groups from   "come together to forge a new global alliance for peace and 
prosperity." 

To help achieve this, 12 world leaders and 20 top businessmen and women signed up to a new 
commitment to meet this development emergency. Mr Brown also called for an emergency meeting to 
be held next year to report on progress against the goals." 
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"Declaration on the Millennium Development Goals by the private sector 

31 July 2007 

 
 
Joint Declaration 

At the Millennium Summit in 2000  
the world declared  
it would spare no effort to achieve  
the seven key  
 
Millennium Development Goals. [!] 

 
There has been some progress. But seven years later and half way to 2015 the world is not on track to 
meet that commitment.  [!] 

.... 

But we need to go further.  
 
We need to mobilise all our efforts. The eighth [?] Millennium pledge [?] was that we would develop a 
global partnership for development. ... 

 
 
 

Signatories 

This declaration has been endorsed by:  

• Bernard Arnault, Chairman LVMH 
 

• Riley Bechtel, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, The Bechtel Corporation  
 

• Lloyd Blankfein, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, The Goldman Sachs  Group Inc.  
 

• Cynthia Carroll, Chief Executive of Anglo American plc  
 

• Patrick Cescau, Group Chief Executive, Unilever PLC/Unilever N.V.  
 

• John T. Chambers, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Cisco Systems  
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• Ian E. L. Davis, Worldwide Managing Director, McKinsey & Company, Inc.  
 

• Sir Niall Fitzgerald, Chairman, Reuters Group plc  
 

• Bill Gates, Chairman of Microsoft  
 

• Jeff Immelt, Chief Executive Officer, GE  
 

• Graham Mackay, Chief Executive, SABMiller  
 

• Indra Nooyi, President and Chief Executive Officer, PepsiCo Inc.  
 

• Nicky Oppenheimer, Chairman, De Beers Group  
 

• Chuck Prince, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Citigroup  
 

• Arun Sarin, Chief Executive Officer, Vodafone  
 

• Dr. Eric Schmidt, Chief Executive Officer and Chairman of the Executive Committee, Google 
Inc.  
 

• H. Lee Scott Jr, President and Chief Executive Officer, Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.  
 

• Frederick W. Smith, Chairman, President and Chief Executive Officer, FedEx  
 

• Ratan Tata, Chairman of The Tata Group  
 

• Gunter Thielen, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Bertelsmann AG  
 

• Paul Walsh, Chief Executive Officer, Diageo"  

 
https://web.archive.org/web/20090303071840/http:/www.dfid.gov.uk:80/mdg/declaration-private-
07.asp 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130128103201/http://www.dfid.gov.uk/mdg/declaration-
private-07.asp  

 

 

 

The background statement reads:  

"at the Millennium Summit, 189 countries declared that they would spare no effort to achieve the 
Millennium Development Goals [!] .....  
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...But seven years later and half way to 2015 we are not on track to meet our historic commitments.  
[!]  

The Eighth [?] Millennium pledge [?] was that we would develop a global partnership for 
development.  
 
The MDG Call to Action, which was launched by Gordon Brown and UN Secretary General Ban Ki 
Moon seeks to galvanise the entire international community to face up to [!] this development 
emergency.  

 

 

......................................  

 
 

Bill Clinton: 
 

“In 2000, the United Nations adopted the Millennium Development Goals.  [!]  
 
It pledged  
 
to cut in half the number [?] of people living in extreme poverty (less than $1 a day) by 2015;  
 
to reduce by half the number [?] of people suffering from hunger; … 
 
to end the disparity in school performance between boys and girls  

to reduce mortality among children under five by two-thirds and maternal mortality by three-
quarters; 
 
to cut in half the number [?] of people without access to clean water; 

and to halt and begin to reverse the incidence of HIV/AIDS, TB, malaria, and other major infectious 
diseases.” 

[MB: See comments below.] 
 

Bill Clinton 
Giving (book) 
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2007 
 
 

 
................................. 

 

 

 
The US has at various times insisted that “Millennium Development Goals” means the goals in the 
Millennium Declaration.   
 
However, it would seem likely that some readers, perhaps particularly those not in the US, would take 
him to mean the largely easier targets which Mr Clinton had not agreed in 2000.     
 
Mr Clinton’s book also gives financial estimates for meeting the “Millennium Development Goals” 
which may be based on the easier 1990 baseline.    
 
In any case, in addition to the baseline problem, the implication that the $1 is a real dollar and his 
confusion of numbers with proportions, he omits the facts that: 
 
- he, with other leaders in 2000, made pledges – and did not just “adopt goals”;   
 
- those pledges went far beyond those in the “development and poverty eradication” section of the 
Millennium Declaration;  and  
 
- at the 2005 Summit leaders reaffirmed agreements made at previous UN conferences and summits.    

 

 

 

 
"It is imperative that all stakeholders meet, in their entirety, the commitments already made in the 
Millennium Declaration...." 

Ban Ki-moon 
UN Millennium Development Goals Report 
2007 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/mdg2007.pdf  
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"The UN Millennium Declaration promises “to halve, by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s 
people whose income is less than one dollar a day and the proportion of people who suffer from 
hunger,” using 1990 as the baseline" [!] 

Thomas Pogge 
Sur - International Journal on Human Rights 
2007 
www.scielo.br/pdf/sur/v4n6/en_a08v4n6.pdf 

 

 

  

"All stakeholders need to fulfil, in their entirety, the commitments they made in the Millennium 
Declaration and subsequent pronouncements." 

UN Millennium Development Goals Report 
2007 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/mdg2007.pdf  

 
 

 
 

“The norms and values embedded in the Millennium Declaration and international human rights 
instruments must continue to provide the foundation for engagement, in particular the key human 
rights principles of non-discrimination, meaningful participation and accountability”. 

Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General 
Undated? 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/MDG/Pages/Quotes.aspx  
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"without vigorous democratic participation, official accountability, strengthened institutional 
capacity, Governments are unlikely to deliver on commitments to achieve the Millennium 
Declaration, including the Millennium Development Goals, and other internationally agreed 
development goals." 
  
"At the 2005 World Summit (see General Assembly resolution 60/1), world leaders committed 
themselves to achieving four targets additional to the ones included in the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration" 

Report of the Secretary-General on the work of the Organization 
2007 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2007.pdf  

  

 
How can people have "vigorous democratic participation" if governments and civil servants mislead 
them that leaders' solemn pledge was the easier and narrower MDG targets? 

The Secretary-General's 2007 report wrongly refers to the 1990-baseline targets as  

"targets (from the Millennium Declaration)…1990…1990…". 
 
For the mortality targets, his presentation (page 67) directly contradicted the Declaration's text,  
 
"of their current rates". 

 
 

 
......................................... 
 
 
 
 

"We seek to reduce hunger in Africa by half by 2015, in keeping with the United Nations (UN) 
Development Goals of the Millennium Declaration." 

Department of State and USAID Strategic Plan 
Bureau of Resource Management 
2007 
http://www.state.gov/s/d/rm/rls/dosstrat/2007/html/82960.htm  
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"30 October 2007 
 
... 
 
Plenary  

38th & 39th Meetings (AM & PM) 

... 

KHALID MAHMOOD ( Pakistan), speaking on behalf of the Group of 77 developing countries and 
China, said the 2007 Economic and Social Council substantive session was historic in that the 
Council had operationalized the new responsibilities assigned to it at the 2005 World Leaders 
Summit.   
 
That was an important step towards strengthening the Council.  Although he was satisfied with the 
convening of the first Annual Ministerial Review, his delegation still believed that it had been a one-
sided event, with only developing countries making presentations.  He reiterated the call for 
substantive and equal participation of developed partners in future sessions.   
 
He hoped the Review would look honestly at the status of implementation by developed and 
developing countries and come to conclusions that invigorated the implementation of the Millennium 
Development Goals, among other agreed goals.  He was pleased that States had decided on the 
Review’s themes for 2007 and 2008. 

He said the Group was of the strong view that one purpose of the Review should be to identify the 
gaps, shortcomings and successes of development partners.  He hoped that future Ministerial 
Declarations issued after the Review would contain both an assessment and recommendations for 
action.  His delegation looked forward to the substantive launch of the 2008 Development 
Cooperation Forum.  The event should help ensure that:  development cooperation was responsive to 
developing country needs; the quantity and quality of development financing was adequate; 
development cooperation achieved its desired results and that it also was pursued in a coherent 
manner at all levels. 

The Group of 77 and China had consistently called for effective monitoring of implementation of the 
Millennium Development Goals, he said, adding that specific targets should be developed to measure 
implementation of Goal Eight.   
 
He called on the United Nations, The World Bank, the World Trade Organization and other 
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institutions, to contribute in that regard.  The Organization must strengthen existing mechanisms to 
monitor, review and follow up the implementation of the outcomes of all major conferences and 
summits.  He looked forward to the convening of a specific General Assembly meeting focused on 
development, covering an assessment of progress made in the previous year.  

... 

 
JORGE LOBO DE MESQUITA (Portugal), speaking on behalf of the European Union, said that this 
year had been an historic one for the Council, because the body had held its first-ever Annual 
Ministerial Review and its inaugural Development Cooperation Forum, putting into practice the 
reforms that had been called for in the outcome of the 2005 World Summit.   
 
Those new modalities ensured that the Council would remain the central mechanism for follow-up of 
the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits, including stepping up 
implementation of the Millennium Development Goals.  

... 

 
ADE PETRANTO ( Indonesia) said the major United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic and social fields had been instrumental in shaping a broad development vision and defining 
common objectives.   
 
It was vital to ensure a synergistic follow-up on the various outcomes from those meetings at the 
institutional level.   
 
The strengthening of the Council would help towards that end.  The Annual Ministerial Review and 
the Development Cooperation Forum would better equip the Council to perform its core functions 
envisaged in the United Nations Charter.   
 
No effort should be spared in making full use of the Annual Ministerial Review as a powerful new tool 
to advance implementation of the internationally agreed-upon development goals in the economic and 
social fields. 
 
Representatives of many developing countries had expressed their hope that the biennial high-level 
Development Cooperation Forum next year would accelerate the commitments laid out in the 
Millennium Declaration, the Monterrey Consensus and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation.   
 
The Council, through its meetings with the Bretton Woods institutions, the World Trade Organization, 
and UNCTAD, had created an interactive and constructive multilateral dialogue to enhance the 
voices of developing countries in international financial institutions.   
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While acknowledging the positive developments at the global level, he called for integrated and 
coordinated follow-up at the country level.   
 
National development and poverty reduction strategies should be supported by the United Nations 
and other international organizations.  The halfway point towards reaching the Millennium 
Development Goals had been reached this year and it was necessary to make full use of the current 
developments in the Council to accelerate progress. 
 
 
... 

 

Statements on Follow-up to United Nations Conferences 

Mr. SHERVANI ( India) agreed with the Secretary-General that, over the last 15 years, the United 
Nations major conferences had resulted in the emergence of a shared vision of development.  He 
welcomed the recognition in the report of the Economic and Social Council’s critical role in fostering 
a comprehensive development agenda at the United Nations."  
 
 
30 October 2007 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2007/ga10649.doc.htm 

  
 
 
 
...................................................................... 
 
 
 
“I am a graduate student…I found a statistic …1.1 billion people live on less than a dollar a day. The 
number got me thinking…  
 
My very first [internet] search revealed a controversy. As I hadn't questioned it, I felt ridiculous…” 
 
http://povertydiscussion.blogspot.co.uk/2007/09/on-dollar-day.html  
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"WSSD  reaffirmed  the  MDGs  of  reducing,  by  2015,  mortality  rates  for  infants  and  children  
under five,  by  two  thirds,  and  maternal  mortality  rates  by  three  quarters,  of  the  prevailing  
rate  in  2000. " 

UNITED NATIONS 
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL  
ECONOMIC COMMISSION FOR AFRICA  
Follow-up to the implementation of the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(WSSD):  
Regional Review Report AFRICA  
November 2007 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/eca_bg1.pdf 

 

 

 

  

"Excerpt from UN Chronicle introduction 

“The MDGs, drawn from the Millennium Declaration adopted by all UN Member States in 2000, are 
not merely lofty statements of intent but a set of 18 concrete targets—and precise monitoring 
mechanisms to track and review progress" 

WHO | MDGs (The) – Are we on track? 
2007 
http://www.who.int/pmnch/topics/mdgs/mdgs_ontrack/en/  
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"November 19, 2007 2:00 am 
 

Letters 
 
Difficulty of making meaningful estimates of poverty 

 
From Prof Sanjay G. Reddy.  

 
...the problems with poverty estimates go well beyond the inappropriate nature of the conversion 
factors used to make such adjustments across currencies, and ultimately reside in the failure to 

specify an international poverty line (or national poverty lines) that are meaningful in the sense that 
they correspond to the real cost of achieving basic human requirements (as argued extensively by 
Thomas Pogge and myself in various published articles)." 

Sanjay G. Reddy, 
Dept of Economics, 
Barnard College and School of International and Public Affairs, 
Columbia University, 
New York " 

Letter from Sanjay G. Reddy 
Difficulty of making meaningful estimates of poverty 
Financial Times 
https://archive.is/nlYRp#selection-1467.8-1481.22 
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The BBC presenter, scriptwriter and resident economics expert Tim Harford was a leader writer at the 
Financial Times.    
 
He had worked at the World Bank.  
 
He had written about the Banerjee and Duflo paper which pointed out problems with the World Bank 
line.   
 
A feature similar to More or Less in the Wall Street Journal had pointed to criticism of the line. 
 
Yet the BBC simply said "Anyone living on less than a dollar a day is regarded by international 
development specialists as living in extreme poverty" and provided comment from people who had 
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worked at the World Bank: 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Tim Harford, while working at the World Bank in the mid-2000s, claimed to have clean water 
statistics for Somalia and other African countries. 
 
Introducing a programme where the reporter wrongly implied the World Bank look at prices faced by 
the poorest, after himself reviewing an article which pointed out problems in the "dollar a day" line, 
he said: 
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"Hello, and welcome to More or Less, the programme that never peddles subprime numbers." 

 

"It's hard to think of a more important figure than the number of people living on under a dollar a 
day." 
 
 
MB:  Firstly, how can that be true, except in terms of how people (wrongly) perceive it?    
I don't know if the reported increases in spending are a good or bad sign for the actual people. 
 
Secondly, if Mr Harford believes that and has worked at the World Bank, how did the programme 
manage to both omit the key criticisms of the method and get it wrong? 
 
.... 

Reporter: 
 
"how much is "a dollar a day" really worth? How badly off are the world's poor really?" 
 
"How much is a dollar really worth to the world's poor?" 

 
"When politicians promise to lift the world's poor above the dollar a day thresholds, it sounds like a 
reasonable aim." 
 

[MB: Why would a fixed amount of money whatever the circumstances, be reasonable?] 
 
 
"...The World Bank's "dollar a day" system uses a similar calculation, but using a much bigger range 
of prices. 

So in this system, an Indian living on less than "a dollar a day" is actually [?] living on less than 25 
cents a day, or just 9 Indian rupees  
 
- because that's how much it would take an Indian to buy the same thing [?] as an American would 

buy  
 
for a [?] real dollar." 

 
 
Here the BBC is helping the World Bank spin the numbers on behalf of governments. 
 
It is describing what would be the case if people ate and used the same things all over the world, and 
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if the World Bank had reliable statistics and did in fact look at what people could really buy with the 
equivalent of a dollar – rather than what is true. 
 
"Really", "actually", "how much it would take", "the same thing", and "a...dollar" are liable to give 
the wrong impression that the World Bank has information on prices faced by the poor.   
 
That is important not just for the global or national counts but for the understanding of what 
economists recommend as policies.   They do not have the information the BBC is implying. 
 
In fact the rates are not based on "what it would take an Indian to buy" what they could buy in the US 
with "a" dollar but overall buying power for all goods and services in the economy.  
 
It is not really "the same thing" but what researchers think is equivalent somehow in terms of food 
value, water quality or however they think about these things.  But the conversion used national rates, 
not for items bought or sold or consumed by the poor, and not for prices faced by them, which might 
be different.  
 
"the costs of these diets vary enormously although they are all treated equivalently in inferring the 
dollar a day poverty line." (Robert Allen, 2013) 
https://www.economics.ox.ac.uk/materials/papers/13124/paper685.pdf 

 
 
 
BBC World Service 3 December 2007: 
 
""The intention was really to have a measure that would give you the equivalent amount of goods 

and services for that same currency," explained Mr Ward. 

The aim is that using this system, the World Bank can judge how poor people really are in terms of 
what they can afford in different countries." 

 
 
The BBC's presentation here is ridiculous and misleading.  If you read the sentences again, it may be 
clear that this man is talking about "the intention" and "the aim" – rather than about what is important:  
whether or not the World Bank is making justified statements.    
 
"Really" and "can afford" add to the illusion above.   
 
Also, what the BBC is saying makes no sense.    
 
Poverty is clearly not "how much you can afford" or "the equivalent amount" in different countries or 
at different times, but "how your needs exceed your resources". 
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If you need to spend a lot on rent, transport, medicine or anything else, then the fact that you are 
buying more does not tell a researcher you are better off.  
 

......... 

 

"the system is based on the spending power of just a single dollar in America" 

misleads, and adds to the illusion above.   
 
The system is in fact based on the spending power of millions of dollars for all goods and services in 
each economy. 
 
The part that More or Less did get right (that the "dollar" is worth far less than a real dollar, which is 
clearly true because things the poor do buy are actually cheaper in poorer countries than in the USA) 
was something that the 2007-8 "A Dollar a Day" series got wrong throughout its travels across the 
world.   
 
The More or Less web page for the programme of 3 March 2012 told people to listen to the series 
making exactly the mistake it had pointed out – confusing real and "PPP" dollars. 

As with other strange errors at the BBC and elsewhere, it is surprising in light of the presenter saying 
how important the dollar a day was, not just that the documentary makers got this wrong (as well as 
making a similar mistake to More or Less) but also that other people at the BBC, including the More 
or Less team, failed to stop the error for the whole two series.  
 
On the bright side, the fact that the BBC and World Bank's concept of poverty is so wrong, and the 
BBC's descriptions of the World Bank method so wrong, may make the error about whether the dollar 
is a real dollar, in a relative sense, slightly less important. 
 
The "dollar" does not take into account the value of your own shelter or food needs, and we know it 
cannot take into account the price of clean water. 
 
The World Bank do not look at needs but instead largely assume people are better off if they spend 
more. 
 
People might disagree about how to value the food, shelter, health care and so on. 
 
But they might agree that it is hard to say how many people who cross the line upwards are better off 
rather than worse. 
 



1099 

 
 

More or Less 
BBC Radio 4 
3 December 2007 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/programmes/more_or_less/7124758.stm 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/media/avdb/news/uk/audio/139000/nb/139227_au_nb.asx 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/player/nol/newsid_7350000/newsid_7352600/7352691.stm?bw=bb&mp=wm&
asb=1&news=1&bbcws=1  

 
 
 

................................................ 
 
 
 
 
 
The Economist Intelligence Unit, as quoted: 
 
"PPPs are also imperfect and the margins of error remain disturbingly large, so as to render 
questionable international comparisons of economic well-being that rely only on GDP data." 

[Clearly, the same applied to "comparisons of economic well-being" relying on household surveys, if 
they used the same "purchasing power parity" numbers.   
 
So the "margins of error" also make questionable economists' "income poverty" claims about different 
countries.   
So does the fact that national price indices used for estimating inflation are known to be unreliable as 
well as subjective.] 
 
World economy: Rich get richer, poor get poorer–new global PPP data  
The Economist Intelligence Unit, as quoted 
4 February 2008 
https://taraqee.wordpress.com/2008/02/12/world-economy-rich-get-richer-poor-get-poorer-new-
global-ppp-data/  

 
 
 
 
"February 11, 2008, 6:30 PM 
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Speaker(s): Andrew Dilnot, Michael Blastland 
 
Numbers have become the all-powerful language of public argument, but too often, that power is 
abused and the numbers bamboozle.  
 
How can we see our way through them?  
 
Michael Blastland is a writer and broadcaster and the originator of the More or Less programme on 
BBC Radio 4.  
Andrew Dilnot is principal of St Hugh's College, Oxford, and former director of the Institute for 
Fiscal Studies." 
London School of Economics, event of 
11 February 2008 
http://www.lse.ac.uk/assets/richmedia/webFeeds/publicLecturesAndEvents_iTunesRssAudioPdf2008.
xml  

 

 
The BBC was, and is, clearly "bamboozling" the public about economists and world poverty.   
 
It would have been easy for the number specialists at the BBC to see it was wrong, even by looking at 
the official methodology papers by Chen and Ravallion or the official MDG website of the UN 
Statistics Division, or by reading articles in newspapers such as the Guardian, the New York Times or 
the Wall Street Journal about defects in the World Bank system 

- or easy to see that there might be serious problems, even by reading the letter in the Financial Times, 
for which Mr Harford was a leader writer on related matters, from Sanjay Reddy a couple of weeks 
before the erroneous More or Less broadcast.   
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UK Government understates its Millennium pledges, this time misinforming Prince Charles  

 
 
Letter 21 February 2008 from Douglas Alexander at DFID to Prince Charles included an attachment: 
 

"In 2000, at the Millennium Summit, 189 countries declared that they would spare no effort to achieve 
the Millennium Development Goals" 

 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/432493/dfid-letters-
evans-2.pdf  
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 



1103 

 

 

"...the United Nations Millennium Development Goal of ‘reducing by half the proportion of people 
living on less than a dollar a day between 1990 and 2015’; a target which was adopted in 2000 by all 
UN member states." 
 

[!] 

Ben Whitestone  
UK Office for National Statistics 
The International Comparison Programme: 2005 results and supporting the programme 
Economic & Labour Market Review | Vol 2 | No 2  
February 2008 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140721132900/http://www.statistics.gov.uk/elmr/02_08/
downloads/elmr_feb08_whitestone.pdf 

 

 

 

  



1104 

The BBC World Service documentary series "A dollar a day" confuses, throughout, the World Bank 
"dollars" with real dollars worth far more;   
 
and in one programme wrongly claims that the World Bank's claims about poverty declines are based 
on an assessment of costs over time. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
"...global poverty line takes in the cost of shelter,  

 

[Untrue.  The World Bank methodology papers in fact state that the value of living in your own home  
-  "imputed rent of owner-occupied dwellings" – is excluded.]]  
 

clothing and other basics;  
 
[Cannot be true, since there are no statistics other than guesses, on clean water;  the "cost" is naturally 
taken to mean the cost to meet needs, not merely prices.  But the World Bank do not look at needs. ] 
 
looking at it that way, [!] the World Bank says the decline..." 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/aboutus/2008/04/080411_dollar_a_day_china.shtml 
http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/podcasts/worldservice/docarchive/docarchive_20080411-2038.mp3  
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b0090qmb  

 

 

A general problem in failing to look at inflation for the poor: 
 
"non-essential spending.... 
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Inflation is high for the things people have to buy" 
 

Contributor,  
BBC More or Less  
21 April 2008 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/mediaselector/check/player/nol/newsid_7380000/newsid_7389600?redirect=73
89675.stm&news=1&nbwm=1&bbram=1&nbram=1&bbwm=1  

 

 

 
 
 
 
BBC information for the radio programme Analysis, BBC World Service 21 April 2008 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"International development secretary Douglas Alexander defends the government's progress on 
promises [!] made on the environment and poverty ... 

Alexander says the government is making "significant progress" in meeting its promises made at the 
G8 summit in Gleneagles three years ago... 
[In reality at Gleneagles, Tony Blair and the other leaders said the core health goals were in the 
Millennium Declaration] 
and helping to achieve the eight millennium development goals agreed in 2000 by 189 

governments." [!] 
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Liz Ford  
The Guardian  
29 April 2008 
https://www.theguardian.com/education/thinkglobal/story/0,,2276654,00.html   

 

 

 

 

"Tim Harford points out that actually Asda has produced an estimate of how much cash a typical 
family has left after buying essentials" 

More or Less  
BBC  
8 May 2008 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/programmes/more_or_less/7358928.stm  
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U.S. - EU Summit Declaration, 2008: 
 
 
 
"we reaffirm our commitment to contribute decisively to the Millennium Development Goals of the 
Millennium Declaration agreed to at the 2000 Summit and other development targets we have agreed 
to in other international fora.  
 
We will reinvigorate our efforts to meet these goals...we pledge our commitment to...foster human 
rights, democracy, and good governance..." 
 
 
[MB: It might be argued that the EU and US broke their stated intention on democracy and good 
governance before they made the declaration, by including in it a passage either falsely implying that 
the easier MDGs were the Millennium pledges or blurring the difference.   
 
But in any case this was a clear recommitment by the US and EU to the Declaration and the other, 
more ambitious agreed goals.] 

 
"...We will continue to support partner countries as they work to achieve the health-related goals of 
the Millennium Declaration.  
 
We are accountable for progress in delivering on our promises to combat HIV/AIDS, malaria, TB, 
polio and other diseases." 

 
U.S. - EU Summit Declaration 
2008  
http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2008/06/20080610-8.html  

 

 

 

"The United States is a strong and consistent supporter of the goals of the Millennium Declaration of 
the United Nations.  
 
The adoption of the Millennium Declaration in 2000 by the international community reflects a shared 
sense of the urgency of development..." 
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"Achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration, demands a new partnership between developed and developing countries. 
 
-  International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, March 2002" 
 
"To meet and sustain the goals of the Millennium Declaration, the world community must help 
developing nations harness the full potential of resource flows to countries in the developing world. ... 

The United States has extensive programs in education, infectious diseases, famine prevention, and 
other areas that support the goals of Millennium Declaration." 

 
The United States Commitment to the Millennium Development Goals 
United States Agency for International Development 
April 2008 
http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/Pdacl239.pdf 

 

 
 
 

"In September of 2000, the United States committed to the United  
Nations Millennium Declaration, which contains time-bound goals for 
reducing poverty and hunger, strengthening access to education, and im- 
proving health, including combating major diseases. These Millennium 

Development Goals (MDGs) are benchmarks to measure progress on 
development.  
 
The Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC) plays a critical role in  
the U.S. Government’s approach to assisting countries in their efforts  
to achieve the MDGs and improve the lives of their people." 

“By the same date, to halve the proportion of people who are unable to  
reach or to afford safe drinking water”  
 
“By the same date, to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters,  
and under-five child mortality by two thirds, of their current rates”. 

 
US Government Millennium Challenge Corporation 
Fact Sheet: MCC and the Millennium Development Goals 
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29 April 2008 
https://assets.mcc.gov/press/fact-sheet-042908-mgd1.pdf  

 

 

 

 
"Why GAO Did This Study 

In 1996, the United States and more than 180 world leaders pledged to halve the number of 
undernourished people globally by 2015 from the 1990 level...."  [!] 

United States Government Accountability Office 
Accountability Integrity Reliability 
International Food Security 
Insufficient Efforts by Host Governments and Donors Threaten Progress to Halve Hunger in Sub-
Saharan Africa by 2015 
GAO-08-680, a report to congressional requesters 
May 2008 
www.gao.gov/new.items/d08680.pdf  

 
 

   

 

 
 
"The G-8 agreed that support for good governance...is essential to... achieving the goals of the 
Millennium Declaration." 

The White House 
Fact Sheet: Development and Africa 
July 2008 
http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2008/07/20080708-17.html  
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"The Prime Minister [Gordon Brown]:  
...since 2000, when we set the millennium development goal....[!] 
That is us making progress towards meeting the goals set at Gleneagles." 

House of Commons  
Hansard  
Debates for 10 July 2008 
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmhansrd/cm080710/debtext/80710-0006.htm 

 
 
Mr Brown misleads.   
 
Not only is it untrue that the "MDGs were set in 2000" but also the Gleneagles agreement said, 
 
"The core aims for education and health are stated in the UN Millennium Declaration." 
 

The next speaker in the House of Commons said:  
 
"John Battle (Leeds, West) (Lab):  
 
My right hon. Friend has long championed the millennium development goals as a means of tackling 
poverty internationally.  
 
As a result, our country is recognised as a world leader on committing aid. I congratulate him on 
persuading other European leaders to do their bit to honour their Gleneagles commitments." 

[!] 

 
The Prime Minister replied: 

"there is not only a moral obligation on our part to honour the commitments that we have 
made....make sure that the health commitments that we have made are properly honoured.  
 
I will continue to argue that this is the time for us to build a stronger relationship with the developing 
countries, not to weaken our commitments to them." 

 
[!] 
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..................................... 
 

 
 
"At the 1996 World Food Summit (WFS) in Rome, the United States and more than 180 world leaders 
pledged to halve the total number of undernourished people worldwide from the 1990 level" 

[! – different from the previous US position on the food pledge baseline] 

Government Accountability Office 
United States  
Congressional Requesters:  
Food Insecurity Persists in Sub-Saharan Africa despite Efforts to Halve Hunger by 2015 
July 17, 2008 
http://www.gao.gov/assets/100/95636.html 

 
 
 
 

"The World Bank...All these are absolute income standards...absolute standards of poverty are 
creepy... 
 
The US definition....the threshold has changed only to take account of inflation. ...This cannot be 
right." 

[Incredibly, Mr Harford and his More or Less team of "statistical sleuths" on the BBC failed to 
mention this objection when "scrutinising" the World Bank "goal", on 3 March 2012.   
 
He gave (the wrong) World Bank numbers and then said "there we are, the target's been met".  These 
were not the only problems with the team's coverage of the World Bank target.  The BBC repeatedly 
failed to answer, and instead persistently misdescribed, complaints such as,  
 
"Economist and Bank/ex-Bank speaker imbalances, including presenter".] 
 
Tim Harford 
Financial Times 
July 2008 
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http://timharford.com/2008/07/at-last-a-sensible-way-to-measure-poverty/  
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/2124e920-5158-11dd-b751-000077b07658.html  

 

 
 
 

"the Millennium Development Goals set by the world's nations in the year 2000 and due to be met in 
the year 2015. " 

Tony Blair 
What Makes a Champion?’ speech in Beijing 
3 August 2008 
http://www.tonyblairoffice.org/speeches/entry/speech-to-what-makes-a-champion-in-beijing/ 
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Bill Gates at the UN, 2008: 
 
"When the Millennium Declaration was adopted in 2000, my wife Melinda and I would never have 
predicted the power of these goals [?] to gather the world’s heads of state, our governments, 
businesses, and foundations in a focused effort to fight poverty and disease. And we certainly never 
expected that eight years later, one of our daughters would come home from school with an 
assignment to learn about the Millennium Development Goals." 

 
[MB:  That is hardly suprising, since there were no "Millennium Development Goals" in 2000. 
 
In 2020, it appears that UK school students are being taught the untruth that these goals included 
progress in the 1990s. 
 
If the school taught the younger Ms Gates that the leaders' pledges were in fact generally wider and 
more ambitious, perhaps she could tell her parents. 
 
If the school taught her wrongly that leaders only committed to the easier, narrower goals, perhaps her 
parents could tell her how the school made such fundamental errors.] 
 
Bill Gates 
Speech at the United Nations  
2008 
 
 
The Gates Foundation web page adds fiction:  
 
"In 2000, 189 world leaders came together at the United Nations to design a roadmap for ending 
extreme poverty, disease, and hunger.  
 
Together, they created eight objectives—known as the Millennium Development Goals (MDG)—and 
agreed to achieve them by 2015.  
 
On Thursday, September 25, 2008, these leaders met again to renew their commitment to achieving 
these goals and set practical steps for action." 
 
http://www.gatesfoundation.org/media-center/speeches/2008/09/bill-gates-speaks-at-the-united-
nations  
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 22 September 2008 

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/63/L.1)] 

63/1. Political declaration on Africa’s development needs 

  
 The General Assembly, 

 Recalling its resolution 62/242 of 4 March 2007, in particular 
paragraph 5, 

 Adopts the following political declaration: 
 
Political declaration on Africa’s development needs 

 1. We, heads of State and Government, ministers and 
representatives of Member States gathered at a high-level meeting at 
United Nations Headquarters in New York on 22 September 2008 to 
address “Africa’s development needs: state of implementation of various 
commitments, challenges and the way forward”, stress that the high-
level meeting represents a unique opportunity to strengthen the global 
partnership for development in Africa, which is pivotal to bringing 
Africa into the mainstream of the global economy. 

 2. We reaffirm the special needs of Africa as contained in the 
United Nations Millennium Declaration,1 the United Nations 
Declaration on the New Partnership for Africa’s Development,2 the 
Monterrey Consensus of the International Conference on Financing for 
Development,3 the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development (“Johannesburg Plan of Implementation”)4 
and the 2005 World Summit Outcome.5 

 3. We recommit ourselves to reinvigorate and strengthen a global 
partnership of equals based on our common values, mutual 
accountability, shared responsibility and the determination to 
collectively act for our common future and to mobilize the resources, 
including human, financial and technological, required to end poverty, 
hunger and underdevelopment in Africa, with the explicit objective of 
turning existing commitments into concrete actions. 

 
1 See resolution 55/2. 
2 See resolution 57/2. 
3 Report of the International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, 18–22 March 
2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.02.II.A.7), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
4 Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, Johannesburg, South Africa, 26 August–
4 September 2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.03.II.A.1 and corrigendum), chap. I, 
resolution 2, annex. 
5 See resolution 60/1. 
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 4. We commit to strengthening support for the implementation of 
the New Partnership for Africa’s Development,6 which is an overarching 
framework for socio-economic sustainable development in Africa, as 
well as for the implementation of national and subregional development 
plans and strategies. 

 5. We stress that eradicating poverty, particularly in Africa, is the 
greatest global challenge facing the world today. We underline the 
importance of accelerating sustainable broad-based economic growth, 
including employment generation and decent work, towards a vibrant 
Africa. 

 6. We reaffirm our commitment to address the special needs of 
Africa, a continent where, despite recent considerable improvements, 
the full and timely achievement of the internationally agreed 
development goals, including the Millennium Development Goals, 
remains elusive. 

 7. We commit to supporting the consolidation of democracy in 
Africa and assisting African countries in their struggle for lasting peace, 
economic growth, poverty eradication and sustainable development. 

 8. We underline that good governance at all levels is essential for 
sustained economic growth, poverty eradication and sustainable 
development. We welcome the progress many African countries have 
made with respect to implementing pro-poor economic policies, 
deepening democracy and protecting human rights. We stress the 
importance of African-led initiatives to strengthen political, economic 
and corporate governance, such as the African Peer Review Mechanism. 
We recommit ourselves to actively protecting and promoting all human 
rights, the rule of law and democracy.  

 9. We welcome the efforts of African Governments to mobilize 
domestic resources and attract private capital to finance the investments 
and expenditures needed to achieve their development goals. We 
underscore the importance of an enabling environment at all levels, 
which is vital for mobilizing domestic resources, increasing 
productivity, generating employment, especially for youth, reducing 
capital flight, fighting corruption, encouraging the private sector and 
attracting foreign direct investment, and in this regard we underline the 
importance of human, professional and institutional capacity-building 
for development. 

 10. We stress the importance of strengthening domestic financial 
sectors as a source of capital by making them inclusive, thus expanding 
access to financial services.  

 
6 A/57/304, annex. 
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 11. We underline the importance of increasing foreign direct 
investment in the extractive industries value chain as well as 
diversification in other sectors, in order to achieve higher levels of 
employment and facilitate the transfer of technology and knowledge. 

 12. We are concerned that, at the current rate, the commitment of 
doubling aid to Africa by 2010 as articulated at the Summit of the Group 
of Eight, held at Gleneagles from 6 to 8 July 2005, will not be reached. 
We call for the fulfilment of all official development assistance-related 
commitments, including the commitments made by many developed 
countries to achieve the target of 0.7 per cent of gross national income 
for official development assistance by 2015, as well as the target of 
0.15 per cent to 0.20 per cent of gross national income for least 
developed countries, and urge those developed countries that have not 
yet done so to make concrete efforts in this regard in accordance with 
their commitments. 

 13. We welcome the increased aid flows from new development 
actors, including some developing countries, global funds, the private 
sector and civil society organizations, as well as from innovative 
sources of finance.  

 14. We emphasize that debt sustainability is essential for 
underpinning growth, and underline the importance of debt 
sustainability and effective debt management to the efforts to achieve 
national development goals, including the Millennium Development 
Goals. Debtors and creditors must share the responsibility for 
preventing and resolving unsustainable debt situations. We note with 
appreciation the progress under the Heavily Indebted Poor Countries 
Initiative and the Multilateral Debt Relief Initiative, but remain 
concerned that a number of African countries are still facing difficulties 
in finding a durable solution to their debt problems, which could 
adversely affect their sustainable development. We therefore call for 
continued efforts to achieve long-term debt sustainability. 

 15. We recommit to improving the effectiveness of development 
assistance, including the fundamental principles of ownership, 
alignment, harmonization, managing for results and mutual 
accountability. We call for a continuing dialogue to improve the 
effectiveness of aid, including the full implementation of the Accra 
Agenda for Action by countries and organizations that commit to it. 

 16. We commit to promoting South-South cooperation and 
triangular cooperation, which have great potential to facilitate the 
exchange of successful strategies, practices and experiences. The impact 
of South-South cooperation may be further harnessed through synergies 
with other bilateral or multilateral development partners. We recognize 
South-South cooperation initiatives that are rooted in the principle of 
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national ownership and are aimed at strengthening productive capacity 
as well as accelerating economic growth and sustainable development.  

 17. We welcome the commitments made by Africa and its 
development partners in the context of various important initiatives and 
partnerships in recent years, inter alia, the Africa Partnership Forum, the 
New Asian-African Strategic Partnership, the China-Africa Partnership, 
the European Union-Africa Strategic Partnership, the Group of Eight-
Africa Partnership, the Millennium Challenge Account, the Emergency 
Plan for AIDS Relief of the President of the United States of America, 
the Africa-Turkey Cooperation Summit, the Africa-South America 
Summit, the Tokyo International Conference on African Development, 
the comprehensive health-care initiative sponsored by the Government 
of Cuba, the Initiative for Africa’s Development of the Republic of 
Korea, the special technical assistance programme for Africa of 
Pakistan, the Viet Nam-Africa cooperation partnership and the India-
Africa Forum. 

 18. We urge the United Nations system, international and regional 
financial institutions and other multilateral development partners to 
continue and strengthen support for African Governments in their 
efforts to implement national development strategies and programmes. 
We stress the need to strengthen the capacities and capabilities of the 
United Nations system in supporting Africa’s development. 

 19. We stress the need for well-functioning national and 
international financial systems, which should have the capacity to help 
reduce uncertainty and support economic growth. We recognize the 
need to enhance the voice and participation of developing countries in 
policymaking in the areas of trade, money and finance. 

 20. We are concerned that Africa’s share of international trade is 
only 2 per cent, and underline the important role that trade plays in 
promoting economic growth. We stress the need to promote Africa’s 
international trade, including through regional integration and greater 
integration into the global economy and fulfilment of our commitment 
to a well-functioning, universal, rules-based, open, non-discriminatory 
and equitable multilateral trading system which promotes sustainable 
development. We commit to redoubling our efforts towards the 
reinvigoration of the multilateral trade negotiations and to achieve a 
successful development-oriented outcome of the Doha Round of the 
World Trade Organization. We call for stronger national action and 
international support to build domestic productive competitive export 
supply capacities, as well as trade support, infrastructure and 
institutions for African countries. 

 21. We underline that development, peace and security and human 
rights are interlinked and mutually reinforcing. We stress that conflict 
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prevention, resolution and management and post-conflict consolidation 
are essential for the achievement of the objectives of the special needs 
of Africa. We welcome the progress that the African Union and the 
subregional organizations have made in this regard, inter alia, through 
the strengthening of Africa’s peace and security architecture.  

 22. We call for intensified efforts and a coordinated approach 
between national Governments, the African Union, subregional 
organizations, the United Nations system and partners with a view to 
achieving further progress towards the goal of a conflict-free Africa. We 
stress the importance of and pledge to support peace consolidation 
mechanisms and processes, including the Panel of the Wise, the African 
Union Post-Conflict Reconstruction and Development Framework, the 
early warning system and the operationalization of the African Standby 
Force. We also stress the importance of and pledge to support relevant 
United Nations bodies, inter alia, the Peacebuilding Commission. We 
welcome the intensification of cooperation between the United Nations 
and the African Union on peace and security and underline the 
importance of the implementation of the ten-year capacity-building 
programme for the African Union. We call upon the international 
community to assist post-conflict countries in achieving a smooth 
transition from relief to development.  

 23. We recognize that Africa faces a number of serious challenges, 
including poverty, hunger, climate change, land degradation and 
desertification, rapid urbanization, lack of adequate water supplies and 
energy supply and HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis and other endemic 
diseases. We commend African countries for their leadership in 
addressing those challenges and charting the way forward for the region 
in the context of the African Union as well as through national and 
subregional development plans and strategies. 

 24. We stress that climate change has serious implications for 
sustainable development. We express concern that Africa faces high 
risks from the negative effects of climate change, although it emits the 
least amount of greenhouse gases. We acknowledge that the global 
nature of climate change calls for the widest possible cooperation by all 
countries and their participation in an effective and appropriate 
international response, in accordance with their common but 
differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities and their social 
and economic conditions. We reaffirm our support for the United 
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change,7 and welcome the 
decisions adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the Convention at 
its thirteenth session, held in Bali from 3 to 15 December 2007,8 

 
7 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1771, No. 30822. 
8 FCCC/CP/2007/6/Add.1. 
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including the Bali Action Plan.9 We remain deeply concerned that all 
countries, in particular developing countries, including least developed 
countries, small island developing States and African countries, face 
increased risks from the negative effects of climate change, and stress 
the need to urgently address adaptation needs relating to such effects. In 
this context, we underline in particular the need for new and additional 
financial resources. 

 25. We are concerned about the consequences of the global food 
crisis on the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals, and in 
this regard we acknowledge the African Union’s declaration on 
responding to the challenges of high fuel prices and agricultural 
development. We call for an integrated response by African countries 
and the international community, working in partnership to support 
integrated and sustainable agriculture and rural development 
approaches, and stress the importance of food security and 
strengthening the agricultural sector, as set out in, inter alia, the 
Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Programme of the 
New Partnership for Africa’s Development. We call upon all donors and 
the United Nations system to increase their assistance to Africa, in 
particular to least developed countries and those that are most 
negatively affected by high food prices.  

 26. We welcome Africa’s commitment to the Africa Water Vision 
2025, the Sirte declaration on agriculture and water in Africa10 and the 
Sharm el-Sheikh Commitments for Accelerating the Achievement of 
Water and Sanitation Goals in Africa.11 

 27. We recognize the challenges of inadequate infrastructure and 
industrialization in Africa and the need to substantively increase 
investment in all forms of infrastructure in accordance with the New 
Partnership for Africa’s Development. We recognize the contribution 
that private capital can make towards the development of infrastructure. 

 28. We recognize the urgent need for large-scale investments in 
energy infrastructure, as outlined in the New Partnership for Africa’s 
Development, and are committed to promoting renewable sources of 
energy, clean energy, energy efficiency and conservation.  

 29. We reaffirm the universal commitment to promoting gender 
equality and the empowerment of women, recognizing that they are key 
actors in development.  

 
9 Ibid., decision 1/CP.13. 
10 Sirte Declaration on the Challenges of Implementing Integrated and Sustainable Development on 
Agriculture and Water in Africa (African Union, document Ex/Assembly/AU/Decl.1 (II).  Available from 
www.africa-union.org). 
11 African Union, document Assembly/AU/Dec. (XI).  Available from www.africa-union.org. 
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 30. We resolve to increase our efforts to reduce maternal and child 
mortality, and reaffirm the commitment to achieve universal access to 
reproductive health by 2015.  

 31. We note with concern that violence against women and 
children everywhere continues and often increases, and resolve to 
ensure the strict universal adherence to international norms regarding 
violence against women and girls. 

 32. We express our grave concern at the negative effects on 
development, peace, security and human rights posed by transnational 
crime, including the smuggling of and trafficking in human beings.  

 33. We commit ourselves to safeguarding the principle of refugee 
protection and to upholding our responsibility in resolving the plight of 
refugees, including through support of efforts aimed at addressing the 
causes of refugee movement, bringing about the safe and sustainable 
return of those populations.  

 34. We recognize the Guiding Principles on Internal 
Displacement12 as an important international framework for the 
protection of internally displaced persons, and welcome the fact that an 
increasing number of States, United Nations agencies and regional and 
non-governmental organizations are applying them as a standard, and 
encourage all relevant actors to make use of the Guiding Principles 
when dealing with situations of internal displacement. 

 35. We recognize that HIV/AIDS, malaria, tuberculosis and other 
infectious diseases pose severe risks for the entire world and serious 
challenges to the achievement of development goals. In this regard, we 
welcome the commitment by African Governments and regional 
institutions to scale up their own responses in order to curb the 
devastating effects of those pandemics.  
 
We reaffirm our commitment to pursuing all necessary efforts to scale 
up support for nationally driven, sustainable and comprehensive 
responses in Africa to achieve broad multisectoral coverage for 
prevention, treatment, care and support, with the full and active 
participation of people living with HIV, vulnerable groups, most 
affected communities, civil society and the private sector, towards the 
goal of universal access to comprehensive prevention programmes, 
treatment, care and support by 2010, in line with the 2006 Political 
Declaration on HIV/AIDS.13 

 36. We renew our resolve to fulfil our commitments towards 
providing quality basic education and promoting literacy, using the full 

 
12 E/CN.4/1998/53/Add.2, annex. 
13 Resolution 60/262, annex. 
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range of bilateral and multilateral instruments, including continued 
efforts to mobilize resources to meet the education needs of African 
countries. We emphasize the importance of expanded primary, 
secondary and higher education as well as vocational education and 
technical training, especially for girls and women.  

 37. We recognize that the way forward for meeting Africa’s 
development needs requires taking coordinated, balanced and integrated 
actions at all levels for the full and timely achievement of the 
Millennium Development Goals and comprehensively addressing all 
challenges to Africa’s development. In this regard, we welcome the 
Secretary-General’s initiative to hold a high-level event on the 
Millennium Development Goals on 25 September 2008.  

 38. This political declaration is adopted on 22 September 2008 on 
the occasion of the high-level meeting on “Africa’s development needs: 
state of implementation of various commitments, challenges and the 
way forward”. It seeks to reaffirm the commitment of all States to 
addressing the development needs on the African continent. In adopting 
this political declaration, Member States reaffirm their belief in a 
prosperous future for Africa in which core human values of dignity and 
peace are fully enshrined. In this context, Member States further 
confirm their adherence to the spirit of cooperation that defines the 
United Nations system and that is based on a partnership among equals. 

 39. The high-level meeting has reviewed the implementation of 
all commitments made to and by Africa in order to comprehensively 
address the special development needs of the continent.  
 
All commitments to and by Africa should be effectively implemented 
and given appropriate follow-up by the international community and 
by Africa itself.  
 
We underscore the urgency of finding solutions to Africa’s major 
challenges. In this regard, we request the Secretary-General to submit 
to the General Assembly at its sixty-fourth session a comprehensive 
report, with recommendations, on “Africa’s development needs: state 
of implementation of various commitments, challenges and the way 
forward” with a view to the formulation, by the sixty-fifth session of 
the Assembly, of a mechanism to review the full and timely 
implementation of all commitments related to Africa’s development, 
building on existing mechanisms, to ensure that Member States remain 
seized of the issue of addressing Africa’s special development needs. 

 

4th plenary meeting 
22 September 2008 
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Political declaration on Africa’s development needs  
General Assembly resolution 63/1 
22 September 2008 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N08/470/85/PDF/N0847085.pdf?OpenElement 
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"High-Level Meeting on Africa’s Development Provides Opportunity 

To Strengthen Commitment to ‘Change Course of History’, Secretary-General Says 

... 
 
Notably, the declaration (document A/63/L.1) contained no new pledges, but aimed to reinvigorate 
existing commitments, such as those made in the  
 
Millennium Declaration, genesis [misleading] of the Millennium Development Goals to dramatically 
slash hunger and poverty numbers worldwide by 2015;  
 
the 2002 Monterrey Consensus on development financing; and  
 
the 2002 Johannesburg Declaration on sustainable development.  ... 

 
 
Background 

The guiding document for the General Assembly’s high-level meeting on development in Africa was 
the Secretary-General’s report on “Africa’s development needs:  state of implementation of various 
commitments, challenges and the way forward” (document A/63/130), which takes stock of those 
needs and identifies actions that, if carried out, would ensure that the continent’s development 
imperatives are addressed as it moves towards the Millennium Development Goals, as well as other 
internationally agreed development goals. 

... 
 
The Assembly also had before it the June 2008 report of the MDG Africa Steering Group Achieving 
the Millennium Development Goals in Africa.   
 
Chaired by the Secretary-General, the Steering Group brings together leaders of multilateral 
development organizations to identify practical steps for attaining the Millennium Development Goals 
and other globally agreed development goals.  

... 
 
Statement by General Assembly President 

Opening the high-level meeting, MIGUEL D’ESCOTO BROCKMANN ( Nicaragua) said he was 
pleased that the world body was beginning its collective work with such an urgent issue.   
 
Throughout history, Africa had endured sacrifice, plunder, slaughter and near-oblivion, he said, 
recalling that in September 2000, Member States had made a collective commitment to “their African 
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sisters and brothers”.  
 
 Almost a decade later, it was time to assess progress made towards goals set in the Millennium 
Declaration." 

WORLD LEADERS PLEDGE TO REINVIGORATE ‘GLOBAL PARTNERSHIP OF EQUALS’ TO 
END POVERTY, HUNGER, UNDERDEVELOPMENT IN AFRICA  
Meetings Coverage and Press Releases 
22 September 2008 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2008/ga10748.doc.htm 
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"On September 25, 2008, Chinese Premier Wen Jiabao delivered a keynote speech at the U. N. High-
Level Meeting on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) at the United Nations headquarters in 
New York. ...  
 
Wen said that China has honored its commitments to the Millennium Declaration" 
  
[Wen's statement is clearly misleading.  See note below.] 
 
  
"and done what it can to help some least developed countries. 

Meanwhile, the premier pointed out, about one billion people in the world still live below the poverty 
line. To attain the goals of the Millennium Declaration globally remains a long and uphill journey... 
 
...It is important to improve the working mechanisms for the development goals in the Millennium 
Declaration." 

Wen Jiabao 
Chinese Premier 
Keynote Speech at U.N. High-Level Meeting on MDGs 
25 September 2008 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/wjdt_665385/zyjh_665391/t515546.shtml 

 
 
 
MB: For one thing - 
 
At the end of the Millennium Summit, the co-chair from Namibia asked the new President of  
the General Assembly to  
 
"pay particular attention to paragraph 31." 
 
It was relatively easy and cheap to put into practice:   
 
"We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in  
implementing the provisions of this Declaration..." 
 
 
As a member of that Assembly, China - like other states - failed to honour the request it made to itself. 
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......................................... 
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By 2010:  Halve malaria deaths from 2000 levels.  By 2015:  Near zero malaria deaths. "Leaders 

at UN launch campaign to virtually eliminate malaria deaths by 2015" (2008) 

 

 

 

 

 
25 September 2008 – Government, business and civil society leaders gathered at the United Nations 
today to launch a global campaign to reduce malaria deaths, currently at more than 1 million each 
year, to near zero by 2015, with an initial commitment of nearly a $3 billion. 

The Global Malaria Action Plan (GMAP) aims to cuts deaths and illness by 2010 to half their 2000 
levels by scaling up access to insecticide-treated bed nets, indoor spraying and treatment, and 
achieve the near-zero goal through sustained universal coverage. Ultimately it seeks to eradicate the 
disease completely with new tools and strategies.  

... 
 
Leaders present with Mr.Ban included, UN World Health Organization (WHO) Director-General 
Margaret Chan, British Prime Minister Gordon Brown, Rwandan President Paul Kagame, Tanzanian 
President Jakaya Kikwete, Bill Gates, co-chair of the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, News 
Corporation president Peter Chernin and U2 lead singer Bono. 

“To halt and reverse the incidence of malaria is not only a specific Millennium Development Goal 
(MDG),” Mr. Ban’s Special Envoy for Malaria Ray Chambers said, referring to the targets set by the 
UN Millennium Summit of 2000 which aim to slash poverty, hunger, preventable illness and a host of 
other socio-economic ills by 2015." 

25 September 2008 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=28260&Cr=malaria&Cr1= 
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"SECRETARY-GENERAL ADDS HIS NAME TO OXFAM’S GLOBAL CALL TO ACTION AGAINST 
POVERTY, EXPRESSES DETERMINATION TO HOLD LEADERS ACCOUNTABLE TO 
MILLENNIUM PROMISES 

25 September 2008 

Secretary-General 

SG/SM/11822  
DEV/2688  

 

Department of Public Information • News and Media Division • New York 

 
SECRETARY-GENERAL ADDS HIS NAME TO OXFAM’S GLOBAL CALL TO ACTION AGAINST 
POVERTY,  

EXPRESSES DETERMINATION TO HOLD LEADERS ACCOUNTABLE TO MILLENNIUM 
PROMISES 

 

Following are UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon’s remarks for the Oxfam Global Call to Action 
against Poverty, today, in New York: 

Good morning, everyone.  I am proud to have added my name to this pledge wall, a powerful symbol 
in our mobilization to make poverty history. 

In this way, the Global Call to Action against Poverty is holding Governments to the promises they 
made in the year 2000."  
 
SECRETARY-GENERAL ADDS HIS NAME TO OXFAM’S GLOBAL CALL TO ACTION 
AGAINST POVERTY, EXPRESSES DETERMINATION TO HOLD LEADERS ACCOUNTABLE 
TO MILLENNIUM PROMISES 
25 September 2008 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2008/sgsm11822.doc.htm   
 
 

................................. 
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"MIGUEL D’ESCOTO BROCKMANN ( Nicaragua), President of the General Assembly, described 
today’s event as an opportunity to focus, in a spirit of unity and brotherhood, on the great challenge 
of eradicating poverty and hunger.  Essential to that goal was a significant increase in international 
assistance for the world’s poorest, which now amounted to only one tenth of military budgets.  The 
cost of the war in Iraq alone could have paid for the primary schooling of all those children in the 
world now deprived of it. 

Unfair trade practices had also delayed development, and the inequitable distribution of purchasing 
power between and within countries had generated world hunger, he said, adding that it was 
exacerbated by the thirst for biofuels.  “Faced with today’s world food crisis, we must speak out on 
behalf of our brothers and sisters and say ‘This is not right.’  It is not just to keep in place 
agricultural and energy policies that give rise to these kinds of distortions.  Now is the time to help 
the poorest countries to boost their food production capacity.” 

Unfortunately, food production had been monopolized by a handful of multinational corporations, 
and hedge funds controlled 60 per cent of the supply of wheat and other basic grains, he 
said.  Neoliberal economic policies had affected access to all of life’s basic necessities, including 
food, water and fuel.  For those reasons, global inequality remained exactly the same as it had been 
in 2000, and may even have deteriorated.  The current credit crisis presented another threat, and 
must not be used as a pretext for failing to honour the commitments undertaken in Monterrey and 
elsewhere. 

Inviting all participants in today’s activities to share their successful experiences with effective, 
sustainable practices that would benefit the poorest of the poor, he said that only through deep 
reflection and clear, courageous political decisions would the world be able to address structural 
problems and achieve the Millennium Development Goals [!] agreed in 2000."  
 
AT CONCLUSION OF HIGH-LEVEL EVENT ON MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS, 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY PRESIDENT BACKS SECRETARY-GENERAL’S PROPOSAL FOR 
REVIEW MEETING  
http://www.un.org:80/press/en/2008/ga10752.doc.htm 
 
 
 
........... 
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"Asked if corruption and lack of accountability could affect the commitments made today, Mr. Gates 
said corruption could be a big factor that made some people cynical.  Fortunately, while it remained 
a problem, properly designed programmes and outside monitoring would ensure that the “bar had 
been raised”.   The Gates Foundation was working to avoid corruption, and all aid agencies were 
now more vigilant against it.  The effectiveness of aid dollars was now greater than “when we were 
more naïve about those issues”."  
 
PRESS CONFERENCE BY SECRETARY-GENERAL, PRIME MINISTER OF UNITED 
KINGDOM, CHAIR OF GATES FOUNDATION ON MILLENNIUM GOALS HIGH-LEVEL 
EVENT 
25 September 2008 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2008/080925_MDG_Event.doc.htm 

 
 

............................... 

 

 

"With your support we may have a full coverage of malaria interventions by 2010, and then virtually 
end death from the disease by 2015.  That is a target.  When I attended the Group of Eight (G-8) 
summit meeting last July, with the strong help of G-8 leaders -- Prime Minister Gordon Brown is 
sitting here -- I told the leaders that I need 120 million bednets, insecticide-treated bednets.  Then the 
G-8 leaders immediately committed 100 million bednets.  Then, later, I jokingly said the remaining 20 
million [bednets] will be the homework and the task of Mr. Ray Chambers.  He will take care of the 
20 million [bednets]."  
 
Ban Ki-moon 
SECRETARY-GENERAL, ADDRESSING MALARIA SUMMIT, HAILS APPROACH TO 
DISEASE AS MODEL FOR CAMPAIGNS TO DEFEAT OTHER INTERNATIONAL ILLS | 
Meetings Coverage and Press Releases 
25 September 2008 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2008/sgsm11823.doc.htm  
 
 

.............................. 
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Tony Blair:  
 
"the eight Millennium Development Goals set in 2000 by the international community. One of the 
goals is the eradication of deaths from malaria....people of faith"  
 
[Perhaps too much faith?] 
 
"have signed petitions, marched and argued for action. As the former British prime minister, I can 
bear witness to the efficacy of their campaign." 

Tony Blair: How People of Faith Help Fight Malaria 
Newsweek 
26 September 2008 
http://www.newsweek.com/tony-blair-how-people-faith-help-fight-malaria-89259 

 

 
 

"The General Assembly, 
 
Reaffirming the commitments made by the international community in the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration, in particular its goal to  
create an environment conducive to development and the elimination of poverty" 

United Nations General Assembly Resolution 63/23 
17 November 2008  
http://www.genevadeclaration.org/fileadmin/docs/UNGA-Resolution-AVD-2008-final-english.pdf  

  
 

Question: How is it "conducive to development and the elimination of poverty" to persistently 
understate the commitments, and present statistics as what they are not:  
 
- such as types of water supply known not to be safe as "safe"  
 
and spending numbers as "poverty" when no account of needs is taken?   
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Follow-up International Conference on Financing for Development to Review the 
Implementation of the Monterrey Consensus 
 
Doha, Qatar 
2 December 2008 
 
 
MB: Readers may wish to bear in mind that at Monterrey in 2002 a large number of national leaders 
formally agreed:  
 
"We shall support …a global information campaign on the internationally agreed development goals 
and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
 
.................... 
 
 
 
"Reaffirming the goals and commitments of the Monterrey Consensus 

 
1 . We, Heads of State and Government and High Representatives, gathered in Doha, Qatar, from 29 
November to 2 December 2008, almost seven years after the landmark International Conference on 
Financing for Development, held in Monterrey, Mexico, reiterate our resolve to take concrete action 
to implement the Monterrey Consensus... 
 
We once again commit ourselves to eradicate poverty, achieve sustained economic growth and 
promote sustainable development as we advance to a fully inclusive and equitable global economic 
system.  

 
2. We reaffirm the Monterrey Consensus in its entirety... 
 
 
40. ... we recall our commitments to the internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals, and call for the international community to redouble its efforts to 
facilitate the achievement of these goals" 

 
The final text of agreements and commitments adopted at the Follow-up International Conference on 
Financing for Development to Review the Implementation of the Monterrey Consensus 
Doha, Qatar 
2 December 2008 
www.un.org/esa/ffd/doha/documents/Doha_Declaration_FFD.pdf  
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[I do not know what the heads of state and government meant by "internationally agreed development 
goals, including the Millennium Development Goals".   The US said in 2002-6 that it had not agreed 
the MDG structure, and although George W. Bush at the 2005 summit seemed to say he had, the US 
subsequently claimed the outcome document for that summit meant the goals of the Millennium 
Declaration.   What resolution were heads of state and government here referring to in saying their 
countries did agree it?]    
 
 

 
"In adopting the Millennium Declaration in 2000, the global community through the United Nations 
committed itself to setting and meeting a series of basic overarching goals to improve the lives of all 
of humanity known as the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 
 
[!] 
 
 The original target for reaching these defining goals was 2015 " 

The Office of Tony Blair 
5 December 2008 
http://www.tonyblairoffice.org/news/entry/tony-blair-and-belinda-stronach-join-together-to-support-
faiths-act-fellows/ 

 

 
 
 

"In 2000, the United Nations declared an intention to reach eight Millennium Development Goals 
(MDG’s) [!] - each with one or more targets - by 2015… the 1990 baseline [!] for a program that 
began in 2000." 
 
Freakonomics 
New York Times 
2008 
http://freakonomics.blogs.nytimes.com/2008/09/09/the-economics-of-clean-water-a-guest-post/ 
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"One of the centerpieces of foreign aid efforts in the new millennium has been the effort to attain 
seven millennium development goals (MDGs) for developing countries by the year 2015, representing 
progress on a range of economic and social indicators.  These goals were first agreed at a summit of 
virtually all world leaders at the UN in 2000" 

[!] 

William Easterly 
2008 
dri.fas.nyu.edu/docs/IO/13016/UnfairtoAfrica.pdf  

 

 
 

 

"The Monterrey Consensus adopted at the UN Conference on Financing for Development in 2002 set 
the policy framework for financing the Millennium Development Goals which had been agreed in 
2000." 

 

Department for International Development  
Written evidence to the International Development Committee 
December 2008 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200809/cmselect/cmintdev/memo/pressure/ucfd0402.ht
m 

 

 

 

 

"The  year  2007  marked  the  midway  point  in  efforts  to  achieve  the  UN’s  Millennium 
Development  Goals  –  eight  internationally  agreed  targets  set  out  in  the  UN’s Millennium 
Declaration,  ranging  from  halving  extreme  poverty  to  halting  the  spread  of  HIV/AIDS  by 
2015. 

Having  signed  up  to  these  goals  in  the  year  2000,  the  UK  government..." 

The IFS Green Budget 2008  
Institute for Fiscal Studies  
http://www.ifs.org.uk/budgets/gb2008/gb2008.pdf  



1136 

 
 
 

 
 
"President Obama has made clear that alleviating hunger worldwide is a top priority of this 
Administration.  
 
As he said on the first day of his Presidency, “to the people of poor nations, we pledge to work 
alongside you to make your farms flourish and let clean waters flow; to nourish starved bodies and 
feed hungry minds.”  

[By misleading them on hunger pledges?] 
 
We are committed to building a new partnership among donor states, developing nations, UN 
agencies, NGO’s, the private sector and others to better coordinate policies to achieve the 
Millennium Development Goals agreed to in 2000." 

Food Security for All 
Hillary Rodham Clinton  
Secretary of State  
Remarks to participants at High Level Meeting on Food Security for All 
Washington, DC 
http://video.state.gov/en/video/9143975001  
January 26, 2009 
https://2009-2017.state.gov/secretary/20092013clinton/rm/2009a/01/115585.htm  

 

 

 
 
 

"Over two decades the [World] bank has also failed to correct its own poverty estimates reliably for 
inflation." 

Peter Townsend 
The Guardian 
19 February 2009 
theguardian.com/commentisfree/2009/feb/19/world-bank-reform-recession  
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Andrew Fischer: 
 
 
"It is very difficult to know the impact of the MDG paradigm on poverty reduction.  
 
On one hand, international and even national measurements of poverty are ambiguous,  
arbitrary and contested, even in the best of cases such as China and India.  
 
Despite the façade of precise estimates, we do not really know what has been happening to global  
poverty all things considered, particularly when measured against rising costs for education and 
health care, which are mostly not factored into poverty measures for technical reasons.  
 
On the other hand, the mechanisms by which the MDG paradigm might have effected poverty 
reduction are not at all clear.  
 
The recent literature on the impact of aid on growth offers little useful insight given that it largely 
ignores the major global structural processes that condition the impact of aid flows, such as those 
reflected by global balance of payments asymmetries.  
 
Moreover, the emphasis in the MDGs on absolute measures and the implicit bias towards targeting 
quite possibly undermine poverty reduction in many contexts, particularly if poverty is primarily 
considered as an outcome of dynamic processes of social stratification and subordination.   
 
This paper argues that the MDGs should be replaced by a re-politicisation of the mainstream 
development agenda, together with a genuine revival of emphasis on universalistic modes of social 
policy as viable policy options for dealing simultaneously with poverty and inequality. Serious 
consideration of the erosion of decent employment." 
 
 
"At the outset, the impact of the MDG paradigm on poverty reduction, here defined as 
income poverty as per Goal One of the MDGs, is very difficult to assess because poverty 
reduction itself is very difficult to measure.  
 
The international estimates provided by the World Bank are highly contested even though they are 
the main data relied upon by the leading international organisations spearheading the promotion of 
the MDGs.  
 
This received much attention through the debate between Pogge and Reddy (2002; 2005;2006) and 
Ravallion  (2002; 2003), which was further articulated by Wade (2004) among 
others.  
 
Much of the contention relates to the way that the purchasing-power-parity (PPP) 
poverty line has been calculated and standardised. Together with other considerations,  
Pogge and Reddy (2005) conclude that the World Banks estimates of the magnitude, distribution or 
trend of global income poverty are neither meaningful nor reliable. 
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This is just one example of the contention underlying the façade of precision in the field of poverty 
studies.  
 
Given the wide variety of fairly arbitrary assumptions and choices that are required in order to first 
choose a line and then to apply this line to presumably-accurate survey data in ways that are broadly 
consistent, accurate and comparable across time and regions, it is no surprise nor exaggeration that 
poverty estimates themselves are quite arbitrary, even before considering World Bank PPP 
adjustments.  
 
Saith (2005) eloquently synthesises the perils, although practitioners of poverty measurement have 
acknowledged the pitfalls for decades.  
 
Indeed, in the opening pages of his poverty measurement manual, Ravallion (1992: 2-3) admits that 
poverty lines are arbitrary, albeit he argues that even arbitrarily-chosen lines nonetheless allow for 
comparison and evaluation so long as they can be accurately adjusted over time.  
 
However, the issue of adjustment leads to the classic quandary that we simply do not know whether 
poverty trends over time reflect actual changes or else errors of adjustment.  
 
The quandary is all the more problematic given that the incomes of populations in poor countries tend 
to be densely clustered around a typical line, resulting in an extreme sensitivity of poverty estimates to 
small adjustment to the line, whether or not these are accurate.  
 
For example, Székely et al (2000) apply sensitivity analysis to household survey data from 17 Latin 
American countries in the 1990s. By varying the poverty line parameters within reasonable 
boundaries, they estimated poverty rates as lying anywhere from 12.7 percent to 65.8 percent of the 
total population. Moreover, the ranking of countries with respect to poverty rates was also highly 
sensitive to their exercise.  
 
Hussain (2003) demonstrates a similar point with respect to urban poverty in China regarding both 
sensitivity and rank orderings across Chinese provinces. Helwege and Birch (2007: 6) note that, 
ironically, "the institutions that generate poverty data are well aware of how methodological choices 
affect poverty estimates. They simply have not established standardized approaches to measuring 
poverty.‟ 
 
Moreover, poverty trends can differ depending on where or how a line is drawn. 
 
For instance, poverty was decreasing in China from 1998 to 2000 according to the 
unreasonably-low official poverty line (i.e. the one often cited in World Bank 
publications in the early 2000s), but it was rising according to the more reasonable 
absolute poverty line calculated by the Chinese National Bureau of Statistics (Hussain 
2001, cited in Fischer 2005: 96-99).  
 
Similarly, based on their efforts to correct inconsistencies in Indian survey data from 1999-2000, 
Himanshu and Sen (2004a; 2004b) conclude that there had been little poverty reduction in India in 
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the 1990s, contrary to the dominant consensus.  
 
Deaton and Kozel (2005: 117) contend that such claims are „frankly political‟ and that there is good 
evidence that poverty fell. However, further findings presented by Himanshu (2007), based on new 
data from 2004-2005, confirmed his earlier results for the 1990s. Likewise, in their assessment of 
alternative poverty estimates from the World Bank and the United Nations for Latin America, 
Helwege and Birch (2007) advise caution in interpreting trends from any of these data.  
 
Our ability to track poverty trends over time is critically based on our presumption 
that we can accurately measure all of the changing cost factors faced by poor households 
together with their changing patterns of livelihood and consumption, in contexts of often 
rapid social and economic change.  
 
Notably, the World Bank recently revised upwards its estimates for global PPP poverty rates, 
including an upward adjustment of about 40 percent for China. This was based on new and improved 
cost of living data from 2005, which revealed a substantially higher cost of living for the poor in 
developing countries than was previously estimated from older data.  
 
However, Chen and Ravallion (2008) stress that, although poorer than previously thought, the world 
was no less successful in poverty reduction. They reach this conclusion simply by deflating the new 
PPP poverty lines by the official consumer price indices of each country back to 1981 (ibid: 14-15).  
 
In other words, the fact that the resultant trends were the same as before is merely an 
artefact of their assumption that the source of error was the same in 1981 as it was 2005. 
 
In so doing, they completely sidestep the question of whether the poor faced greater cost 
of living increases than suggested by the general consumer prices indices, which is quite 
possible given the notable increases in inequality in many countries over the same 
period. 1 

 
Thus, while Chen and Ravallion provide a politically-convenient narrative, many 
intractable problems remain lost in past surveys.  
 
Perhaps the most fundamental Achilles Heel of the income poverty approach is 
that education and health costs are mostly not included into the calculation of poverty 
lines.  
 
The exclusion is for technical reasons, given that they constitute large and highly 
irregular expenditure items across households and across time. However, they are 
included in the expenditures of surveyed households.  
 
This renders the comparison of poverty rates very difficult even across households, let alone across 
regions with different provisioning systems or else across time when the costing and supply of 
education or health care changes.  
 
Notably, increasing costs of education or health care, or else increasing school enrolments in 
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schools that charge fees, would be invisible to most conventional poverty measures even though they 
effectively raise the poverty line for a large proportion of households, leading to an important source 
of underestimation of poverty rates in such contexts.  
 
This weakness is recognised in some of the literature, but it is also generally sidestepped in the same 
literature (e.g. see Ravallion  1992: 12, 28).  
 
The innovative work by van Doorslaer et al (2005) is one exception in this regard. 
 
Merely by deducting catastrophic out-of-pocket payments for health care from the 
expenditures of households surveyed in eleven low and middle-income countries in Asia 
(most surveys taken around 2000), they show that poverty rates across Asia increased 
from 19.3 percent to 22 percent, or an increase of 78 million people.  
 
Notably, this does not take into account the repressed expenditure of poor people who would have 
otherwise spent more on necessary health care were it not for lack of funds, which is a problem that 
the authors consider but cannot measure.  
 
As insightful as this work is, it is nonetheless based on insights from single surveys taken at one 
particular point in time. The results therefore offer no indication on how these considerations might 
alter our perception of trends over time, particularly in cases where education and health care costs 
have gone through substantial increase.  
 
For instance, falling income poverty rates in China since the beginning of the reform period do not 
factor into consideration the parallel shift from free to very expensive health care. 
 
More specifically, while general consumer prices in China remained more or less 
unchanged between 1997 and 2004, tuition fees and health care services were extremely 
inflationary, especially in some of the poorest western provinces such as Qinghai, where 
prices for health care services more than quadrupled (Fischer 2007: 128). By ignoring 
 
[1 See Günther and Grimm (2007) for a discussion of this point in the case of Burkina Faso.]  
 
such dramatically changing price structures (as do Chen and Ravallion 2008), we simply 
do not know to what degree the appearance of improving poverty rates simply represents 
increasing relative prices for these essential services not included in the poverty line.  
 
It is in this sense that the exclusive focus on conventional absolute income poverty measures in Goal 
One of the MDGs can be said to be biased against universalistic modes of social policy.  
 
A movement towards free education or health care financed through progressive taxation would not 
necessarily appear as decreasing income poverty even though it would lower the effective poverty 
line for households previously paying user fees.  
 
Similarly, it is difficult to calibrate poverty rates in any meaningful way across countries with very 
different provisioning systems, such as between Cuba with its free health care and education, and 
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Vietnam, which had the greatest reliance on out-of-pocket payments among the Asian cases studied by 
van Doorslaer et al (2005).  
 
Indeed, in the latter case, much of the appearance of rising incomes might actually signify 
deteriorating social wealth." 
 
Towards Genuine Universalism 
Andrew Fischer 
After 2015 Policy Forum, Brussels  
Towards Genuine Universalism within Contemporary Development Policy.  
Research Paper prepared for:  
High Level Policy Forum - After 2015: Promoting Pro-poor Policy after the MDGs   
23 June 2009, Residence Palace, Brussels, Belgium  
A version appeared in: I D S Bulletin, 41(1), 36–44 (2010). 
https://repub.eur.nl/pub/17873/Fischer%20Brussels%20Backgrnd%20Paper%2006-2009.pdf 
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"Source E: UN Millennium Development Goals 
 
In 2000, the United Nations agreed to achieve eight [!] development goals by 2015: 
 
End [!] extreme poverty and hunger ..." 

 

AQA 
Sources booklet for specimen paper 
Humanities GCSE 
For first teaching 2009 
http://www.longhill.org.uk/resources/Humanities/Past%20Exam%20Papers/Specimen%20Papers/Pap
er%202/AQA-40702-W-SB.PDF 
 
 
MB:  In addition to the confusion of the agreement of 2000 with the eight "MDGs", and the strange 
idea that the aim was to "end" extreme poverty and hunger by 2015, compare the head of UN 
Development Programme Mark Malloch Brown's statement of 19 March 2001 about goals agreed in 
2000: "we think there are 10". 
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"The Millennium Development Goals, to be achieved by 2015, were contained in the Millennium 

Declaration [!] of September 2000.  They represent the world's main development challenges." 
 
University of Cambridge International Examinations 
International General Certificate of Secondary Education 
Development Studies question paper 
2009 
http://theallpapers.com/papers/CIE/IGCSE/Development%20Studies%20(0453)/0453_w09_qp_2.pdf  
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"We, parliamentarians from across the globe... call for our governments to recommit to the 
Millennium Declaration....as a priority on the political agenda ... 
 
We, Parliamentarians, have the mandate to monitor government action and hold our government to 
account for promises made – including at international conferences. We believe a promise is a 
promise, and a promise to the world’s poor should not be taken lightly" 

Interparliamentary seminar 
Final Declaration 
MDGs Parliamentary Sub-Committee of the Italian Chamber of Deputies Foreign Affairs Committee  
UN Millennium Campaign  
The Role of National Parliaments in Achieving the Millennium Development Goals  
2 July 2009  
http://leg16.camera.it/543?shadow_mostra_allegato=22953  
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Conference on financial crisis reaffirms the wider, more ambitious UN goals "including" the 

"Millennium Development Goals" (2009) 

 

 

 

 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 9 July 2009 

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/63/L.75)] 

63/303. Outcome of the Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its 

Impact on Development 

 

 The General Assembly, 

 Noting the Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and 
Its Impact on Development, held in New York from 24 to 30 June 2009, and 
the adoption by the Conference of the outcome document, 

 Decides to endorse the Outcome of the Conference on the World 
Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on Development, annexed to 
the present resolution. 

 
95th plenary meeting 

9 July 2009 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Annex 

Outcome of the Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on 

Development 

 
 
 We, Heads of State and Government and High Representatives, met in 
New York from 24 to 30 June 2009 for the Conference on the World 
Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on Development. 

 

... 
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3.  ... The economic and social progress achieved during recent years, in 
particular on internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals, is now being threatened in developing 
countries, particularly least developed countries. This progress, partially 
underpinned by a period of high economic growth in many countries, needs 
to be secured and enhanced in the face of threats posed by the crisis.  
 
... 
 

4. Although the financial and economic crisis has affected all countries, it 
is important to take into account the varying impacts and challenges of the 
crisis on the different categories of developing countries. The crisis is 
further endangering the achievement of their national development 
objectives, as well as the internationally agreed development goals, 
including the Millennium Development Goals. ... 
Our collective responses to this crisis must be made with sensitivity to the 
specific needs of these different categories of developing countries, which 
include trade and market access, access to adequate financing and 
concessionary financing, capacity-building, strengthened support for 
sustainable development, financial and technical assistance, debt 
sustainability, trade facilitation measures, infrastructure development, peace 
and security, the Millennium Development Goals, and our previous 
international development commitments. 

 
... 
 
 
6. This Conference represents a milestone in an ongoing and concerted 
engagement by all States Members of the United Nations to address the 
crisis and its impact on development. Today, we have set forth our 
global consensus on the responses to this crisis, prioritized required 
actions and defined a clear role for the United Nations. We are doing so 
in the interest of all nations in order to achieve a more inclusive, 
equitable, balanced, development-oriented and sustainable economic 
development to help overcome poverty and inequality. 
 
 
 

Present state of the world economy 

 
7. This crisis is connected to multiple, interrelated global crises and 
challenges, such as increased food insecurity, volatile energy and 
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commodity prices and climate change, as well as the lack of results so far in 
the multilateral trade negotiations and a loss of confidence in the 
international economic system. The global economic downturn is deeper 
than many early estimates, and the recovery is predicted to be gradual and 
varied. While some countries still experience positive, though much slower 
growth, the latest estimate of the United Nations indicates that world gross 
product will fall by 2.6 per cent in 2009, the first such decline since the 
Second World War. The crisis threatens to have calamitous human and 
development consequences. Millions of people all over the world are losing 
their jobs, their income, their savings and their homes. The World Bank 
estimates that more than 50 million people have already been driven into 
extreme poverty, particularly women and children. The Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations projects that the crisis will 
contribute to the number of hungry and undernourished people worldwide 
rising to a historic high of over one billion. 
 
 
 

 
Impacts of the crisis 

8. The crisis has produced or exacerbated serious, wide-ranging yet 
differentiated impacts across the globe. Since the crisis began, many States 
have reported negative impacts, which vary by country, region, level of 
development and severity, including the following: 

 • Rapid increases in unemployment, poverty and hunger 

 • Deceleration of growth, economic contraction 

 • Negative effects on trade balances and balance of payments 

 • Dwindling levels of foreign direct investment 

 • Large and volatile movements in exchange rates 

 • Growing budget deficits, falling tax revenues and reduction of fiscal 
space 

 • Contraction of world trade 

 • Increased volatility and falling prices for primary commodities 

 • Declining remittances to developing countries 

 • Sharply reduced revenues from tourism 

 • Massive reversal of private capital inflows 

 • Reduced access to credit and trade financing 

 • Reduced public confidence in financial institutions 
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 • Reduced ability to maintain social safety nets and provide other 
social services, such as health and education 

 • Increased infant and maternal mortality 

 • Collapse of housing markets. 
 
 

 
Causes of the crisis 

9. The drivers of the financial and economic crisis are complex and 
multifaceted. We recognize that many of the main causes of the crisis are 
linked to systemic fragilities and imbalances that contributed to the 
inadequate functioning of the global economy.  
 
Major underlying factors in the current situation included inconsistent and 
insufficiently coordinated macroeconomic policies and inadequate 
structural reforms, which led to unsustainable global macroeconomic 
outcomes.  
 
These factors were made acute by major failures in financial regulation, 
supervision and monitoring of the financial sector, and inadequate 
surveillance and early warning. These regulatory failures, compounded by 
over-reliance on market self-regulation, overall lack of transparency, 
financial integrity and irresponsible behaviour, have led to excessive risk-
taking, unsustainably high asset prices, irresponsible leveraging and high 
levels of consumption fuelled by easy credit and inflated asset prices.  
 
Financial regulators, policymakers and institutions failed to appreciate the 
full measure of risks in the financial system or address the extent of the 
growing economic vulnerabilities and their cross-border linkages. 
Insufficient emphasis on equitable human development has contributed to 
significant inequalities among countries and peoples. Other weaknesses of a 
systemic nature also contributed to the unfolding crisis, which has 
demonstrated the need for more effective government involvement to 
ensure an appropriate balance between the market and public interest. 
 
 

 
Response to the crisis 

10. We are all in this crisis together. While each country has primary 
responsibility for its own economic and social development, we will 
continue to work in solidarity on a vigorous, coordinated and 
comprehensive global response to the crisis in accordance with our 
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respective abilities and responsibilities. Developed countries and emerging 
markets have taken the lead in restoring global growth. An immediate 
priority has been to stabilize the financial markets and restore confidence in 
them and counter falling demand and the recession. Major actions have 
already been taken to maintain macroeconomic stability and strengthen the 
international financial system.  
 
At the same time, strong and urgent actions are needed to counter the 
impact of the crisis on the most vulnerable populations and help to restore 
strong growth and recover lost ground in their progress towards our 
internationally agreed development goals, including the Millennium 
Development Goals. Therefore, an adequate share of any additional 
resources – both short-term liquidity and long-term development financing 
– will need to be made available to developing countries, especially the 
least developed countries. Although this crisis continues to have a 
significant impact on the peoples of the world, we believe that it represents 
an important opportunity for meaningful change. Going forward, our 
response must focus on creating jobs, increasing prosperity, strengthening 
access to health and education, correcting imbalances, designing and 
implementing environmentally and socially sustainable development paths 
and having a strong gender perspective. It must also strengthen the 
foundation for a fair, inclusive and sustainable globalization supported by 
renewed multilateralism. We are confident that we will emerge from this 
crisis stronger and more vigorous and more united. 
 

 
The need for prompt and decisive action 

11. We commit to working in solidarity on a coordinated and comprehensive 
global response to the crisis and to undertaking actions aimed at, inter alia: 

 • Restoring confidence and economic growth, and creating full and 
productive employment and decent work for all 

 • Safeguarding economic, development and social gains 

 • Providing adequate support for developing countries to address the 
human and social impacts of the crisis, in order to safeguard and 
build upon hard-won economic and development gains to date, 
including the progress being achieved towards the implementation 
of the Millennium Development Goals 

 • Ensuring long-term debt sustainability of developing countries 

 • Seeking to provide sufficient development resources to developing 
countries without unwarranted conditionalities 

 • Rebuilding trust in the financial sector and restoring lending 
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 • Promoting and revitalizing open trade and investment and rejecting 
protectionism 

 • Fostering an inclusive, green and sustainable recovery, and 
providing continued support for sustainable development efforts by 
developing countries 

 • Strengthening the role of the United Nations development system 
in responding to the economic crisis and its impact on development 

 • Reforming and strengthening the international financial and 
economic system and architecture, as appropriate, to adapt to 
current challenges 

 • Fostering good governance at all levels, including in the 
international financial institutions and financial markets 

 • Addressing the human and social impacts of the crisis. 
 
 

 
 
Lines of action 

 
Make the stimulus work for all 

12. In attempting to combat the immediate impacts of the crisis, there have 
already been a number of responses at the national, regional and international 
levels. While acknowledging those efforts, we encourage greater cooperation 
and coordination among countries’ fiscal and economic actions. Support for 
development is an essential and integral part of the solution to the global 
crisis, inter alia, through actions aimed at enhancing sustained economic 
growth, poverty eradication and sustainable development. We encourage 
countries, while implementing national stimulus measures, to avoid 
protectionism in any form and possible adverse impacts on third countries, 
particularly developing countries. 

13. We encourage countries in a position to do so to utilize the room for 
fiscal stimulus that they possess, while also ensuring long-term fiscal 
sustainability. We also encourage individual countries to tailor their 
responses to their specific circumstances and use the available scope for 
domestic resource mobilization. 

14. While a number of developed and emerging market economies have 
implemented stimulus packages, the majority of the world’s developing 
countries lack fiscal space to implement countercyclical measures to combat 
the effects of the crisis and spur recovery. Many also face foreign-exchange 
shortages. In order to adequately respond to the crisis, developing countries 
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will need a larger share of any additional resources – both short-term 
liquidity and long-term development financing. We call for an examination 
of mechanisms to ensure that adequate resources are provided to developing 
countries, especially the least developed countries. We underscore that 
developing countries should not be unduly financially burdened by the crisis 
and its impacts. 

15. Developing countries facing an acute and severe shortage of foreign 
reserves because of the fallout of the crisis, which is negatively affecting their 
balance-of-payment situation, should not be denied the right to use legitimate 
trade defence measures in accordance with relevant provisions of the World 
Trade Organization (WTO), and, as a last resort, impose temporary capital 
restrictions and seek to negotiate agreements on temporary debt standstills 
between debtors and creditors, in order to help mitigate the adverse impacts 
of the crisis and stabilize macroeconomic developments. 

16. We acknowledge the G20 summit held in London on 2 April 2009, and 
recognize its commitment to make available an additional $1.1 trillion 
programme aimed at revitalizing the world economy. A major part of these 
funds will be available for use by emerging markets and developing 
countries. A limited share ($50 billion) of these resources was targeted 
specifically to low-income countries. We call upon the G20 to further 
consider addressing the financial needs of developing countries, especially 
low-income countries. We also call upon all G20 countries to follow through 
with their commitments and to monitor the implementation of them. While 
recognizing the decisions taken by the G20, we are resolved to strengthen 
the role of the United Nations and its Member States in economic and 
financial affairs, including its coordinating role. 

17. Countries must have the necessary flexibility to implement 
countercyclical measures and to pursue tailored and targeted responses to the 
crisis. We call for a streamlining of conditionalities to ensure that they are 
timely, tailored and targeted and support developing countries in the face of 
financial, economic and development challenges. In this context we note the 
recent improvement of the lending framework of the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF), through inter alia, modernizing conditionality, and the creation 
of more flexible instruments, such as a flexible credit line, as a welcome step. 
New and ongoing programmes should not contain unwarranted procyclical 
conditionalities. We call upon the multilateral development banks to move 
forward on flexible, concessional, fast-disbursing and front-loaded 
assistance designed to substantially and quickly assist developing countries 
facing financing gaps. While doing so, multilateral development banks need 
to assure the application of agreed safeguards to ensure their financial 
stability. 
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18. The increasing interdependence of national economies in a globalizing 
world and the emergence of rules-based regimes for international economic 
relations have meant that the space for national economic policy, that is, the 
scope for domestic policies, especially in the areas of trade, investment and 
international development, is now often framed by international disciplines 
and commitments and global market considerations. We recognize that these 
regimes, disciplines, commitments and considerations have presented 
challenges to many developing countries seeking to fashion a national 
response to the financial and economic crisis. We also recognize that many 
developing countries have called for opportunities to exercise greater policy 
flexibility within the scope of these constraints as a necessary component of 
recovery from the crisis and to address specific national concerns, which 
include, inter alia, the human and social impacts of the crisis, safeguarding 
progress achieved towards implementation of the Millennium Development 
Goals, effective use of credit and liquidity facilities, regulation of local 
financial markets, institutions, instruments and capital flows, and limited 
trade defence measures. It is for each Government to evaluate the trade-off 
between the benefits of accepting international rules and commitments and 
the constraints posed by the loss of policy space. 

19. We recognize the continued importance of good governance along with 
national ownership of policies and strategies. We commit ourselves to the 
promotion of effective and efficient economic and financial institutions at all 
levels – key determinants of long-term economic growth and development. 
We also commit ourselves to accelerating our collective recovery from the 
crisis through improved transparency, eradication of corruption and 
strengthened governance. In this regard, we urge all States that have not done 
so to consider ratifying or acceding to the United Nations Convention against 
Corruption1 and call upon all States parties to vigorously implement the 
Convention. 

20. The crisis has disparate impacts across regions, subregions and 
countries. These heterogeneous impacts have added complexity to our 
common goal of eradicating poverty, reducing inequality and promoting 
human development. Given the sensitivity of regional and subregional 
institutions to the specific needs of their constituencies, we note the value of 
regional and subregional cooperation efforts in meeting the challenges of the 
global economic crisis and we encourage enhanced regional and subregional 
cooperation, for example, through regional and subregional development 
banks, commercial and reserve currency arrangements, and other regional 
initiatives, as contributions to the multilateral response to the current crisis 
and to improved resilience to potential future crises. 

 

 
1 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 2349, No. 42146. 
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Contain the effects of the crisis and improve future global resilience 

21. This crisis does not affect only the economic and financial sectors. We 
recognize the human and social impacts of the crisis and the inherent 
challenges involved in addressing them.  
 
Short-term mitigation measures should take into account long-term goals, 
especially those related to poverty eradication; sustainable development, 

including environmental protection and clean and renewable energy; food 

security; gender equality; health; education; and sustained economic 

growth, including full and productive employment and decent work for all.  
 
Strengthening existing social safety nets, establishing new ones where 
needed and protecting social expenditures are important for the 
advancement of people-centred development and addressing the human and 
social impacts of the crisis. We reaffirm our commitment to the timely 
achievement of our internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals. 
 
 

22. Closer cooperation and strong partnership between the United Nations 
development system, regional development banks and the World Bank and 
their scaled-up efforts can effectively address the needs of those hardest hit 
and ensure that their plight is not ignored. We call for the mobilization of 
additional resources for social protection, food security and human 
development through all sources of development finance, including 
voluntary bilateral contributions, to strengthen the foundation for early and 
sustained economic and social recovery in developing countries, particularly 
least developed countries. Such additional resources should be channelled 
through existing institutions such as the United Nations development system, 
the World Bank-proposed vulnerability fund and framework and multilateral 
development banks, where appropriate. These funds, including those for the 
United Nations development system, should be provided on a predictable 
basis. Furthermore, we stress the importance of the United Nations 
development system, given its broad field presence, in supporting the 
activities at the country level to mitigate the impact of the crisis in developing 
countries. 

23. We commit ourselves to strengthening the ability of the United Nations 
to fulfil its development mandate.  
 
United Nations funds and programmes and United Nations agencies, in 
accordance with their respective mandates, have an important role to play 
in advancing development and in protecting development gains, in 
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accordance with national strategies and priorities, including progress 
towards achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including 
the Millennium Development Goals, threatened by the current economic 
crisis.  
 
The United Nations should use the current economic situation as an 
opportunity to redouble its efforts to improve the efficiency and 
effectiveness of its development programmes in support of system-wide 
coherence. We recognize the unique role of the United Nations as an 
inclusive forum to promote a better understanding of the social and 
economic impact of the crisis and to fashion appropriate responses. 

24. We acknowledge that the current economic crisis has the potential to 
increase the need for resources for humanitarian assistance in developing 
countries. We stress the need to take measures to ensure adequate resources 
for international cooperation in the provision of humanitarian assistance. 

25. The crisis has severely impacted on international trade in most countries, 
especially developing countries. For many developing countries, these 
impacts include, among others, falling exports and loss of export revenue, 
diminishing access to trade finance, reductions in export-oriented and 
infrastructure investment, lower fiscal revenues and balance-of-payment 
problems. We undertake to resist all protectionist tendencies and rectify any 
protectionist measures already taken. At the same time we recognize the right 
of countries to fully utilize their flexibilities consistent with their WTO 
commitments and obligations. It is important that we contribute to the efforts 
of WTO and other relevant bodies to monitor and report on protectionist 
measures, including on how they affect developing countries. 

26. We must also fully harness the potential of trade as an engine of 
sustained economic growth and development in our efforts to overcome this 
crisis. In this regard, we reaffirm our commitment to a universal, rules-based, 
open, non-discriminatory and equitable multilateral trading system. We 
reaffirm that international trade is an engine for development and sustained 
economic growth. We therefore reiterate our call for an early, ambitious, 
successful and balanced conclusion to the Doha Round that increases market 
access, generates increased trade flows and places the needs of developing 
countries at its centre. We welcome the commitment to implement duty-free 
and quota-free access for least developed countries, as agreed in the WTO 
Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration;2 to make operationally effective the 
principle of special and differential treatment for developing countries; to the 

parallel elimination of all forms of export subsidies; to disciplines on all 

export measures with equivalent effect; to substantial reductions in 

trade-distorting domestic support, in accordance with the mandate of the 
 

2 World Trade Organization, document WT/MIN(05)/DEC. Available from http://docsonline.wto.org. 
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Doha Round and the WTO Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration; and to meet 

existing aid-for-trade pledges. We also reaffirm the need to make progress on 
the implementation of the WTO work programme on small economies, 
mandated in the Doha Ministerial Declaration.3 

27. Migrant workers are among the most vulnerable in the context of the 
current crisis. Remittances, which are significant private financial resources 
for households in countries of origin of migration, have been seriously 
affected by rising unemployment and weak earnings growth among migrant 
workers, particularly in advanced economies. We should resist unfair and 
discriminatory treatment of migrant workers and the imposition of 
unreasonable restrictions on labour migration in order to maximize the 
benefits of international migration, while complying with the relevant 
national legislation and applicable international instruments. We recognize 
the important contribution of migrant workers for both countries of origin 
and destination. We commit ourselves to allowing labour migration to meet 
labour market needs. 

28. An effective response to the current economic crisis requires timely 
implementation of existing aid commitments. There is an urgent need for all 
donors to maintain and deliver on their existing bilateral and multilateral 
official development assistance (ODA) commitments and targets made, inter 
alia, in the United Nations Millennium Declaration,4 the Monterrey 
Consensus5 and the 2005 World Summit Outcome,6 at the G8 summit in 
Gleneagles, in the Doha Declaration7 and at the G20 London summit. We 
underline that the fulfilment of all ODA commitments is crucial, including 
the commitments by many developed countries to achieve the target of 
0.7 per cent of gross national product (GNP) for ODA to developing 
countries by 2015 and to reach the level of at least 0.5 per cent of GNP for 
ODA by 2010, as well as a target of 0.15 to 0.20 per cent of GNP for ODA 
to least developed countries. We recognize that many developed countries 
have established timetables to reach the level of at least 0.5 per cent for ODA 
by 2010. We encourage other donors to work on national timetables, by the 
end of 2010, to increase aid levels within their respective budget allocation 
processes towards achieving the established ODA targets. The full 
implementation of these commitments will substantially boost the resources 
available to push forward the international development agenda and to assist 
developing countries to mitigate and more effectively respond to the crisis in 
accordance with their national strategies. Donors should review and, if 

 
3 A/C.2/56/7, annex. 
4 See resolution 55/2. 
5 Report of the International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, 18–22 March 
2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.02.II.A.7), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
6 See resolution 60/1. 
7 See resolution 63/239, annex. 
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appropriate, increase or redirect their assistance to developing countries to 
enable them to mitigate and more effectively respond to the crisis in 
accordance with their national strategies. 

29. We emphasize the importance for all development actors to continue to 
pursue economic and governance reforms and other steps to improve the 
effectiveness of aid based on the fundamental principles of national 
ownership, alignment, harmonization and managing for results. 

30. We also encourage developing countries in a position to do so to 
continue to make concrete efforts to increase and make more effective their 
South-South cooperation initiatives, in accordance with the principles of aid 
effectiveness. We reiterate our support for South-South cooperation, as well 
as triangular cooperation, which provide much-needed additional resources 
for the implementation of development programmes. 

31. New voluntary and innovative forms of financing can contribute to 
addressing our global problems. We encourage the scaling up of development 
finance from existing sources and the establishment, where appropriate, of 
new voluntary and innovative sources of financing initiatives to provide 
additional stable sources of development finance, which should supplement 
and not be a substitute for traditional sources of finance and should be 
disbursed in accordance with the priorities of developing countries and not 
unduly burden them. We reiterate our request to the Secretary-General to 
produce a progress report by the sixty-fourth session of the General 
Assembly, taking into account all existing initiatives. 

32. The crisis must not delay the necessary global response to climate 
change and environmental degradation, taking into account the principle of 
common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities. We 
acknowledge that the response to the crisis presents an opportunity to 
promote green economy initiatives. In this regard, we encourage the 
utilization of national stimulus packages, for those countries in a position to 
do so, to contribute to sustainable development, sustainable long-term 
growth, promotion of full and productive employment and decent work for 
all and poverty eradication. It is important that global green initiatives and 
proposals be inclusive and address sustainable development and 
environmental challenges and opportunities, including climate change 
mitigation and adaptation, financing and technology transfer to developing 
countries and sustainable forest management. We also encourage private-
sector participation in these initiatives at the national level in accordance with 
national development strategies and priorities. We look forward to a 
successful outcome of the fifteenth session of the Conference of the Parties 
to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, to be held 
in Copenhagen in December 2009, as part of our overall efforts for a green 
recovery from the crisis. 
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33. The deepening crisis threatens to increase the debt and therefore 
threatens the debt sustainability of developing countries. This growing 
pressure limits the ability of these States to enact the appropriate fiscal 
measures to mitigate the impact of the crisis or engage in development 
financing. We affirm that the appropriate measures must be taken to mitigate 
the negative effects of the crisis on the indebtedness of developing States and 
to avoid a new debt crisis. In that regard, we support making full use of the 
existing flexibility within the Debt Sustainability Framework. 

34. We call upon States to redouble efforts to honour their commitments 
regarding debt relief and stress the responsibility of all debtors and creditors 
on the issue of debt sustainability, and emphasize the importance of 
equivalent treatment of all creditors. Donors and multilateral financial 
institutions should also increasingly consider providing grants and 
concessional loans as the preferred modalities of their financial support 
instruments to ensure debt sustainability. We will also explore enhanced 
approaches to the restructuring of sovereign debt based on existing 
frameworks and principles, broad creditors’ and debtors’ participation and 
comparable burden-sharing among creditors. We will also explore the need 
and feasibility of a more structured framework for international cooperation 
in this area. 

35. We recognize that increases in global liquidity play a useful role in 
overcoming the financial crisis. Therefore, we strongly support and call for 
early implementation of the new general special drawing right (SDR) 
allocation of $250 billion. We also call for the urgent ratification of the fourth 
amendment to the IMF Articles of Agreement for a special one-time 
allocation of SDRs, as approved by the IMF Board of Governors in 
September 1997. We recognize the need for keeping under review the 
allocation of SDRs for development purposes. We also recognize the 
potential of expanded SDRs to help increase global liquidity in response to 
the urgent financial shortfalls caused by this crisis and to help prevent future 
crises. This potential should be further studied. 

36. The crisis has intensified calls by some States for reform of the current 
global reserve system to overcome its insufficiencies. We acknowledge the 
calls by many States for further study of the feasibility and advisability of a 
more efficient reserve system, including the possible function of SDRs in any 
such system and the complementary roles that could be played by various 
regional arrangements. We also acknowledge the importance of seeking 
consensus on the parameters of such a study and its implementation. We 
recognize the existence of new and existing regional and subregional 
economic and financial cooperation initiatives to address, inter alia, the 
liquidity shortfalls and the short-term balance-of-payment difficulties among 
its members. 
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Improved regulation and monitoring 

37. The current crisis has revealed many deficiencies in national and 
international financial regulation and supervision. We recognize the critical 
need for expanding the scope of regulation and supervision and making it 
more effective, with respect to all major financial centres, instruments and 
actors, including financial institutions, credit rating agencies and hedge 
funds. The need for tighter and more coordinated regulation of incentives, 
derivatives and the trading of standardized contracts is also apparent. We 
reject the imposition of needlessly onerous regulatory requirements, and call 
for effective, credible and enforceable regulations at all levels to ensure the 
needed transparency and oversight of the financial system. Every relevant 
institution must be subject to adequate and proportionate surveillance and 
regulation. We underscore that each country should adequately regulate its 
financial markets, institutions and instruments consistent with its 
development priorities and circumstances, as well as its international 
commitments and obligations. We underscore the importance of political 
commitment and of capacity-building to ensure that the measures taken are 
fully implemented. 

38. We emphasize the need to ensure that all tax jurisdictions and financial 
centres comply with standards of transparency and regulation. We reiterate 
the need to further promote international cooperation in tax matters, 
including within the United Nations, inter alia, by promoting double taxation 
agreements. Inclusive and cooperative frameworks should ensure the 
involvement and equal treatment of all jurisdictions. We call for consistent 
and non-discriminatory implementation of transparency requirements and 
international standards for exchange of information. 

39. Illicit financial flows are estimated to amount to several times global 
ODA and have a harmful effect on development financing. Measures to 
enhance regulation and supervision of and transparency in the formal and 
informal financial system should include steps to curb illicit financial flows 
in all countries. Improving the transparency of the global financial system 
also deters illicit financial flows, including to international financial centres, 
and enhances the ability to detect illicit activities. 

40. The current crisis has been compounded by an initial failure to 
appreciate the full scope of the risks accumulating in the financial markets 
and their potential to destabilize the international financial system and the 
global economy. We recognize the need for even-handed and effective IMF 
surveillance of major financial centres, international capital flows and 
financial markets. In this context, we welcome the improvement of early 
warning systems by the relevant international institutions to provide early 
warning of macroeconomic and financial risks and the actions needed to 
address them. 
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41. The ongoing crisis has highlighted the extent to which our economies 
are integrated, the indivisibility of our collective well-being and the 
unsustainability of a narrow focus on short-term gains. We reaffirm the 
principles of sustainable development and underscore the need for a global 
consensus on the key values and principles that will promote sustainable, 
fair and equitable economic development. We believe that corporate social 
and environmental responsibility are important elements of such a 
consensus. In this regard we recognize the importance of the 10 principles 
of the United Nations Global Compact. 
 

 
Reform of the international financial and economic system and architecture 

42. This crisis has added new impetus to ongoing international discussions 
on the reform of the international financial system and architecture, including 
issues related to mandate, scope, governance, responsiveness and 
development orientation as appropriate. There is consensus on the need for 
continued reform and modernization of the international financial institutions 
to better enable them to respond to the current financial and economic 
challenges and to the needs of Member States, and to better equip them to 
strengthen existing monitoring, surveillance, technical assistance and 
coordination roles to help prevent the occurrence of similar crises in the 
future, in accordance with their respective mandates. 

43. We stress the urgent need for further reform of the governance of the 
Bretton Woods institutions, on the basis of a fair and equitable representation 
of developing countries, in order to increase the credibility and 
accountability of these institutions. These reforms must reflect current 
realities and should enhance the perspective and voice and participation of 
dynamic emerging markets and developing countries, including the poorest. 

44. We call for an expeditious completion of the reform process of the World 
Bank’s governance and of an accelerated road map for further reforms on 
voice and participation of developing countries, with a view to reaching 
agreement by April 2010, based on an approach that reflects its development 
mandate and with the involvement of all shareholders in a transparent, 
consultative and inclusive process. We also call for inclusive consultations 
on further reforms to improve the responsiveness and adaptability of the 
World Bank. 

45. It is imperative that the reformed World Bank emerge with the requisite 
technical capacities, credit facilities and financial resources needed to assist 
and complement the efforts of developing countries aimed at achieving their 
overall development needs. 
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46. We recognize the importance of strengthening regional development 
banks, taking into account the interests of all their member countries. It is 
also important for them to provide medium- and long-term assistance to meet 
the development needs of their clients. We support measures to enhance the 
financial and lending capacity of regional development banks. Furthermore, 
we recognize the importance of other regional, interregional and subregional 
initiatives and arrangements aimed at promoting development, cooperation 
and solidarity among their members. 

47. We recognize that it is imperative to undertake, as a matter of priority, a 
comprehensive and fast-tracked reform of IMF. We look forward to this 
accelerated progress in order to increase its credibility and accountability. We 
acknowledge the agreement to accelerate the implementation of the package 
of IMF quota and voice reforms agreed in April 2008. We strongly support 
completion of the next quota review, which, based on current trends, is 
expected to result in an increase in the quota shares of dynamic economies, 
particularly in the share of emerging market and developing countries as a 
whole, to be completed no later than January 2011, thus enhancing the 
legitimacy and effectiveness of the Fund. 

48. We reaffirm the need to address the often expressed concern at the extent 
of representation of developing countries in the major standard-setting 
bodies. We therefore welcome, as a step in the right direction, the expansion 
of the membership in the Financial Stability Board and the Basel Committee 
on Banking Supervision and encourage the major standard-setting bodies to 
further review their membership promptly while enhancing their 
effectiveness, with a view to enhancing the representation of developing 
countries as appropriate. 

49. We agree that the heads and senior leadership of the international 
financial institutions, particularly the Bretton Woods institutions, should be 
appointed through open, transparent and merit-based selection processes, 
with due regard to gender equality and geographical and regional 
representation. 

50. The United Nations and the international financial institutions have 
complementary mandates that make the coordination of their actions crucial. 
Accordingly, we encourage continued and increasing cooperation, 
coordination and coherence and exchanges between the United Nations and 
the international financial institutions. In this regard, we believe that this 
Conference represents an important step to ensure increased cooperation. 
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The way forward 

51. We have come together to raise our collective understanding of the 
impacts of the crisis and to contribute in the fashioning of the global 
response, in an inclusive manner, with actions at the national, regional and 
international levels. 

52. We will strive to combine our short-term responses to meet the 
immediate impact of the financial and economic crisis, particularly on the 
most vulnerable countries, with medium- and long-term responses that 
necessarily involve the pursuit of development and the review of the global 
economic system. In this context, we propose the following course of action: 

 (a) Strengthen the capacity, effectiveness and efficiency of the United 
Nations; enhance the coherence and coordination of policies and actions 

between the United Nations, international financial institutions and relevant 
regional organizations; 

 (b) Further develop the United Nations development system’s 
comprehensive crisis response in support of national development strategies 
through a coordinated approach by United Nations funds and programmes, 
specialized agencies and the international financial institutions at the country 
level. The response must continue to be led by programme countries and, in 
this context, address vulnerabilities caused or exacerbated by the crisis and 
further strengthen national ownership. It should build on steps already taken 
by the United Nations development system, in particular at the country level. 
We urge the international community to ensure adequate support to the 
United Nations development system’s crisis response; 

 (c) Explore ways to strengthen international cooperation in the area of 
international migration and development, in order to address the challenges 
of the current economic and financial crisis on migration and migrants, 
taking into account the related work and activities of the United Nations 
funds and programmes, regional commissions and specialized agencies and 
of other international organizations, such as the International Organization 
for Migration. 

53. We request the General Assembly and the Economic and Social Council, 
as well as the United Nations funds and programmes and specialized 
agencies, to take full advantage of their advocacy role to promote the 
recovery and development of the developing countries, especially the most 
vulnerable among them. 

54. We invite the General Assembly to establish an ad hoc open-ended 
working group of the General Assembly to follow up on the issues contained 
in the present outcome document, and to submit a report on the progress of 
its work to the General Assembly before the end of the sixty-fourth session. 
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55. We encourage the President of the General Assembly to make the world 
financial and economic crisis and its impact on development a main theme 
of the general debate of the sixty-fourth session of the General Assembly. 

56. We request the Economic and Social Council: 

 (a) To consider the promotion and enhancement of a coordinated 
response of the United Nations development system and specialized agencies 
in the follow-up to and implementation of this outcome document, in order 
to advance consistency and coherence in support of consensus-building 
around policies related to the world financial and economic crisis and its 
impact on development; 

 (b) To make recommendations to the General Assembly, in accordance 
with the Doha Declaration of 2 December 2008, for a strengthened and more 
effective and inclusive intergovernmental process to carry out the financing 
for development follow-up; 

 (c) Examine the strengthening of institutional arrangements to promote 
international cooperation in tax matters, including the United Nations 
Committee of Experts on International Cooperation in Tax Matters; 

 (d) Review the implementation of the agreements between the United 
Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions in collaboration with these 
institutions, focusing in particular on enhancing collaboration and 
cooperation between the United Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions, 
as well as on the opportunities for contributing to advancing their respective 
mandates; 

 (e) Consider and make recommendations to the General Assembly 
regarding the possible establishment of an ad hoc panel of experts on the 
world economic and financial crisis and its impact on development. The 
panel could provide independent technical expertise and analysis, which 
would contribute to informing international action and political decision-
making and fostering constructive dialogues and exchanges among 
policymakers, academics, institutions and civil society. 

57. We request the Secretary-General to report to the Economic and Social 
Council on a regular basis on the work of the High-level Task Force on the 
Global Food Security Crisis. 

58. We invite the International Labour Organization to present the “Global 
Jobs Pact”, adopted at the ninety-eighth session of the International Labour 
Conference, to the substantive session of the Economic and Social Council 
in July 2009, which intends to promote a job-intensive recovery from the 
crisis, drawing on the decent work agenda, and to shape a pattern for 
sustainable growth. 
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59. We encourage the Inter-Parliamentary Union to continue to contribute 
to the development of global responses to the crisis. 

 
 
 
 
Outcome of the Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on 
Development  
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 63/303 
9 July 2009 
 
 

............................................  
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"One of the Millennium Development Goals (MDG) in 2000 was to address the needs of the least 
developed countries by..." 

Rowena Crawford, Carl Emmerson and Gemma Tetlow 
Institute for Fiscal Studies 
September 2009 
www.ifs.org.uk/bns/bn43.pdf  

 

 

 

 
"Conclusion 

This paper has provided a chronological account of the evolution of the MDGs, from their historical 
antecedents to the Monterrey Consensus of 2002 that agreed that the economically advanced and 
developing countries would pursue them [!], as a common framework for international development." 

 
The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs): A Short History of the World’s Biggest Promise  
David Hulme  
September 2009 
hummedia.manchester.ac.uk/institutes/gdi/publications/workingpapers/bwpi/bwpi-wp-10009.pdf  

 

 

Professor Hulme is mistaken.  The national leaders and representatives at Monterrey did not agree to 
pursue the "MDGs".     
 
Nor were the "MDGs" "the world's biggest promise".   It is very easy to see from UN resolutions that 
bigger than the "MDGs" was the agreed UN agenda for "development".    Bigger than that was the 
overall agenda including such areas as "human rights".  The false idea contributes to information 
poverty and political exclusion. 

 
 
............................................................ 
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"The Perils of Not Knowing that You Don’t Know 

By William Easterly and Laura Freschi | Published October 8, 2009  

...knowing how much uncertainty there is about a projection – that is, knowing how much the 
projector DOESN’T KNOW – is often more important than the projection. ... 

Not knowing that you don’t know is at the root of many recent disasters, starting with the crisis itself. 
Holders of opaque derivatives apparently didn’t know how leveraged and exposed they were to 
shocks like falling housing prices, nor did they know how uncertain the housing prices were. ... 

Not knowing that you dont know was our concern about the World Banks global poverty projections. 
In his response on this blog and on the New York Times blog Economix, Ravallion misses our point. It 
is the degree of uncertainty of his poverty projection that is unacceptable. He said: “Faced with all 
these perceived “impossibilities,” Easterly and Freschi would apparently prefer to wait and see 
rather than take action when it is needed, based on the information available at the time.” Ravallion 
called our stance “analytic paralysis in the face of uncertainty.” He portrays us as unwilling to live 
with ANY uncertainty, which is ridiculous. Economics is filled with uncertainty. 

But when the uncertainty is so large as it is with the poverty projections (for all the MAJOR reasons 
we pointed out, which Ravallion does not address*), then the implication is not “paralysis” but 
choosing actions that take into account the uncertainty. For example, you DON’T want to have a 
centralized bureaucracy like the World Bank allocate global poverty relief based on such wild 
uncertainty. ... 
 

1. Matt Berkley wrote:  

A common element in both the creation of the financial crisis and in common errors about 
large-scale statistics presented as being on poverty may be this: 

To cite income statistics as indicating prosperity or poverty is in part to mistake income with 
profit. 

To cite consumption expenditure statistics as indicating prosperity or poverty is to mistake 
consumption (in the sense in which non-economists would use that word) with spending. 

A notable example of this kind of error occurred with the widespread belief that income 
showed profit to individuals under different policies or conditions (growth is good for the 
poor).  
 
For such arguments, no premisses about the relative cost of living under different policies or 
conditions were employed. 
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To the extent that parasitic activities were counted as productive in conclusions about trends 
in prosperity, a similar error might be thought to have contributed to the financial crisis. 

Posted October 8, 2009 at 7:30 am | Permalink 
 

2. Martin Ravallion wrote:  

The key point that Easterly and Freschi miss is that, for the purpose at hand, we are only 
trying to estimate the aggregate poverty impact, such as the 50 million figure for the number 
of extra people who will find themselves living below $1.25 a day this year due to the crisis. 
(We have to use a forecasting method since sufficient household survey data will not be 
available for a couple of years, by which time the crisis will hopefully be over.) As we have 
explained very clearly I think, we are not trying to estimate the impact in specific countries, 
for which the relevant Bank country teams and others use much more country-specific 
information, as required. 

Our estimation method relies on aggregation across countries to increase precision. (The 
source paper is available at the VOX site: http://www.voxeu.org/index.php?q=node/3520.) 
This works pretty well. Indeed, when we use this method on past economic contractions 
pretending that we do not know the poverty impact and then checking how well the method 
performs we find the predictions of the aggregate impacts are very good (as is shown in the 
VOX article). I am not sure how they compare to airline schedules but they are certainly 
acceptable by the standards of economic forecasting. 

This whole critique is greatly exaggerated. 

Posted October 8, 2009 at 11:03 am | Permalink 
 

3. Bill Easterly wrote:  

Martin, 

I continue to be surprised that you dont respond directly to our concerns about how margins 
of error on each of the links in the chain to get a poverty projection are very large. 

You just keep mentioning this evidence on how you came out ON AVERAGE with one of the 
more minor links in the whole chain, which even for that one doesnt address the variance 
around the average. 
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We've given evidence on huge margins of error on very important links. 

To be more precise, one that I know well from my own research is that the confidence interval 
for the transitory (i.e. mostly unforecastable) component of annual growth rates is on the 
order of [-10,+10] percentage points. To that known unknown, you add the completely 
unknown unknown of how the crisis affected growth. 

You dont think this is a wee bit of a problem? 

Best, Bill 
 
... 
 

8. Matt Berkley ... 

Martin Ravallion wrote: 

[quoting Martin Ravallion:]  
 
we are only trying to estimate the aggregate poverty impact, such as the 50 million figure for 
the number of extra people who will find themselves living below $1.25 a day . 

[MB:]  
 
How do statistics on what people spent tell us about the adequacy of what they got in return? 

 
Posted October 8, 2009 at 6:28 pm | Permalink" 

 
http://web.archive.org/web/*/http:/www.aidwatchers.com/2009/10/the-perils-of-not-knowing-that-
you-don%E2%80%99t-know-2/  
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UK House of Commons International Development Committee:  
 
 
"The "dollar a day" poverty line...is also problematic, as living costs vary widely... 
 
Ensuring that policies and programmes are based on accurate measurements of urban poverty is 
vital.  
 
We recommend that DFID encourage the World Bank and other key international institutions to 
explore new forms of measuring urban poverty that move beyond the use of crude poverty lines to 
take proper account of the high costs for housing and basic services paid by many of the urban 
poor." 

 

UK House of Commons International Development Committee  
13 October 2009 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200809/cmselect/cmintdev/511/51105.htm   
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Originator of "dollar a day" fails to address inadequacy of data and thinking 

 

A blogger claims that research on spending is research on "poverty": 
 
 
"In a World Bank working paper comparing poverty reduction efforts across China, Brazil and India, 
Martin Ravallion  
[http:/www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/WDSContentServer/IW3P/IB/2009/10/15/000158349_20091015
114049/Rendered/PDF/WPS5080.pdf ] 
finds that the Chinese success, while substantial is characterized by rising inequality, whereas India, 
while being more successful in economic growth than Brazil, has been the poorest in achieving 
poverty reduction outcomes.  ... 
 
 
 
Matt Berkley said... 
 

1. Are economists recommending policies for starving people on this basis: 

    "statistics on their spending measured what they got in return"? 
 
 

2. Why is it that economists are not forbidden by professional organisations from making arguments 
to this effect: 

   "starving people's income rose, therefore they were better off in terms of consumption   
   poverty" 
 

without looking at relevant food prices? 

 
... 
 
 
"Martin Ravallion mailed me his response to Matt Berkely's comment 

 
"Matt Berkley’s (cryptic) concerns appear to be baseless.  
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If he had [?] consulted the source paper, he would have found out that all the inter-temporal poverty 

comparisons being made in the study in question are real, [!]  
 
i.e., they are assessed by deflating standard (comprehensive) measures of nominal spending or 
income by the most appropriate [!] price indices available (including food prices, but not just food, 
since even poor people do not consume food alone)." " 
 
 
[MB: Dr Ravallion's claim that he has "real" "poverty" comparisons is misleading – as is his strange 
assumption that a critic must not have read his words.  See note below.] 
 
Matt Berkley and answer from Martin Ravallion, World Bank 
25 October 2009 and afterwards 
http://gulzar05.blogspot.co.uk/2009/10/poverty-reduction-in-india-china-and.html 

 
 
 
Ravallion avoids both questions.    
 

Let us read them again. 
 

1. Are economists recommending policies for starving people on this basis: 

    "statistics on their spending measured what they got in return"? 
 

2. Why is it that economists are not forbidden by professional organisations from making arguments 
to this effect: 

   "starving people's income rose, therefore they were better off in terms of consumption   
   poverty" 
 
without looking at relevant food prices? 

 
 
These questions clearly refer to the adequacy of spending or income statistics to judge what poor 
people received, and how poor they are.   
 
The issue is "relevant" prices, not whether the numbers used are more "appropriate" than some worse 
numbers. 
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Eeconomists do not have international estimates of prices faced by poor people.  
 
So the answer to question 1 appears to be "yes":  economists do simply assume that you can measure 
what people get and whether it is adequate by asking what they spend  -  when in reality the 
economists do not have the information.     

I still do not know the answer to question 2 – why economists are allowed by their professional 
organisations to make the unfounded statements.  
 
It would seem obvious that the choice of policies based on economists' advice can affect the lives of 
many millions of people. 

 
In view of the absence of the relevant price data, Ravallion's claim about "real" "poverty 
comparisons" can easily mislead.   
 
But there are other reasons why "income" does not automatically tell us about "consumption poverty", 
and his reference to "real" "poverty" comparisons is misleading.   
 
He does not explain how he gets from "deflated" income or spending to "poverty".   
 
Even if income were adjusted by relevant prices, it would only, even in theory (ignoring such things 
as savings or payments on debts), show consumption amount, not its adequacy.   
 
What I received does not tell a researcher the adequacy of that consumption to meet my needs. 
 
Ravallion's method does not adjust for people's needs, and so is not an absolute poverty measure.   
 
That World Bank method ignores the obvious differences between numbers about income or spending 
levels and claims about absolute poverty. 
 
It is a huge hole in the World Bank's reasoning , which results in misleading pronouncements from 
others. 

The survey data are well known to be unreliable.   So are the price data.  The price data are not on 
prices faced by the poor.   In addition, we have economists' strange confusion of prices with the cost 
of living, and another strange idea that it is sensible to refer to consumption poverty, ignoring assets 
or debts, or environmental factors, as "poverty". 

The assertion that the data include "comprehensive" spending or income omits what he has himself 
written, that they do not include the value of living in your own home.   The valuation of different 
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types and quality of housing across countries and times has fundamentally subjective elements 
involving, necessarily, judgements about or failure to take into account aspects of the environment 
which are basic to whatever we might define as reasonable health.   
 
The so-called "comprehensive measures" of spending or income cannot value clean water - a basic 
need - because it is not monitored.   
 
The method is, unless someone is willing and able to defend it, open to the accusation that it risks 
counting people who need to spend more, as richer when they are poorer.   
 
The World Bank confuses price with cost, which is price multiplied by need. 
 
Yet this famous poverty expert claims that the "most appropriate available" prices (without saying if 
they are reliable or relevant) are enough to conclude that the comparisons over time are "real" 
comparisons of "poverty".    
 
That is possibly a sign of not being suitably attached to reality. 

One of the worst aspects of this is: 
 
These people who are supposed to be scientists would clearly not apply these kinds of methods to 
themselves.    
 
So the methods, and the ludicrous claims to have measured or compared "real" "poverty" when they 
have looked at neither relevant price estimates nor what people actually need, are either the result of 
extreme inattention or deceit, or both. 
 

 

 

..........................................  
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"Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee:  
 
I am pleased to be here to discuss the extent to which host governments and donors, including the 
United States, are working to improve global food security.[Footnote 1] ....Global targets were set at 
the 1996 World Food Summit and reaffirmed in 2000    [! - in fact weakened] 
 
with the Millennium Development Goals (MDG),   [! - which in fact weakened the target further] 
 
when the United States and more than 180 world leaders pledged to halve the total number and 
proportion of undernourished people reported worldwide from the 1990 level   [! - fiction] 
 
by 2015. In recent years, GAO has issued a number of reports on international food assistance that 
made recommendations to improve U.S. food aid and global food security." 

 

U.S. Government Accountability Office Testimony:  
Before the Subcommittee on Africa and Global Health,  
Committee on Foreign Affairs,  
House of Representatives 
International Food Assistance: A U.S. Governmentwide Strategy Could Accelerate Progress toward 
Global Food Security 
October 29, 2009 
http://www.gao.gov/assets/130/123657.html 
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Nations agreed in 2009 that they would "ensure urgent action to fully realize" the World Food 

Summit pledge – which by the FAO numbers (which do not relate to "undernourishment" as 

most people would understand the word) would mean fewer than 500 million people in 2015 

with chronic lack of calories.   

 

In 2015, FAO estimated nearly 800 million. 

 

Nations in 2009 also agreed, "We commit to take action towards sustainably eradicating hunger 

at the earliest possible date." 

 

World Summit on Food Security, Rome Declaration (2009) 

 

 
Note, 2017: The FAO have now raised their estimates of how many people were undernourished in 
the 1990s.  The World Food Summit target for 2015 would be (if the figures were reliable and if we 
took them as representing what was actually promised, which is not clearly true) 485 million rather 
than around 400 million people as originally intended.   
 
It is not clear why the 2009 Summit claimed the previous "target" and "goal" - in fact pledges - were 
on malnutrition.  
 

 
"We, the Heads of State and Government, or our Representatives and the Representative of the 
European Community have assembled in Rome at the World Summit on Food Security to take urgent 
action...  
 
We will reinforce all our efforts to meet by 2015 the targets of Millennium Development Goal and the 
World Food Summits.  
 
We commit to take action towards sustainably eradicating hunger at the earliest possible date. ... 
 
 
7. We decide to: 
 
7.1  Ensure urgent national, regional and global action to fully realize the target of Millennium 
Development Goal and the 1996 World Food Summit goal, namely to reduce respectively the 
proportion and the number of people who suffer from hunger and malnutrition by half by 2015.” 
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World Summit on Food Security 
Rome Declaration 
18 November 2009 
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/wsfs/Summit/Docs/Final_Declaration/WSFS09_Declaration.
pdfhttp://www.commit4africa.org/declarations/1631/millennium/0/0  
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"Ultimately, implementing measures to protect the climate will help to resolve not only global 
environmental issues but social and economic problems too, and help the world to achieve the 
millennium development goals set out in the UN programme that was adopted in 2000." 

Dmitry Medvedev 
President of Russia 
Address to the plenary session of the Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen 
18 December 2009 
http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/6384/print 

 

 

 

 
 
"In 2000, I was one of the heads of government who 
travelled to the United Nations General Assembly in 
New York and signed the Millennium Declaration. 
That document enshrined the Millennium Development 
Goals as the international community’s collective 
commitment" [!] 
 
Helen Clark 
Administrator, UN Development Programme 
Prime Minister of New Zealand in 2000 
January 2010 
http://web.archive.org/web/20160406045253/http://www.uncdf.org/gfld/docs/midpoint-mdg.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Malcolm Langford: 

"The General Assembly focus has always been on calling for implementation and monitoring of all 
the goals and measures in the broader Millennium Declaration framework." 
 
 
[MB:  Langford disappoints here.  He makes a good point, but leaves out a key one. 
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In fact the General Assembly has also focussed on implementing all the commitments from relevant 
major conferences and summits, as well as referring to human rights agreements. 
 
That is obvious not only from its resolutions in general, but from the clear reaffirmations at high-level 
summits.  
 
A key thing to note for accountability is not just what member states "called for" others to do, but 
what they promised to achieve or work on themselves.   
 
Those promises include working towards, for example, the 1996 World Food Summit target.   
 
When progress was reportedly slow (according to admittedly bad statistics) where was that work to 
achieve that target?] 
 
 
 
"...the OECD’s International Development Goals (IDGs) in 1996, whose targets were expanded to 
become the MDGs."  
 
 
"concerns have been raised as to the formulation and implementation of MDGs from a human rights 
perspective, particularly as the MDGs were decoupled from the broader agenda encapsulated in the 
Millennium Declaration."  
 
 
[MB: The "MDGs" were even more decoupled from the actual, still broader UN agenda in all the 
conference documents, which member states have kept reaffirming.] 
 
 
 
"It has been queried whether the MDGs have lowered human rights standards in some instances:  
for instance,  
 
Goal 2 does not require primary education to be free, contrary to the near-universally ratified 
Convention on the Rights of the Child; and  
 
the goal of ‘fair trade’ in the Millennium Declaration was reduced to ‘free trade’ in the MDGs.  

Furthermore, most of the quantitative targets are likely to be lower than minimum human rights 
standards in the case of middle income countries. This can be discerned in the seemingly triumphant 
tone of national MDG reports of some of these countries when they report on meeting the goals." 
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[MB:  I'm not an expert on that, but clearly countries have often reported on the wrong targets 
compared to what they had agreed, and misrepresented those targets as agreed at the Millennium 
Summit or as the UN agenda when they had in fact agreed more ambitious targets.] 

 
"ODI notes that there is ‘widespread perception of the MDGs as a northern project – despite their 
adoption by member states’, ‘Achieving the MDGs: The fundamentals’, ODI Briefing Paper, 
September 2008, p. 4.  
 
However, this perception is partly based in reality since the UN General Assembly only adopted the 
MDGs as such in late 2005 and had previously referred to the Millennium Declaration until that 

time." 

 
[MB: If read in isolation, Langford's text might be liable to mislead.   
  
The passage might be read as saying the Assembly stopped referring to the Millennium Declaration in 
2005.   
 
But in any case, "until that time" and afterwards, the Assembly reaffirmed the Declaration and other 
agreed commitments.   
 
Despite the odd language in the 2005 Summit document and the strange idea from the US even after 
George Bush had publicly committed to "Millennium Development Goals" on 14 September 2005 
that leaders meant the Millennium Declaration goals, the only sensible position seems to be that states 
committed themselves to the MDG structure as well as the other agreements.  These were numerous, 
but that was governments' problem to deal with.   They did not have to go on reaffirming promises 
and aims, but they chose to. 
 
Two fundamental mistakes many people make are 
 
1. to treat the easier MDG targets as the Millennium Summit commitments and aims, and  
 
2. to treat the Millennium Summit commitments and aims as the UN development agenda, which in 
fact encompassed and still encompasses decisions at conferences and summits both before and after 
that Summit; and also, as the Assembly has clearly indicated, human rights agreements.] 
 

Human Rights and MDGs in Practice:  
A review of country strategies and reporting  
"This report is based on a global analytical paper commissioned by the Office of the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) from Malcolm Langford, Norwegian Centre for 
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Human Rights, University of Oslo.  
The views expressed in this paper do not necessarily represent those of OHCHR, UNICEF or the 
United Nations." 
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/MDGs/Human_rights_and_MDGs_in_practice_ML.pdf  

  

  

 
 
" "We must not fail the billions who look to the international community to fulfil the promise of the 
Millennium Declaration for a better world." 

Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General, March 2010." 

mdgTrack.org, Monitoring the Millennium Development Goals 
http://www.mdgtrack.org/index.php?m=1&tab=h 

 

 

 

"At the 1996 World Food Summit, world leaders set a goal to halve the total number of 
undernourished people worldwide by 2015 from the 1990 level.  [!] ... 
 
However, in 2000, the first of eight UN Millennium Development Goals  [!]  (MDG), referred to as 
MDG-1, was defined as a commitment [?] to halve the proportion of undernourished people. Both 
goals apply globally as well as at the country and regional levels. MDG-1 has two targets: first, 
between 1990 and 2015, to halve the proportion of people whose income is less than $1 a day... " 

US Government Accountability Office 
Testimony 
Before the Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies,  
Committee on Appropriations,  
House of Representatives 
Global Food Security: Progress toward a U.S. Governmentwide Strategy Is Under Way, but Approach 
Has Several Vulnerabilities 
Statement of Thomas Melito, Director 
International Affairs and Trade Team 
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March 2010 
www.gao.gov/new.items/d10494t.pdf  

 
 
 
 

"Ironically, given the apolitical nature of the MDGs, one of the reasons for their inherent weakness is 
in fact political.  While the MDGs are often treated as though they represent an intellectual 
foundation for development policy and practice, they are in fact the flawed product of a political 
compromise, in which the UN sought to identify a set of development indicators to which over 150 
diverse governments could sign up. Inevitably, this resulted in a set of depoliticised goals and a 
weakened framework which guided policy makers and practitioners in the direction of politically 
palatable themes and targets, and away from an objective and forensic analytical search for the best 
ways to achieve sustainable impact.  
 
Curiously, the Millennium Declaration, agreed to in 2000 at the UN, was much more far-reaching, 
and set out a much broader vision which is largely ignored and ill-served by the MDGs. For example 
in addition to poverty reduction it embraced governance, peace, security, and human rights." 

Written evidence submitted by International Alert 
The 2010 Millennium Development Goals Review Summit 
Additional Written Evidence to the House of Commons International Development Committee 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201011/cmselect/cmintdev/534/534vw.pdf  
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"The income poverty target has been criticized by many commentators for a variety of reasons. 19 

Having a dollar-a-day poverty line was arguably too modest a goal in a historical perspective and it 
is not surprising that this is the Goal most likely to be reached at the global level by 2015. ... 

Bangladesh seems to acknowledge that the Goals imply halving [?] the share of the poorest quintile in 
both national income and consumption, and further acknowledges that it is not meeting this target 
despite having succeeded in halving income poverty.  
 
None of the other countries in the sample attempted to introduce targets for the poorest of the poor 
and excluded, although Uganda includes a Gini coefficient (which shows an increase in inequality)... 

 

Maternal mortality 

Almost all MDG reports reviewed adopt the 1990-based MDG indicators of maternal mortality and 
skilled birth attendants. The former is highly problematic and usually misleading since maternal 
mortality is highest in those countries where data collection is poor, an issue acknowledged in some 
MDG reports. ... 

 
 
Water and sanitation 
 
...While target 7.C explicitly refers to access to safe drinking water, the indicator does not measure 
quality directly, and the assumption that improved sources are more likely to provide safe water 
than unimproved sources is misleading." 

 

Human Rights and MDGs in Practice: 
A review of country strategies and reporting 
Published by the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 
United Nations 
2010 
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/HRAndMDGsInPractice.pdf  
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As she said in January 2010 (above), Helen Clark, as Prime Minister of New Zealand, agreed the 
Millennium Declaration - and so made the 2000-baseline promises herself.  And yet she again 
confuses her actual pledges with the easier "MDG" targets: 

 
"As one who signed the Millennium Declaration, back in 2000, I have never believed that the MDGs 
were meant to be mere aspirational or stretch targets. The MDGs can be met, and we should do 
everything possible within our power to ensure that they are. 

That's because the MDGs represent basic development benchmarks, and promise a better life for 
billions of people. Those people are entitled to believe that the promises of action made in 2000 were 
promises which were meant to be kept."  [!] 
 
Remarks at the DFID MDG Conference 
Helen Clark  
Head of United Nations Development Programme 
11 March 2010 
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/presscenter/speeches/2010/03/11/helen-clark-remarks-at-
the-dfid-mdg-conference.html  

 
Does she not think the billions of people are entitled to know what those promises are? 

In reality Helen Clark, in the Declaration, asked the Assembly and the Secretary-General to report on 
progress towards the actual commitments.    
 
As head of the UN Development Programme she did not act in keeping with her own request. 
 
The UNDP misled the public as to what the promises were.   
 
Let us look at her words in 2010 again: 

"billions of people... are entitled to believe that the promises of action made in 2000 were promises 
which were meant to be kept." 
 

...................................................................... 
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UN report authors: 
 
"...with their serious distortions arising from known methodological problems, the [World Bank 
"poverty"] numbers provided often have little utility and may actually serve to mislead, albeit 
unwittingly, as highlighted by a pioneer in poverty studies: 
 

[Quoting Peter Townsend:] 
 

"The World Bank’s adoption of the crude criterion of $1 ....without regard to the changing 
conditions of needs and markets, affronts science as it affronts reasoned development of priorities in 
international policies." 

Department of Economic and Social Affairs 
Rethinking Poverty 
Report on the World Social Situation 2010 
United Nations 
New York, 2009 
Chapter 3: The poverty of poverty measurement  
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/rwss/docs/2010/fullreport.pdf 
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David Cameron: 
 
"A decade ago, the world set a target of reducing maternal mortality by 75% by 2015. 
 
 
[Misleading. The target was to reduce it from 2000, not the 1990 baseline which the UK normally 
talks about.] 
 
 
Yet once again, for all the talk of development goals,  
 
[The UK has obscured world leaders' pledges.] 
 
 
little has changed. ...The G8 should set an ambitious target  

[His government was already committed to the Millennium and Johannesburg targets, which were 
more ambitious] 
 

of saving three million more lives by 2015.  
...we must back our words with real action. 

 
[But not speak true words?] 

 
People in developed countries are fed up with hearing grand promises from political leaders which 
are never fulfilled." 

[This is from a man who gives a false version of the promises which the UK made and keeps 
reaffirming.] 
 

David Cameron 
The Guardian 
3 June 2010 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/jun/03/aid-developing-world-targeted-money  
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"In his first Guardian article since taking over as prime minister, Cameron calls for the G8/G20 
summit in Toronto later this month to set "an ambitious target" of saving three million more lives by 
2015. 

As a sign of Britain's commitment  
 
[Guardian and Cameron here mislead on Britain's commitment]  
 
to cutting maternal mortality, one of the eight millennium development goals (MDGs) set in 2000... 

Cameron writes today: "...A decade ago, the world set a target of reducing maternal mortality by 
75% by 2015.... " 

[Mr Cameron omits that the baseline for that commitment was 2000, whereas UK governments claim 
it is 1990] 

David Cameron calls on G8 to target maternal deaths 
The Guardian 
3 June 2010 
http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2010/jun/03/david-cameron-g8-maternal-mortality 
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From 
Promises To 
Delivery 
 
Putting Human Rights At The 
Heart Of The Millennium 
Development Goals 
 
 

...The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) remain the most prominent global initiative to 
address poverty.  
 
Drawn from the Millennium Declaration adopted 10 years ago by all UN members states, the 

MDGs represent a commitment,  
[if so, redundant, given other commitments]  
at the highest political level, to translate [!] the high hopes and ambitions of the Millennium 
Declaration into real improvements in the lives of people living in poverty. ... 
 
[Untrue.] 

 
Amnesty International believes that human rights standards – and the duty of governments to fulfil 
them – must be put at the heart of MDG efforts in order to fulfil the promises made in the Millennium 
Declaration. 
 
[Confused.] 
 
 
Amnesty International report 
June 2010 
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"The UN makes a major contribution to facilitating co-operation on development issues, by, for 
examples, its Human Development Reports and, since 2000, by the Millennium Development Goals" 
 

School examination material 
A Level Government 
Mark scheme - Unit 3D (6GP03) 
Pearson 
June 2010 
qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/A%2520Level/Government%2520and%2520Politics/201
3/Exam%2520materials/6GP03_3D_msc_20100716.pdf   
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"Notes for answers 

...For example: The United Nations. 

The UN summit of 2000 agreed 8 Millennium Development Goals" 
 

AQA 
GCE GEOG3 Geography  
Specimen Mark Scheme  
2010 
www.ermysteds.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/AQA-GEOG3-W-SMS-07.pdf  
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Above:   
 
United States House of Representatives Committee on Foreign Affairs oversight subcommittee, like 
President Obama, draws the attention of the public to the easier "MDGs" rather than the actual 
commitments reaffirmed by world leaders in 2005.  
 
World leaders reaffirmed the more ambitious commitments after this, in September 2010. 
 
The chairman confuses the easier "MDGs" with the Millennium Summit pledges. 
 
But the actual commitments by the US went beyond those as well. 

27 July 2010 
 
 
 
.................................................................. 

 
 
 
Thomas Pogge: 

 
“The world’s governments have, on our behalf, made three similar-sounding promises to halve 
extreme poverty by 2015.  
 
The Rome Declaration promised that the number of undernourished people would, in 2015, be no 
more than half of what it was in 1996.  
 
The later Millennium Declaration promised instead that the fraction of world population living in 
extreme poverty would be, in 2015, no more than half of what it was in 2000.  
 
This was reformulated as the First Millennium Development Goal (MDG-1), which promises that the 
fraction of the population of the developing countries will be, in 2015, no more than half of what it 
was in 1990.” 

Thomas Pogge 
August 2010 
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  
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MB comments:  
 
 
1. It is important to remember that the statistics are not reliable anyway:  note, for example, the 
comment by the US General Accounting Office in 1999 that the estimates for 58 countries were 
between 576 million and 1.1 billion.   Also, it may be that methodological choices result in systematic 
distortion over time.  
 
 
2. Pogge is right to point out elsewhere that the figures are estimates for chronic lack of calories rather 
than caloric inadequacy or overall nutritional adequacy.    
 
 
3. We might add that it would seem not to make sense to talk about the adequacy of nourishment 
without data on the safety of drinking water.   
 
 
4.  The documents show Pogge is right that the baseline for the 1996 Rome Declaration was 1996.  
What he does not say here is that the FAO mislead the public on that. 
 
The politicians agreed a baseline of the "present level".   
 
After a few years the FAO began claiming that the baseline was "1990-2".  
http://www.millenniumdeclaration.org/hunger.pdf .  The FAO position is against common sense.  
"Present level" clearly meant 1996 to those to whom the leaders were making the promise.   It is also 
against the overwhelming evidence in the present document - including the FAO's own forms 
distributed to countries asking for statistics for 1996 or the nearest year: 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/meeting/X2194e.htm#P170_16888 
 
In 2015 a senior FAO statistician, Carlo Cafiero, who is currently listed as Team Leader on the FAO 
Food Security Statistics web page, insisted to me that the baseline was originally set as 1990-2.   
 
Again, the documents contradict that position.   I dealt with this here: 
https://discussion.theguardian.com/comment-permalink/56013978 
and in subsequent comments on the same page.   
 
The present document contains more evidence. 
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5. In the Millennium Declaration leaders "resolved" in the same sentence to halve the proportion of 
people on under $1 a day (presumably in the then-used 1993 “purchasing power parity” dollars) and 
suffering from hunger and unable to obtain safe and affordable water.  
 
 
6.  The MDG1 target itself does not mention “developing countries”.   The UN has reported such 
estimates in the context of claimed MDG progress.  This does not make a huge difference to the 
reports of progress:  of the order of half a percentage point, compared to several percentage points 
from backdating the baseline.   
 
 
7. The MDGs, at least in the early 2000s, were not "promises" in the sense of what  "resolved" in the 
Millennium Declaration to do.  The MDG targets were presented by the Secretary-General, oddly, as 
ways to implement the Declaration.  Contrary to what some experts have written, the Assembly did 
not mention the MDG structure or the report annex containing it, in 2001;  even in 2005 the US was 
saying that the mention of "MDGs" in the leaders' summit outcome document of that year would 
mean the goals in the Declaration.]  

 
 
Thomas Pogge, in the same article:  
 
 
"The current UN statement and tracking of MDG-1 express the poor not as a “proportion of the 
world’s people”... 

The other change is that the current UN statement of MDG-1 backdates the baseline to 1990, thus 
envisioning that the halving should take place “between 1990 and 2015” rather than between 2000 
and 2015.  
 
This change is significant because, lengthening the period in which population growth occurs, it 
further inflates the denominator and thereby diminishes even more the needed reduction in the 
number of poor.  
 
The population of the developing countries in 2015 is expected to be 146 percent of what it was in 
1990.14 Therefore a reduction of the number of poor to 73 percent of what it was in 1990 suffices to 
cut that proportion in half. 

It is worth noting that the creative accounting is not confined to MDG-1. The annual MDG reports 
state generally that “the baseline for the assessment is 1990, but data for 2000 are also presented, 
whenever possible, to provide a more detailed picture of progress since the Declaration was signed.” 



1196 

 
The year “1990” occurs hundreds of times in these reports but not one single time in the entire UN 
Millennium Declaration. As the UN is now phrasing MDG-4 and MDG-5, they require us to “reduce 
by two thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate” and to “reduce by three 
quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio.” 

What the UN General Assembly had actually agreed to promise is rather different: “By the same date 
[2015], to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child mortality by two 
thirds, of their current rates.” 

Thomas Pogge 
August 2010 
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  

 
 

 

 

"We, as members of the global human rights, development and transparency communities and 
participants in the Article 19 conference on “Transparency, Free Flow of Information and the 
Millennium Development Goals” held in London on 24-25 August 2010, adopt the following 
Declaration. 

In September 2000, leaders from 150 countries adopted the Millennium Declaration and agreed eight 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) each with targets to meet by 2015. [!] 

Since 2000, a number of countries have succeeded in achieving some targets, for instance in 
combating hunger, and improving school enrolment and child health." 

The London Declaration for Transparency, the Free Flow of Information and Development 
August 2010 
https://www.article19.org/data/files/medialibrary/1798/London-Declaration.pdf    

 

"On September 20, live in New York and webcast around the world, TEDxChange will examine the 
UN’s Millennium Development Goals, or MDGs. (Watch TEDxDubai’s video, above, for a preview.) 
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Established 10 years ago in September 2000, the eight MDGs are an audacious set of goals for 
changing the world — with an equally audacious target of 2015 to reach them all. The UN has been 
tracking progress on the MDGs since 2000... 
 
Cohosted by TED and the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, TEDxChange will look at how the 
world is doing on these goals so far, and energize the world for next five years." 

TEDxChange: Learn more about the Millennium Development Goals 
TED Blog 
24 August 2010 
http://blog.ted.com/tedxchange-learn-more-about-the-millennium-development-goals/  
 

 

 

 
 
 
BBC 10 September 2010 

 
 

 
 
UN press release for the 2010 Summit: 
 

"Ten years after world leaders committed to the Goals laid out in the Millennium Declaration – and 
with only five years left until the 2015 target date for achieving the Goals — the Summit comes at a 
crucial time to galvanize commitments and accelerate progress. 

“We must not fail the billions who look to the international community to fulfil the promise of the 
Millennium Declaration for a better world,” UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon said in his report, 
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Keeping the Promise, issued earlier this year as a basis for the intergovernmental negotiations on the 
Summit outcome document." 

13 September 2010 

 
 
 
Note: Were UN staff elsewhere focussed on the 1990-baseline, narrower "MDGs", or the "promise of 
the Millennium Declaration"? 

 
 

 

 

............................. 

 

United States:  Bill introduced (not passed): 
 

 
Text: H.Con.Res.318 — 111th Congress (2009-2010) 
 
All Bill Information (Except Text) 

 
Introduced in House (09/16/2010) 

 

111th CONGRESS 
2d Session  

H. CON. RES. 318 

 

Supporting the ideals and objectives of the United Nations Millennium Declaration and related 
Millennium Development Goals and calling on the President to ensure the United States 
contributes meaningfully to the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals by the year 
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2015. 
 

 

 
 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

September 16, 2010  

Ms. Lee of California (for herself, Mr. Grijalva, Mr. Moran of Virginia, Ms. Woolsey, Mr. Johnson of 
Georgia, Mr. Payne, Mr. Carnahan, and Mr. Moore of Kansas) submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
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CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

 

Supporting the ideals and objectives of the United Nations Millennium Declaration and related 
Millennium Development Goals and calling on the President to ensure the United States contributes 
meaningfully to the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals by the year 2015. 

Whereas at the 2000 United Nations Millennium Summit on September 8, 2000, the United 
States joined 189 nations in adopting the United Nations Millennium Declaration, which set a 
series of time-bound targets to reduce extreme poverty by 2015 known as the Millennium 
Development Goals; 

Whereas the Millennium Development Goals set measurable targets related to ending hunger 
and poverty, universal education, gender equity, child health, maternal health, combating 
HIV/AIDS, environmental sustainability, and global partnership, all to be achieved by 2015, 
including— 

(1) reducing by half the proportion of people living on less than $1 a day; 

(2) reducing by half the proportion of people who suffer from hunger; 

(3) ensuring that all boys and girls complete a full course of primary schooling; 

(4) eliminating gender disparity in primary and secondary education preferably by 2005, and 
at all levels by 2015; 

(5) reducing by two-thirds the mortality rate among children under 5; 

(6) reducing by three-quarters the maternal mortality ratio; 

(7) achieving, by 2015, universal access to reproductive health; 

(8) halting and beginning to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS; 

(9) achieving, by 2010, universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS for all those who need 
it; 

(10) halting and beginning to reverse the incidence of malaria and other major diseases; 
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(11) integrating the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programs 
to reverse loss of environmental resources; 

(12) reducing biodiversity loss, achieving a significant reduction in the rate of loss by 2010; 

(13) reducing by half the proportion of people without sustainable access to safe drinking 
water and basic sanitation; 

(14) achieving significant improvement in the lives of at least 100,000,000 slum dwellers, by 
2020; 

(15) developing further an open trading and financial system that is rule-based, predictable, 
and non-discriminatory and includes a commitment to good governance, development, and 
poverty reduction nationally and internationally; 

(16) addressing the least developed countries’ special needs which includes tariff-free and 
quota-free access for their exports, enhanced debt relief for heavily indebted poor countries, 
cancellation of official bilateral debt, and more generous official development assistance for 
countries committed to poverty reduction; 

(17) addressing the special needs of landlocked and small island developing countries; 

(18) dealing comprehensively with developing countries’ debt problems through national and 
international measures to make debt sustainable in the long term; 

(19) developing decent and productive work for youth in cooperation with the developing 
countries; 

(20) providing access to affordable essential drugs in developing countries in cooperation with 
pharmaceutical companies; and 

(21) making available the benefits of new technologies, especially information and 
communications technologies, in cooperation with the private sector; 
 

Whereas the Millennium Development Goals have been agreed to by 192 United Nations 
Member States including the United States as well as leading international development and 
financial institutions such as the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and 
regional development banks; 

Whereas the United Nations Millennium Declaration reaffirmed the values and principles of 
the United Nations General Assembly, including fundamental values of freedom, equality, 
solidarity, tolerance, respect for nature, and shared responsibility; 
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Whereas, on March 22, 2002, the United States, the European Union, and other countries 
concluded the Monterrey Consensus, which included agreement on new development aid 
commitments, debt relief, fighting corruption, country ownership, and policy coherence to 
fulfill internationally agreed development goals including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration; 

Whereas in 2005, the United Nations General Assembly convened a high level meeting known 
as the “2005 World Summit”, reiterating a determination by both developed and developing 
nations to ensure the timely and full realization of development goals and objectives including 
the Millennium Development Goals and recognizing that “development, peace and security 
and human rights are interlinked and mutually reinforcing”; 

Whereas at the 2005 World Summit, developing nations committed to the development and 
implementation of national plans to achieve the Millennium Development Goals, and 
identified good governance and the rule of law as “essential for sustained economic 
growth, sustainable development and the eradication of poverty and hunger”; 

Whereas nearly one decade after the signing of the United Nations Millennium Declaration, 
the international community has made significant progress in addressing the root causes of 
extreme poverty, particularly in the areas of global health, education, and safe drinking water; 
 
Whereas based off the 1990 [?] estimate for global drinking water coverage of 77 percent, [?]  
studies indicate that the world is ahead of schedule [?] in reducing by half the proportion of 
the global population without sustainable [!] access to safe [!] drinking water; 

 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/111th-congress/house-concurrent-resolution/318/text  
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Sheikh Hasina misleads, as have Tony Blair, Vladimir Putin, Helen Clark and Thabo Mbeki who all 
personally agreed the Millennium Declaration: 

 
 
 
""I am pleased to address the High Level Plenary on the Millennium Development Goals. I am 
particularly pleased, because I was one of the 189 Heads of States and Governments who adopted the 
Millennium Declaration and the MDGs during the UN Millennium Summit in September 2000.  
 
[!]  
 
Distinguished Co-Chairs,  

The Millennium Declaration is the Magna Carta for a poverty-free world, and I am glad to have been 
a part in its adoption. 

The MDGs, which aims at facilitating development and eradicating poverty, was adopted [!] by an 
unprecedented consensus. 
 
 [? – When, exactly?  And were the MDGs not "precedented" by the Millennium Declaration?]  
 
 
This consensus was reinforced [?] by world leaders at the 2005 Millennium Summit." 
 
[In fact leaders in 2005 reinforced the more ambitious and wider pledges in actual UN resolutions, 
despite the odd language of the 2005 summit outcome document, which may have been due to the 
disagreements between the US and other countries on the fact that the MDGs had never been formally 
agreed. 
Hasina goes on to talk about the easier targets which she did not agree in 2000:]  
 
"Our achievements on MDG-1 (poverty alleviation); MDG-2 (universal primary education);MDG-3 
(gender equality and women empowerment); and MDG-4 (reduction of child mortality) are 
encouraging, and on track. Projections indicate our success to lift 12 million people out of poverty by 
2015, thereby, reducing poverty by half by then, as targeted in MDG-1." 
 
"The MDGs have given us a benchmark to measure performance of national governments, private 
sectors, civil body, development partners, the UN and other intergovernmental bodies. The 
benchmark also provides opportunity for assessing progress in achieving the internationally agreed 

development targets." 
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[! -  those are the formally agreed targets and pledges in the various agreements – not just the 
"MDGs".  Hasina misleads in giving the impression that the MDGs "provide an opportunity for 
assessing progress" on what governments have actually agreed, and have reaffirmed up to at least 
2013.] 
 

"Please check against delivery"  
High Level Plenary Meeting-Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  
Statement by Her Excellency Sheikh Hasina, Prime Minister  
Government of the People's Republic of Bangladesh  
UN HQ, New York, 20-22 September 2010 
http://pmo.portal.gov.bd/sites/default/files/files/pmo.portal.gov.bd/pm_speech/37621cb8_5c27_4133_
9014_78fe61c8f25e/High%20Level%20Plenary%20Meeting_MDGs_20_220910.docx 
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Explicit wrong baseline by New York Times contradicting its own reports of September 2000: 
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"The international community's commitment to halve global poverty [?] by 2015 has been enshrined 
in the first Millennium Development Goal.[!]" 

Sudhir Anand, Paul Segal, and Joseph E. Stiglitz (eds) 
Debates on the Measurement of Global Poverty 
Oxford University Press 
2010 
http://www.universitypressscholarship.com/search?q=millennium+development&searchBtn=Search&
isQuickSearch=true 

 
 

 
Anand, Segal and Stiglitz mislead.  
 
Even if they were able to identify a specific occasion when such a commitment to a 1990-2015 
poverty target was made by the international community, it would be redundant.   
 
That is because UN member states kept formally reaffirming more ambitious and wider commitments 
including those in the Millennium Declaration and World Food Summit Declaration. 

The "internationally agreed commitment" is not on halving "global poverty" and it is not in the 
"MDG".  
 
The internationally agreed commitment had been formally stated by the General Assembly, including 
by world leaders in 2005 and other important meetings such as the World Summit on Food Security in 
2009.   
 
The commitment was, and is, to the most ambitious relevant pledges.  These are: 
 
1. Pledges at UN conferences and summits; 
 
and perhaps from  
 
2. Other (notably regional and for example G8, G20 and G77) conferences and summits; 

and perhaps 

3. in other UN resolutions.    
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....................... 
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“I’m firmly convinced, therefore, that the Millennium Declaration and the Millennium Development 
Goals must not be interpreted as a kind of menu from which we can choose what we like best.” 

 
Angela Merkel 
21 September 2010 
http://www.new-york-un.diplo.de/Vertretung/newyorkvn/en/__pr/speeches-
statements/2010/20100921_20BK_20Merkel_20zu_20MDGs.html 

 
 
 
........................ 

 

 
"Gordon Brown has expressed "anger" at the failure of rich nations to honour pledges to combat 
global poverty.  The United Nations' eight Millennium Development Goals were set out in 2000 with 
the aim of being reached by 2015.  ... 

"I'm angry because we made commitments that we would meet these Millennium Development 

Goals," [!] he told the BBC....  

"I think rich countries have not done enough to honour the promises that we made." ... 

Mr Brown, who was UK chancellor at the time the pledges were made, said the governments of 
wealthy nations needed to face continuing public pressure to ensure they stuck to their pledges... [!] 

Target:...between 1990 and 2015... 

Target:...between 1990 and 2015." 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-11378604  
21 September 2010  

 

 

 

"the launch in 2000 of the millennium development goals [!] by the United Nations, setting ambitious 
targets" [links to the 1990-baseline MDGs] 

Carla Bruni-Sarkozy 
The Guardian 
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21 September 2010 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/sep/21/global-fund-fights-aids 
 
 
 
 

....................... 
 
 
 

Channel 4 News, 2010: 

 

"What have the Millennium Development Goals achieved? 

Lindsey Hilsum blogs on how Millennium Development Goals targets to reduce poverty have been 
met by countries that have adopted successful capitalist policies, and not by relying on foreign aid. 

Good news – world leaders, development experts and assembled activists meeting at the UN in New 
York this week to discuss the Millennium Development Goals " 
 
[The article's words link to the wrong document, so illustrating Channel 4 News' significant error: 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.pdf   
– the Millennium Declaration – which says nothing at all about 1990] 
 
 
 
"can announce that the world is on track to cut in half by 2015 the number of people living in 
absolute poverty." 
 
["Absolute poverty" merely means poverty independent of other people.    
Channel 4 seems to mean "extreme" poverty.    
But in any case, it is not obvious why the journalists think a fixed amount of money means people 
"can announce" results about "poverty" without looking at needs, or why they might have good 
information about this, or why anyone should believe the statements from the World Bank rather than 
those from the FAO on hunger which were very different.] 
 

The first goal " 
 
[The report is not on the "goal" but one of the intermediate targets, which are not just about money 
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but also about employment and hunger.   
The goal is to eradicate extreme poverty and hunger.   
The Channel 4 report says nothing about the hunger part of the goal, which was according to the FAO 
far behind the progress claimed by the World Bank.  The WHO indicator generally makes worse 
reported progress than the FAO indicator.]  
 
 
 
"is to reduce the number " 
 
[Incorrect.  The targets for 2015 are not on the number but the proportion.  That is easier than halving 
the number due to total population growth.]  
 
 
 
"of people living off less than US$1.25 a day..." 
 
[Misleading, and other things being equal greatly overstates the purchasing power of the "dollars".  
They are not "US" dollars, which would be worth far more than the "purchasing power parity" units 
actually used.  
 
Channel 4 News quotes World Bank:] 

"By 2001, China had met the foremost of the Millennium Development Goals"  
 
[Incorrect –not a goal but only one target]  
 
 
 
"- to reduce the 1990 incidence of poverty" 
 
[Misleading - in fact it is only supposed to be extreme poverty and stated as "living on less than a 
dollar a day" - which cannot tell us about poverty because it does not tell us about needs.]  
 
 
 
by half — and it had done so 14 years ahead of the 2015 target date for the developing world [!] as a 
whole,” says the World Bank." " 
 
[Incorrect - there is no such target. Such a target for the "developing world" would be easier than the 
actual target because of differences in population growth.]  
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What have the Millennium Development Goals achieved? 
Channel 4 News 
21 September 2010 
https://www.channel4.com/news/what-have-the-millennium-development-goals-achieved  
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Commission for Africa 

 
"2005 was a significant year for both Africa and for development. It marked five years since the UN 

had agreed the UN Millennium Development Goals  
 
[!]  
 
(MDGs) and ten years before these were due to be achieved. A UN World Summit was due to take 
place in September 2005 to review progress and renew commitment to the MDGs."  
 
 
Tony Blair (Chair) – Former Prime Minister of the United Kingdom  
 
Fola Adeola – Chairman of the FATE Foundation (Nigeria) 
 

K. Y. Amoako – Under-Secretary-General of the United Nations (Ghana) 
 
Nancy Kassebaum Baker – Former Senator, United States 
 

Hilary Benn – Former Secretary of State for International Development (United Kingdom) 
 

Gordon Brown – Former Prime Minister of the United Kingdom 
 
Michel Camdessus – Africa Personal Representative 
 
Bob Geldof – Musician and founder of Live Aid  
 
Ralph Goodale – Former Finance Minister, Canada 
 
Ji Peiding – Member of the Standing Committee of the National People's Congress and its  
Foreign Affairs Committee, China 
 
William S. Kalema – chairman of the board of the Uganda Investment Authority 
 

Trevor Manuel – Minister of Finance, South Africa 
 

Benjamin Mkapa – Former President of Tanzania 
 
Linah Mohohlo – Governor of the Bank of Botswana 
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Tidjane Thiam – Group Strategy and Development Director Aviva PLC, (Côte d'Ivoire) 
 
Anna Tibaijuka – Director, UN HABITAT;  Under-Secretary-General of the UN (Tanzania) 
 

Meles Zenawi – Prime Minister of Ethiopia 
 
Commission for Africa  
September 2010 
http://www.commissionforafrica.info/wp-content/uploads/2010/09/cfa-report-2010-full-version.pdf  

 

 

"The Commission for Africa yesterday held the New York launch of its report to coincide with the 
start of the Millennium Development Goal Summit in New York. 

The launch was hosted at the Rockefeller Foundation at the beginning of the week-long Summit which 
will consider progress against the MDGs, which were set in 2000 as targets for the world’s efforts to 
tackle global poverty – and are due to be achieved by 2015. 

Commissioners President Benjamin Mkapa, Prime Minister Meles Zenawi and Bob Geldof were 
joined by UN Deputy Secretary General Asha-Rose Migiro and UK International Development 
Secretary Andrew Mitchell MP in welcoming the report. ... 
 
Bob Geldof closed proceedings, saying that the MDGs were a “gift that the world had given to itself” 
ten years ago " 

Still Our Common Interest launched at MDG Summit 
Commission for Africa 
22 September 2010 
http://www.commissionforafrica.info/articles/still-our-common-interest-launched-at-mdg-summit 
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" "We must not fail the billions who look to the international community to fulfil the promise of the 

Millennium Declaration for a better world. Let us meet in September to keep the promise."  
- UN Secretary-General, Ban Ki-moon" 

"We Can End Poverty, Millennium Development Goals, 2015: UN Summit, 20-22 September 2010, 
New York" 
https://www.un.org/en/mdg/summit2010/ 

 

 

 
At the misleadingly-named 2010 Summit on the "MDGs": 
 
 

"Statement on behalf of the Group of 77 and China... 
 
"Ten years ago, the world joined forces here at the United Nations Headquarters to commit to 
eradicate extreme poverty and hunger, combat inequalities, ensure primary education for all, 
promote gender equality and the empowerment of women, strengthen global public health and 
promote sustainable development.  
 
To that effect, a global partnership for development was established to harness global solidarity and 
promote national and international commitments in favor of development.  
 
[! – in reality although the General Assembly asked UN staff to publicise the agreed commitments, 
they instead promoted the generally easier, narrower, misleadingly named "MDGs".] 
 
The Millennium Declaration and the Millennium Development Goals represent worthy commitments 
by the United Nations and its Member States." 
 
"We reaffirm the importance of the United Nations Millennium Declaration and underscore the 
continuing relevance of the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits in the 
economic, social and related fields, as well as the important commitments contained therein." 

"The current High Level Meeting is an important step towards accelerating development efforts 
towards the achievement of the MDGs, but much more remains to be done. The international 
community must now focus on implementing agreed commitments..." 
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Statement on behalf of the Group of 77 and China 
High-level Plenary Meeting of the General Assembly on the Millennium Development Goals 
20 September 2010 
http://www.g77.org/statement/getstatement.php?id=100920  

  
 

 

"The Institute of Development Studies, a leading thinktank on development issues, has issued a report  
[ http://www.ids.ac.uk/go/news/millennium-development-goals-performance-indicators-paint-a-
distorted-picture-of-progress ]  
critical of the MDGs. The report says that without promoting equity and tackling the root causes of 
social exclusion, the goals betray the promise of social justice contained in the Millennium 
declaration." 

Millenium development goals summit day two - live updates 
The Guardian 
21 September 2010 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2010/sep/21/millennium-
development-goals-live-updates  

 
 
 
 

"at the dawn of a new millennium,  
we set concrete goals...  
These are the standards that we set." 

Barack Obama 
Remarks by the President at the Millennium Development Goals Summit 
22 September 2010 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2010/09/22/remarks-president-millennium-development-
goals-summit-new-york-new-york 

  

The "dawn of a new millennium" part echoes the Millennium Declaration. 
 
But in reality leaders in 2005 reaffirmed all the relevant goals from UN conferences and summits.  
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These went beyond the "MDGs" and beyond the Millennium Declaration, both of which had watered 
down some previous goals. 
 
So even though he seemed here to be clearly identifying the Millennium Declaration goals rather than 
the generally easier, largely 25-year "MDGs" as the standard, Mr Obama misled the public.   
 
The standards that the United States had set were more ambitious than he said. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Australia:  
 
"At the turn of the millennium we, the member states of the United Nations, made a compact with one 
another. 

We said we would put our shoulders to the wheel to lift a billion people out of poverty. 

And we said we would be measured by these Millennium Development Goals in 2015." 

[!] 
 
Statement to the High-level Plenary Meeting of the United Nations General Assembly (Millennium 
Development Goals Summit), Speech, 22 Sep 2010, Australian Former Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
The Hon Kevin Rudd MP 
"...check against delivery" 
http://foreignminister.gov.au/speeches/Pages/2010/kr_sp_100922v.aspx?w=GYLX0mNSz4nLQKYu
POSgLQ%3D%3D 
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Heads of State and Government make clear: 
 
The UN development framework is all the major conference and summit documents.   
 
We are determined to meet all those commitments.   
 
2010 Summit on the "MDGs" 
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1219 

 



1220 

 



1221 

 



1222 

 



1223 

"We, Heads of State and Government, gathered at United Nations Headquarters  
in New York from 20 to 22 September 2010, … 
 
reaffirm our resolve to work together  
for the promotion of the economic and social advancement of all peoples,  
 
recalling the development goals and commitments  
emanating from the United Nations  
Millennium Declaration and the  
2005 World Summit Outcome. 

 
 
2. We reaffirm that we continue to be guided by  
the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations and  
with full respect for international law  
and its principles.  
 

3. We also reaffirm the importance of  
freedom, peace and security,  
respect for all human rights,  
including the right to development,  
the rule of law, gender equality  
and an overall commitment to  
just and democratic societies for development."  

 

[Comment: Misleading citizens on promises and progress, as leaders have done, is not just or 
democratic.] 
 
 
 
 
"4. We underscore the continued relevance of the outcomes of  
all major United Nations conferences and summits  
in the economic, social and related fields  
and the commitments contained therein,  
including the Millennium Development Goals"  
 
 
[The leaders perhaps mislead. 
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It is not clear which, if any, major UN conference or summit "contained" the "Millennium  
Development Goals". 
 
However, luckily they make clear in the same paragraph, and later in the document, that they are 
committed to the goals from all the conferences and summits.   
 
As a result, some of the best-known "MDG" targets, being easier, are irrelevant.] 
 
 
 
"which have raised awareness and continue to generate real and important development gains.  
 
Together these outcomes and commitments  
have played a vital role in shaping a broad development vision and  
constitute the overarching framework  
for the development activities of the United Nations.  
 
 
We strongly reiterate  
our determination to ensure the timely and  
full implementation of  
these outcomes and commitments."   

 
 
 

 
"7. We are determined to collectively advance and strengthen  
the global partnership for development,  
as the centrepiece of our cooperation, in the years ahead.  
 
The global partnership has been reaffirmed in  
 
the Millennium Declaration,  
 
the Monterrey Consensus of the International Conference on Financing for Development,  
 
the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development (“Johannesburg Plan 
of Implementation”),   
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the 2005 World Summit Outcome and  
 
the Doha Declaration ...of the Follow-up... Conference...to Review the Implementation of the 
Monterrey Consensus." 
 
 
[Leaders appear to be saying among other things that they were "determined" to "advance" the 
Johannesburg targets on saving lives (from the "rate in 2000" and to reduce disparities "as quickly as 
possible") and the Monterrey promise to tell the public about the actual international commitments.   
 
Instead, they pretended, or let it be thought, that the commitments were easier than they were, and 
prompted or allowed international organisations to publicise something else.] 
 
 

 
"38. We reaffirm the Monterrey Consensus and the Doha Declaration  
on Financing for Development in their entirety,  
and their integrity and holistic approach,  
and recognize that  
mobilizing financial resources for development  
and the effective use of all those resources  
are central to  
the global partnership for development,  
including in support of the achievement of  
the internationally agreed development goals,  

including the Millennium Development Goals.   

 
 
 39. We call for the expeditious delivery of commitments already made by developed countries in the 
context of the Monterrey Consensus and the Doha Declaration. Short-term liquidity, long-term 
development financing and grants, in accordance with these commitments, will be utilized… 

 
 
41. …. objectives of sustained, inclusive and equitable economic growth, poverty eradication and 
sustainable development."   

 

"Promoting global public health for all to achieve the Millennium Development Goals [?]  
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 73. We commit ourselves to accelerating progress in promoting global public health for all, 
including through:   

 (a) Realizing the values and principles of primary health care, including equity, solidarity, social 
justice, universal access to services, multisectoral action, transparency, accountability"   
 
[! - It is clearly not "solidarity", "social justice", "transparency" or "accountability" to mislead citizens 
or cause or allow them to be misled, about government pledges for saving childrens' and mothers' 
lives, or for clean water, or progress on clean water] 
 
 
 

" Millennium Development Goal 5  

Improve maternal health   

 
 75. We commit ourselves to accelerating progress in order to achieve Millennium Development 

Goal 5, including through:   

 (a) Taking steps to realize the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard 
of physical and mental health, including sexual and reproductive health;  

 (b) Addressing reproductive, maternal and child health, including newborn health, in a 
comprehensive manner, inter alia, through the provision of family planning, prenatal care, skilled 
attendance at birth, emergency obstetric and newborn care and methods for the prevention and 
treatment of sexually transmitted diseases and infections, such as HIV, within strengthened health 
systems that provide accessible and affordable integrated health-care services and include 
community-based preventive and clinical care;  

 (c) Building on effective, multisectoral and integrated approaches, we emphasize the need for the 
provision of universal access to reproductive health by 2015, including integrating family planning, 
sexual health and health-care services in national strategies and programmes;" 
 
 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goal 8  

Develop a Global Partnership for Development   
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 78. We commit ourselves to accelerating progress in order to achieve Millennium Development Goal 
8, including through:  … 
 
 
(c) Recognizing that the commitments made by developed and developing countries in relation to the 
Millennium Development Goals require mutual accountability; … 
 
 
 (e) Enhancing financing for development in the areas of domestic resource mobilization, foreign 
direct investment, international trade, international financial and technical cooperation for 
development, and debt and systemic issues by  
meeting our commitments made in the Monterrey Consensus  
of the International Conference on Financing for Development and reaffirmed in the Doha 
Declaration on Financing for Development and  
all other relevant outcomes of major United Nations conferences and summits  
in the economic, social and related fields, thus expanding fiscal capacity for financing the attainment 
of the Millennium Development Goals" 
 
 

2010 Summit on the MDGs 
General Assembly Resolution 65/1 
22 September 2010 
http://www.un.org/en/mdg/summit2010/pdf/mdg%20outcome%20document.pdf 

 
 
 

  
Note:  As above, it is not clear what factual basis or reasoning underlies heads of state and 
government here talking about "the Millennium Development Goals" as "commitments" in one or 
more unspecified "major United Nations conferences [or] summits."   
 
The US claimed in 2005 that the mention of "MDGs" in the 2005 Summit outcome document in fact 
meant the Declaration goals, not the "MDGs" proposed by Kofi Annan.     
 
At what Summit or conference are the politicians now claiming their countries "committed" to the 
MDGs?    
 
The singling out of "Millennium Development Goals" might distract from the other more ambitious 
and wider commitments. 
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But luckily, the world leaders made crystal clear that they were committed to all the relevant 
conference and summit outcomes and promises.    
 

......................... 
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A cruel joke: 
 
 
 
"Between now and 2015, we must make sure that promises made become promises kept. The 
consequences of doing otherwise are profound... 
 
We must hold each other accountable.  
 
The UN system and I personally will do our utmost to promote accountability on all sides." 

Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon 
Closing remarks at High Level Plenary Meeting of the General Assembly on the Millennium 
Development Goals  
New York, 22 September 2010  
http://www.un.org/sg/STATEMENTS/index.asp?nid=4798  

 

 

 

United States Congressional Research Service perhaps says both that in 2000 leaders adopted the 
easier "MDG" targets and they did not: 
 
 

"The MDGs are a group of measurable development targets agreed to by 189 U.N. member states—
including the United States—as part of the 2000 Millennium Declaration."  
 
 [!]  
 
The Goals, which governments aim to achieve by 2015, include (1) eradicating [!] extreme hunger 
and poverty... 
 
Since 2000 [!], governments have worked to achieve the MDGs... 

"In 2000, 189 U.N. member states, including the United States, adopted the U.N. Millennium 
Declaration. 1 In the Declaration, countries made commitments to achieve a series of measurable 
development targets worldwide by 2015 known as the “Millennium Development Goals” (MDGs or 
Goals) [!] .2 In all, there are eight MDGs comprised of 21 quantifiable targets measured by 60 
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indicators. 3 Table 1 lists the Goals, and Table A-1 in the Appendix provides the corresponding 
targets" 
 
Table:  "between 1990 and 2015" 

"As explained by a 2005 State Department cable to all U.S. embassies and USAID missions, the 
United States agreed to the development goals included in the Millennium Declaration adopted at the 
2000 UN Millennium Summit. It did not, however, commit to the goals, targets, and indicators issued 
by the U.N. Secretariat in 2001. 30 These are the eight goals and related indicators that are generally 
referred to today as the MDGs, but were described by the State Department as “solely a Secretariat 
product, never having been formally adopted by member states.” 31 

The Bush Administration did not fully accept the Secretariat’s formulation of the MDGs for two 
primary reasons. First, it argued that the Secretariat took the MDGs out of the context of the 
Millennium Declaration, which included commitments to good governance, democracy, human 
rights, and other U.S. foreign policy priorities." 

"Accountability  

Some experts attribute limited advancement toward the MDGs to the absence of accountability 
stipulations" 

[!] 

The Millennium Development Goals: The September 2010 U.N. High-level Meeting 
Luisa Blanchfield, Specialist in International Relations 
Marian Leonardo Lawson, Analyst in Foreign Assistance 
Congressional Research Service  
23 September 2010 
fpc.state.gov/documents/organization/150194.pdf  
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United States Government Accountability Office:  
 

"...report to Congressional Requesters.  
 
Why GAO Did This Study:  
 
The Senator Paul Simon Water for the Poor Act of 2005 (the Act) made  
access to safe water and sanitation for developing countries a U.S.  
foreign assistance policy objective. 

...the importance of access to water was recognized in September 2000 with the ratification of the 
United Nations (UN) Millennium Declaration, whereby many countries and leading development 
institutions agreed to work toward meeting the needs of the world's poorest people. Among the 
declaration's eight Millennium Development Goals  
 
[!] 
 
is that of halving, by 2015, the proportion of people lacking sustainable access to safe drinking water 
from 1990 levels." 

[! – 1990 is not in the Declaration or in the "MDG" target] 

"In 2002,the UN recognized the importance of sanitation with a declaration that included the goal of 
halving, by 2015, the proportion of people without access to basic sanitation, also from 1990 levels. 
[Footnote 10]  
 
[Footnote 10] UN, Report of the World Summit of Sustainable Development:  
Johannesburg, South Africa, 26 August - 4 September, 2002 (New York: 2002) 
 
 
[MB:  A puzzling claim.  The Johannesburg Plan of Implementation does not mention "1990" either.] 
 
 
United States Government Accountability Office  
GAO-10-957, U.S. Water and Sanitation Aid: Millions of Beneficiaries Reported in Developing 
Countries, but Department of State Needs to Strengthen Strategic Approach 
September 30, 2010 
http://www.gao.gov/assets/320/310356.html 
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 Help

 

 
 
 

"MELINDA GATES: 

…the world set out on these millennium development goals in 2000,  
 
[misleading] … 

 
ANDREW MARR: 

So tell us a little bit about some of the, you know, statistical evidence of the progress.  

 
MELINDA GATES: 

Sure. Well since 1990 [adds to misleading impression] 1.3 billion people, 1.3 billion, have lifted 
themselves out of poverty…"  
 
 
[Apart from the misleading references to "MDGs" in 2000, and "1990", is Mrs Gates' claim really 
about poverty, or just extreme poverty?    
 
How can she possibly know they rose out of either, when in making such claims the World Bank do 
not look at what people need to buy, or inflation faced by the poor, or assets, or debts?] 
 
 
BBC News web page 
Andrew Marr Show  
17 October 2010 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/programmes/andrew_marr_show/9099770.stm 
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Goals for 2015 and 2020 suggested by some states:  Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 

 

 

"In decision X/2, the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties, held from 18 to 29 October 2010, 
in Nagoya, Aichi Prefecture, Japan, adopted a revised and updated Strategic Plan for Biodiversity, 
including the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, for the 2011-2020 period.  

This Plan provides an overarching framework on biodiversity, not only for the biodiversity-related 
conventions, but for the entire United Nations system and all other partners engaged in biodiversity 
management and policy development." 
 
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, including Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
https://www.cbd.int/sp/ 

 
 
 
 
"The Strategic Plan includes 20 headline targets for 2015 or 2020 (the "Aichi Biodiversity Targets"), 
organized under five strategic goals.  
 
The goals and targets comprise both:  
 
(i) aspirations for achievement at the global level; and  
 
(ii) a flexible framework for the establishment of national or regional targets.  
 
Parties are invited to set their own targets within this flexible framework, taking into account national 
needs and priorities, while also bearing in mind national contributions to the achievement of the 
global targets.  
 
Not all countries necessarily need to develop a national target for each and every global target.  
 
For some countries, the global threshold set through certain targets may already have been 
achieved." 

Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity 
COP Decision X/2 
2010 
https://www.cbd.int/decision/cop/?id=12268 
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Aichi Biodiversity Targets 

 

• Strategic Goal A: Address the underlying causes of biodiversity loss by mainstreaming 
biodiversity across government and society 
 

• Strategic Goal B: Reduce the direct pressures on biodiversity and promote sustainable use  
 

• Strategic Goal C: To improve the status of biodiversity by safeguarding ecosystems, species 
and genetic diversity  
 

• Strategic Goal D: Enhance the benefits to all from biodiversity and ecosystem services  
 

• Strategic Goal E: Enhance implementation through participatory planning, knowledge 
management and capacity building 

 
 
 
 

Strategic Goal A: Address the underlying causes of biodiversity loss by mainstreaming biodiversity 

across government and society  

 
 
 

 

Target 1  
 
By 2020, at the latest, people are aware of the values of biodiversity and the steps they can take to 
conserve and use it sustainably.  
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Target 2  
 
By 2020, at the latest, biodiversity values have been integrated into national and local development 
and poverty reduction strategies and planning processes and are being incorporated into national 
accounting, as appropriate, and reporting systems.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 3  
 
By 2020, at the latest, incentives, including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity are eliminated, phased 
out or reformed in order to minimize or avoid negative impacts, and positive incentives for the 
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity are developed and applied, consistent and in harmony 
with the Convention and other relevant international obligations, taking into account national socio 
economic conditions.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 4  
 
By 2020, at the latest, Governments, business and stakeholders at all levels have taken steps to 
achieve or have implemented plans for sustainable production and consumption and have kept the 
impacts of use of natural resources well within safe ecological limits.  
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Strategic Goal B: Reduce the direct pressures on biodiversity and promote sustainable use  

 
 

 

Target 5  
 
By 2020, the rate of loss of all natural habitats, including forests, is at least halved and where feasible 
brought close to zero, and degradation and fragmentation is significantly reduced. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Target 6  
 
By 2020 all fish and invertebrate stocks and aquatic plants are managed and harvested sustainably, 
legally and applying ecosystem based approaches, so that overfishing is avoided, recovery plans and 
measures are in place for all depleted species, fisheries have no significant adverse impacts on 
threatened species and vulnerable ecosystems and the impacts of fisheries on stocks, species and 
ecosystems are within safe ecological limits.  

 
 

 
 

 

Target 7  
 
By 2020 areas under agriculture, aquaculture and forestry are managed sustainably, ensuring 
conservation of biodiversity.  
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Target 8  
 
By 2020, pollution, including from excess nutrients, has been brought to levels that are not 
detrimental to ecosystem function and biodiversity.  

 
 

 
 

 

Target 9  
 

By 2020, invasive alien species and pathways are identified and prioritized, priority species are 
controlled or eradicated, and measures are in place to manage pathways to prevent their introduction 
and establishment.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 10 

  
By 2015, the multiple anthropogenic pressures on coral reefs, and other vulnerable ecosystems 
impacted by climate change or ocean acidification are minimized, so as to maintain their integrity and 
functioning.  
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Strategic Goal C: To improve the status of biodiversity by safeguarding ecosystems, species and 

genetic diversity  
 
 
 

 

Target 11 
 
By 2020, at least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water, and 10 per cent of coastal and marine 
areas, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved 
through effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected systems of 
protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and integrated into the wider 
landscapes and seascapes.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 12 
 
By 2020 the extinction of known threatened species has been prevented and their conservation status, 
particularly of those most in decline, has been improved and sustained.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 13  
 
By 2020, the genetic diversity of cultivated plants and farmed and domesticated animals and of wild 
relatives, including other socio-economically as well as culturally valuable species, is maintained, and 
strategies have been developed and implemented for minimizing genetic erosion and safeguarding 
their genetic diversity.  
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Strategic Goal D: Enhance the benefits to all from biodiversity and ecosystem services  

 
 

 

Target 14  
 
By 2020, ecosystems that provide essential services, including services related to water, and 
contribute to health, livelihoods and well-being, are restored and safeguarded, taking into account the 
needs of women, indigenous and local communities, and the poor and vulnerable. 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Target 15 
 
By 2020, ecosystem resilience and the contribution of biodiversity to carbon stocks has been 
enhanced, through conservation and restoration, including restoration of at least 15 per cent of 
degraded ecosystems, thereby contributing to climate change mitigation and adaptation and to 
combating desertification.  

 
 
 
 

 

 

Target 16 
 
By 2015, the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of 
Benefits Arising from their Utilization is in force and operational, consistent with national legislation.  
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Strategic Goal E: Enhance implementation through participatory planning, knowledge 

management and capacity building  

 
 
 

 

Target 17 
 
By 2015 each Party has developed, adopted as a policy instrument, and has commenced implementing 
an effective, participatory and updated national biodiversity strategy and action plan.  

 

 
 
 

 

Target 18  
 
By 2020, the traditional knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities 
relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, and their customary use of biological 
resources, are respected, subject to national legislation and relevant international obligations, and 
fully integrated and reflected in the implementation of the Convention with the full and effective 
participation of indigenous and local communities, at all relevant levels.  

 
 
 
 

 

Target 19 
 
By 2020, knowledge, the science base and technologies relating to biodiversity, its values, 
functioning, status and trends, and the consequences of its loss, are improved, widely shared and 
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transferred, and applied.  
 

 

 
 

 

Target 20 
 
By 2020, at the latest, the mobilization of financial resources for effectively implementing the 
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 from all sources, and in accordance with the consolidated 
and agreed process in the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, should increase substantially from the 
current levels. This target will be subject to changes contingent to resource needs assessments to be 
developed and reported by Parties.  

 
 
 
Aichi Biodiversity Targets  
2010 
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"In September at the turn of this century, the leaders of the world convened at the Millennium 
Assembly of the United Nations.  
 
The Assembly was the culmination of nearly a decade of United Nations summits and conferences to 
address development and poverty.  
 
It was in 2000, however, that the world’s leaders adopted the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration, a commitment to a noble new partnership to drastically reduce poverty worldwide.  
 
All 193 member states of the United Nations and 23 organizations have agreed to achieve a set of 
eight goals by 2015. " 
 
Transparency as Funding for the Millennium Development Goals 
Financial Transparency Coalition 
31 October 2010 
https://financialtransparency.org/transparency-as-funding-for-the-millennium-development-goals/ 
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Cambridge International GCE examination paper insert, 2010: 

 
 
 
 
"GEOGRAPHY 9696/33 

Paper 3 Advanced Human Options October/November 2010 

1 hour 30 minutes 

UNIVERSITY OF CAMBRIDGE INTERNATIONAL EXAMINATIONS 

General Certificate of Education  
Advanced Subsidiary Level and Advanced Level 
 

...The UN Millennium Development Goals, 2000 [!]...." 

 
http://theallpapers.com/papers/CIE/AS_and_ALevel/Geography%20(9696)/9696_w10_in_33.pdf 
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Peter Singer: 
 
 

"What chance do we really have of keeping the promises made in 2000? 

As the Yale philosopher Thomas Pogge has pointed out, the task has been made easier by moving the 
goalposts. Even before 2000, the World Food Summit held in Rome in 1996 pledged to halve the 
number of undernourished people by 2015.  
 
By contrast, the corresponding MDG was to halve the proportion of the world's people who are 
suffering from hunger (as well as of those living in extreme poverty). Because the world's population 
is rising, halving the proportion of people suffering from hunger (and extreme poverty) is not the 
same the same thing as halving the number. 

But worse was to come. When the millennium declaration was rewritten as a set of specific goals," 

 
[MB note: Peter Singer's overall message about Thomas Pogge's points is correct, but the declaration 
already had specific goals.  The evidence from 2000-1 clearly shows several had baselines of 2000.] 

 
 
"the baseline for calculating the proportion to be halved was set not at 2000, but at 1990. That meant 
that progress already made could contribute to the achievement of the goal. And the goal became 
halving "the proportion of people in the developing world", which makes a big difference, because the 
developing world's population is growing faster than the population of the world as a whole." 
 

[MB:  To clarify, MDG1 does not itself mention "developing countries".   
That is, however, the way UN staff report progress.  This particular change does not make a big 
difference: the baseline change generally has much more effect – depending on the country.   But the 
figures are both unreliable and not obviously based on a method which is acceptable to anyone for 
people they actually care about.]  
 

 
"The net effect of all these changes, Pogge calculates, is that, whereas world leaders pledged in 1996 
that by 2015 they would reduce the number of undernourished people to no more than 828 million, 
now they are pledging only to reduce the number in extreme poverty to 1.324 billion."  
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[MB:  They pledged to bring the number of undernourished people to below about 400 million using 
the 1996 baseline of about 800 million.  Singer may mean that the 828 million would be an equivalent 
target for extreme poverty.] 
 

"Since extreme poverty is responsible for about one third of all human deaths, this difference 
effectively means that – if the final promise is actually honoured – each year about 6 million more 
people will die from poverty-related causes than would have died had the original promise made in 
Rome been kept." 
 

[MB note: I am not sure about estimating numbers of people dying from poverty-related causes, since 
it is not clear how much earlier a death has to occur before it is counted.] 
 
 
"We also have a good chance of meeting the target of reducing by half the proportion of people in 
developing countries without safe drinking water"  
 
[! – unknowable, and wrong baseline] 
 

"For now, it looks very much as if, come 2015, the world's leaders will have failed to keep their 
(watered down) promises. That means that they will be responsible for permitting the needless deaths, 
every year, of millions of people." 
 
[While telling billions that they agreed something else.] 
 
Peter Singer 
Moving the millennium development goalposts 
Promises made by world leaders to halve extreme poverty no longer mean the same thing. Just read 
the small print 
2010 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/oct/07/millennium-development-goals-un-poverty  

 
Similar text: 
 
Millennium Development Goals: Broken promises, needless deaths 
The Globe and Mail, Canada 
"Published Thursday, Oct. 07, 2010... 
Last updated Thursday, Aug. 23, 2012..." 
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/millennium-development-goals-broken-promises-needless-
deaths/article1214485/  
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"The General Assembly... 
 
Reaffirming the commitment to implement  
Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21,  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,  
including the time-bound goals and targets,  
and  
the other internationally agreed development goals, including the Millennium Development Goals... 
 
10. Reaffirms the objective of strengthening the implementation of Agenda 21... 
 
11. Also reaffirms the objective of enhancing the participation and the effective involvement of civil 
society and other relevant stakeholders, as well as promoting transparency and broad public 
participation, in the implementation of Agenda 21" 

 
United Nations General Assembly  
Resolution 65/152  
Implementation of Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21  
and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
20 December 2010 
https://rio20.un.org/sites/rio20.un.org/files/a_res_65_152_e_0.pdf 
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"18 Januari 2011 

John [Humphrys]: Hello. Today, we’re going to meet Mark Malloch-Brown, former Head of the 
United Nations Development Programme to talk about poverty.  
 
And the goals, or targets, the United Nations set in the year 2000...will these eight goals be any 
different?  

Mark:.....a hundred and eighty governments meeting at the Millennium General Assembly solemnly 
adopted these simple straightforward eight goals... 
 
[!] 

I’ll either go out with a big gold watch having met the goals or presumably will be driven off into a 
humiliated retirement somewhere." 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/indonesia/mobile/bahasa_inggris/2011/01/101221_ebyr_worldxtra16.shtml   

 

The last sentence above ("met the goals") seems to indicate that what he means by "goals" includes 
the targets for 2015. 

 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have set the benchmark for global development policy 
since 2000." [!] 
 
Claire Melamed and Lucy Scott 
March 2011 
https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/7061.pdf 
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Taxpayers fund "transparency" work that deceives them: 
 
 
"the Millennium Development Goals (2000) [!] set concrete targets" 

Human Rights and Parliaments:  
Handbook for Members and staff 
International Bar Association 
"the global voice of the legal profession" 
The Westminster Consortium for Parliaments and Democracy 
"The generous financial support received from the Department for International Development’s 
Governance and Transparency [!] Fund for this publication is gratefully acknowledged." 
March 2011 
https://www.law.ox.ac.uk/sites/files/oxlaw/human_rights_and_parliaments_handbook.pdf 

 

 
 
 

"In 2000, world leaders committed themselves to a dramatic reduction in child deaths by 2015.  
 
As Save the Children has pointed out, there has been extraordinary progress. More than 4 million 
fewer children died each year than in 1990. However, there is a huge and urgent unfinished agenda 
with regard to the MDGs." 

Lord Chidgey 
Poverty in the Developing World 
House of Lords 
28 April 2011 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/Lords/2011-04-
28/debates/11042876000666/PovertyInTheDevelopingWorld?highlight=%22millennium%20declarati
on%22#contribution-11042876000187 
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"Now in their 23rd year, the One World Media Awards honour ‘the most outstanding media coverage 
of the developing world’ and acknowledge the role journalists, filmmakers, actors and others play in 
raising the profile of some of the world’s most important development challenges.  
 
The event, broadcast live on BBC World News, was hosted by Channel 4’s Jon Snow, with an 
introductory speech from Minister of State for International Development, Alan Duncan. ... 

 
...journalist of the year...was won by Channel 4 News’s Lindsey Hilsum... 
 
The Guardian’s unrivalled Global Development site, winner of the Millennium Development Goals 
award..." 

One World Media Awards 
Indigo Trust 
11 May 2011 
https://indigotrust.org.uk/2011/05/11/one-world-media-awards/ 
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Goals for the poorest countries:   

 

By 2020, water and sanitation for all. 

 

By 2020, beyond "MDG" targets on child and maternal mortality and child nutrition.  

 

By 2020, double the share of poorest countries in ' share of exports.   

 

By 2020, internet access for all. 

 

"overarching goal...is to overcome the structural challenges...in order to...achieve internationally 

agreed development goals..." 

 

Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries 2011-2020 (Istanbul Declaration)    

 

 

 

 

 

Istanbul Declaration* 

 

Renewed and strengthened global partnership for the development of least developed countries 

 
 

 We, the Heads of State and Government and Representatives of the 
States participating in the Fourth United Nations Conference on the 
Least Developed Countries, 

 Gathered here in Istanbul from 9 to 13 May 2011 to reiterate our 
commitment to the collective and shared responsibility to uphold the 
principles of human dignity, equality and equity at all levels,  

 Stressing that the least developed countries continue to confront 
high levels of poverty and hunger, and reaffirming that solidarity and 
partnership with the poorest, weakest and most vulnerable countries and 
their people are not only moral and ethical imperatives, but also 
economic and political ones, which correspond to long-term interests of 
the international community and serve the cause of peace, security and 
prosperity for all,  

 
 *  Adopted at the closing plenary meeting, on 13 May 2011; for the discussion, see chap. IV, 

sect. L, paras. 120-123. 
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 Emphasizing that enhancing good governance at all levels, the rule 
of law, respect for all human rights, including the right to development, 
gender equality, justice for all, democracy and peace and security are 
essential for sustainable development, 

 Underscoring the fact that while each faces specific challenges, all 
least developed countries share much in common, 

 Recognizing the progress made by least developed countries since 
the Third United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries 
held in Brussels in 2001,  

 Recognizing that not all the objectives and goals set in the 
Brussels Programme of Action have been fully achieved and that least 
developed countries remain marginalized in the world economy and 
continue to suffer from extreme poverty, inequality and structural 
weaknesses, 
 

 
 Expressing deep concern that many least developed countries,  
 
particularly those that are affected by conflict and criminal activities 
and transnational organized crime, including piracy, which, among 
other things, can threaten trade routes, and smuggling of and 
trafficking in human beings, narcotic drugs and small arms and light 
weapons, are  
 
lagging behind in the achievement of  
 
the internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals,  
 
and recognizing that these challenges require concerted efforts to 
address them, 
 

 
 Underlining that limited productive capacity and financial 
resources, and weak and poor infrastructure, continue to pose serious 
obstacles to the development efforts of the least developed countries, 

 Reiterating our deep concern that the ongoing impacts of economic 
and financial crisis, combined with volatile energy and food prices, 
problems of food security, rising unemployment and increasing 
challenges posed by climate change, natural disasters and the loss of 
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biodiversity, are threatening the development gains that least developed 
countries made arduously over the years,  

 Recognizing that least developed countries deserve particular 
attention and special and well-targeted support in line with their 
development strategies to address their development needs and specific 
challenges in a coherent manner in trade, investment, finance, including 
official development assistance (ODA), technology and capacity-
building,  

 Expressing our full support for least developed countries’ 
development efforts to achieve people-centred sustainable 
development,  

 Underscoring that least developed countries represent an enormous 
untapped human and natural resource potential, in particular their young 
populations, to contribute to national development, poverty eradication, 
and job creation, as well as global economic growth and welfare, 

 Recognizing the need for enhancing the voice and participation of 
least developed countries in relevant multilateral institutions and 
international forums,  

 
 Emphasizing the importance of the outcomes of all major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related 
fields, including  
 
the Millennium Declaration,  
the Monterrey Consensus of the International Conference on 
Financing for Development,  
the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development (“Johannesburg Plan of Implementation”),  
the Doha Declaration on Financing for Development and  
the outcome document of the High-Level Plenary Meeting on the 
Millennium Development Goals,  
 
which play a vital role in shaping a broad development vision of the 
United Nations and constitute complementary frameworks for the 
development activities of least developed countries,  
 

 
 Having adopted a Programme of Action for the Least Developed 
Countries for the decade 2011-2020,  

  



1254 

Declare that:  
 
1. We collectively commit to finding lasting solutions to the complex and mutually 
exacerbating challenges and problems of the least developed countries.  
 
We are committed to assisting the least developed countries with an overarching goal of 
enabling half of them to meet the criteria for graduation through the eradication of poverty and 
the achievement of accelerated, sustained, inclusive and equitable growth and sustainable 
development.  
 
Thus, we solemnly commit ourselves to implementing this Programme of Action throughout 
the coming decade. 
 
 

Istanbul Declaration 
Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries 
Istanbul, Turkey, 9-13 May 2011 
https://www.un.org/en/conf/ldc/pdf/a-conf.219-7%20report%20of%20the%20conference.pdf  
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Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the decade 2011-
2020  
 

Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries 
Istanbul, Turkey, 9-13 May 2011 
 

 
 
"III. Renewed and strengthened partnership for development  

 Objectives  

 
27.  The overarching goal of the Programme of Action for the decade 2011-2020 is 
to overcome the structural challenges faced by the least developed countries in order 
to eradicate poverty, achieve internationally agreed development goals and enable 
graduation from the least developed country category.  

 
 
28. Guided by the overarching goal, national policies of least developed countries 
and international support measures during the decade will focus on the following 
specific objectives with the aim of enabling half the number of least developed 
countries to meet the criteria for graduation by 2020: ... 

 
 
 
45.  The following goals and targets may be pursued, in accordance with national 
development policies and strategies:  

(a)  Increase significantly the value addition in natural resource-based industries 
paying special attention to employment generation;  

(b)  Diversify local productive and export capability with a focus on dynamic value 
added sectors in agriculture, manufacturing and services;  

(c)  Significantly increase access to telecommunication services and strive to provide 
100 per cent access to the Internet by 2020  ... 

 
 

59.  Policies and measures will be pursued in line with the following targets: 

(a)   Make substantial progress towards eradicating hunger by 2020... 
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60. Actions by the least developed countries and their development partners on 
agriculture will be along the following lines:  

 
 
 
 1. Joint actions 

 
 (a) Promote responsible international investment in agriculture 
and call for all investors to conduct agricultural practices in 
accordance with national legislation, taking into account national 
sovereignty over natural resources, environmental sustainability and 
the importance of promoting the well-being and improving the 
livelihood of the local communities and indigenous people, as 
appropriate; 

 
 (b) Further explore the feasibility, effectiveness and 
administrative modalities of a system of stockholding in dealing with 
humanitarian food emergencies or as a means to limit price volatility; 

 
 (c) Pursue policy options to reduce price volatility, including 
improved information systems for stocks and production, greater 
transparency in commodity markets, and free movement of food 
supplies; 

 
 (d) Fulfil in the Doha Development Agenda the 2005 pledge of 
members of the World Trade Organization to ensure the parallel 
elimination in agriculture of all forms of export subsidies and 
disciplines on all export measures with equivalent effect to be completed 
by the end of 2013. 

 
... 
 
 
63. Policies and measures will be pursued in line with the following goals and targets:  

 ...the aim of doubling the share of least developed countries’ exports in global exports by 2020 
 
 
… 
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75. Policy measures on population and primary health will be pursued in line with the following goals 
and targets:  

 (a) Achieve targets under Millennium Development Goals 4 and 5 by 2015 and, building on these, 
further significantly reduce the infant, under-five and maternal mortality rates and child under-
nutrition by 2020 
 
… 
 
 
Water and sanitation 
 
...86. Policy measures on water and sanitation will be pursued in line with the following goals and 
targets:   

 Halve by 2015, the proportion of people without sustainable access to safe drinking water and basic 
sanitation and strive to provide sustainable access to safe drinking water and basic sanitation to all 
by 2020. 

 
 
87.  Actions by the least developed countries and their development partners on 
water and sanitation will be along the following lines: 

 
1. Action by least developed countries 

 
(a) Develop, mainstream or strengthen, as appropriate, integrated strategies and 
programmes to strive to ensure sustainable access by all to safe drinking water 
and basic sanitation by 2020… 
 
 
 

Gender equality and empowerment of women  

 
88.  Gender equality and the empowerment of women and girls are central to achieving better 
development outcomes, including all the internationally agreed development goals as well as the 
…Millennium Development Goals.”  
 
Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the Decade 2011-2020  
Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries  
Istanbul, Turkey  
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9-13 May 2011 
http://ldc4istanbul.org/uploads/ipoa.pdf  
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"SALIL SHETTY 
SECRETARY GENERAL 

Salil Shetty joined Amnesty International as the organization’s eighth Secretary General in July 2010.  
... 
 
Prior to joining Amnesty International, Salil Shetty was Director of the United Nations 
Millennium Campaign from 2003 to 2010.  
 
During his time at the United Nations (UN), he played a pivotal role in building the global advocacy 
campaign for the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals - eight goals to fight poverty, 
illiteracy and disease, agreed at the UN in September 2000, [!] with specific targets to be achieved by 
2015. 
 
Under his stewardship, the Millennium Campaign succeeded in making donors and developing 
country governments more accountable for meeting their commitments to the Millennium 
Development Goals." [!] 
 
Amnesty International press release 
13 May 2011 
 
 
 
..................... 

 
 
"We want to see UN Women getting things done on the ground, with a clear focus on delivery of the 
Millennium Development Goals." 
 
[Why?  The UK's formal commitments to women included the more ambitious pledges by Tony Blair 
in 2000.   
These were reaffirmed by the UK at the UN in, for example, 2001, 2002, 2005, 2013 and 2015.    
The UK's formal commitments also included those at the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable 
Development in Johannesburg, and at other conferences and summits. 
These have also been reaffirmed by the UK at the UN, and through the EU, in subsequent years right 
up to 2015.] 

Theresa May 
Home Secretary's speech on the launch of UN Women  
16 May 2011 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/home-secretarys-speech-on-the-launch-of-un-women 
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OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) school examination board 
Humanities examination question paper 
General Certificate of Education 
17 May 2011 
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"Shrinking Commitments 

 
Consider the treatment of the hunger problem, under Millennium Development Goal 1.  
 
In the Millennium Declaration of 2000, 191 member states of the UN committed themselves "to halve, 
by the year 2015, the proportion of the world's people...who suffer from hunger."  
 
Some have assumed the idea was to reduce the proportion who are hungry to half what it was in the 
year 2000.  
 
A similar commitment was made at the World Food Summit in 1996, when a commitment was made to 
reducing the number of undernourished people to half their level at that time, 1996, by no later than 
2015.  
 
On this basis, one might imagine that the Millennium people were thinking of 1996 as the baseline 
year.  

However the project actually uses 1990 as the baseline.  
 
Since the proportion of hungry people has been going down until recently, setting the baseline as 
1990 rather than 1996 or 2000 makes it easier to achieve the goal of reducing the proportion by half.  

While the Millennium Declaration of 2000 promised to reduce by half the proportion of the world's 
population that are hungry, the FAO and the Millennium Development Project now focus on the 
percentage of people who are hungry in developing countries.  
 
Since developing countries have higher population growth rates, this makes the goal easier to reach. 
With any given number of hungry people, a growing population means they account for a decreasing 
proportion of the population."  

George Kent 
September 22, 2010 Updated: 25 May 2011 
www.huffingtonpost.com/george-kent/post_901_b_735376.html 

  
 
 
MB: Actually the commitments did not shrink, but have been repeatedly reaffirmed by member states 
in UN resolutions and elsewhere. 
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Written submission to UK House of Lords Economic Affairs Committee, July 2011 
 
Matt Berkley 

 
 
Extracts: 
 
 
"...the World Bank data make no assessment of changing needs due to urbanisation.  
 
Chen and Ravallion, the MDG monitors...looked at rural-urban price differentials, which is 
something else.  
 
One aspect of needs is for accommodation.  
 
Chen and Ravallion say that the surveys do not generally include imputed rent of owner-occupied 
dwellings.  
 
That would seem to imply that people look richer if they pay rent than if they own their home, 
when in fact they are poorer.  
 
Since we might expect such a trend to occur with urbanisation, it would seem unwise to ignore the 
problem."  

 
 
 
 
"...the World Bank has no food price data for the global poor for any year.  
 
Deaton and Dupriez... say that the Asian Development Bank has some mixed results on whether the 
poor pay different prices.  

Even more uncertain are past trends, and correlations with policies or economic conditions.  
 
It is not clear what reason there may be for assuming, as the UK has done, that policies or economic 
conditions were associated with zero price differentials for the poor relative to overall inflation.  
 
What was the effect of compound inflation differentials for the poor with growth, trade or policies? 
Economists do not know.  
 



1263 

So why is there talk about benefits to the poor ?" 
 
 
 
... 
 
"The fact that UK governments have several times misstated the period over which the World Bank 
has reported 500 million people rising out of poverty is odd...bearing in mind the huge budget DFID 
has for research." 
  
"In one 2011 paper, The Engine of Development, DFID has claimed to have figures for poverty 
reduction from the World Bank's World Development Indicators up to 2009, and produced a striking 
graph showing a steep fall, when in reality the WDI 2011 only uses figures up to 2005."  

 

………………………………… 

 

 

 

 

 
Full text is below. 
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Matt Berkley - Written evidence [to UK House of Lords Economic Affairs Committee, July 2011] 
 

Time to end the myth of official poverty measurement?  

 

 
1. Summary and possibilities  

 
1.1 This document relates to the aims of aid, and the provision of technical aid from 
macroeconomists. It explains how macroeconomic evidence on poverty, and the effects of officially 
reported economic activity, policies or aid on it, may be different from what the Committee believes.  

 
 

Problem 1: Defective reasoning in influential studies.  

The UK promotes studies inferring relative economic benefit to the poor from officially reported 
economic activity, trade, policies or aid, based on spending data. The studies use methods clearly far 
inferior to those of Rowntree in the UK's past.  
 
 

They omitted necessary inferential steps, including:  

estimates of data reliability;  
 
price inflation for the poor;  
 
needs assessment;  
 
asset levels;  

debt levels;  
 
and the influence of demographic change on the cross-sectional statistics.  

 
We cannot know what people received or consumed,  
 
or other aspects of their economic welfare,  
 
from these numbers.  
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The UK fails to note the problems.  

 

Complacency may be further eroded by two facts:  
 

a) The financial crisis in rich countries showed inferences from economic activity to wealth 

creation to be irresponsible.  

 
Those inferences led economists to overlook the fact that a large proportion of spending was funded 

by rising debt, not rising wealth.  

 
 
b) MDG indicators for consumption poverty strangely report better progress than other 

indicators, including for hunger.  

 

 
Problem 2: Defective reasoning in aims. Is trying to increase spending by the poor sensible?  

 

Problem 3: Narrow selection of views. The UK repetitively cites the same World Bank author.  

 
Problem 4: Outdated figures. The UK has been citing research from before food price rises.  

 

Problem 5: Impossible statements. The UK has made claims for which there are not even spending 
data, thus exaggerating the recency of studies and reported progress.  
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1.2 Possible solutions: The Committee may wish to consider whether it finds these practices 
acceptable, morally or otherwise.  
 
If members feel unable to endorse the Government's methods as suitable if they were poor 

themselves, they are invited to consider two options:  
 
referring the matter to one or more Parliamentary Committees with an appropriate remit, possibly 
while remaining the lead Committee, or  
 
recommending that the Government and organisations it funds:  

 

i) refrain from publicising unsupported inferences from spending to gain;  

ii) publish revisions to those inferences and to claims based on outdated or no data;  

iii) revise policies and priorities lacking sufficient alternative arguments;  

iv) only pay for social science staff who can explain, and demonstrate, exactly what their 

methods do and do not tell us about real events for real people.  
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2 Introduction  

 

2.1 Matt Berkley lived in Bangladesh in the 1980s for sixteen months to find out more about the 
causes of poverty. He lived for several months with four members of a farming family in a one-room 
village house.  
 
In 2000 he noticed, and began notifying senior academics and officials of, a flaw in economic theory: 
inferring aggregate outcomes without counting how many survived. A suggestion that survival be 
taken into account was subsequently adopted by academics.  
 
In 2003 he notified the Chairman of the Commons Select Committee on International Development of 
several errors in large studies claiming to look at global poverty.  
 
Among the flaws were that the largest macroeconomic policy studies had omitted to look at relevant 
inflation rates for the poor, and that global poverty claims omitted rising costs due to rising 
proportions of adults.  
 
He is not sure whether any tendency to see things from the point of view of the subjects of research 
stems from temperament, attempts at imagination, or experience. He has degrees in classics and 
experimental psychology.  

 

 2.2 This document follows consultation with professors of economics, political science and 
philosophy at the London School of Economics, Cambridge, Princeton, Columbia, Cornell, Texas, 
Harvard, Oxford and other universities; officials in DFID; and officials responsible for Millennium 
Goal monitoring and reporting for the UN Statistics Division, World Bank and FAO.  

 

 2.3 This document relates to the Committee's questions on: how far MDGs should shape allocations; 
what factors determine the effectiveness of aid; how aid effectiveness is monitored; how might the 
UK improve the effectiveness of its development aid.  

 
2.4 The "should" questions might reasonably be taken as referring to a moral aspect, or an 
overarching question:  
 
What would Committee members want as the basis for policy decisions about themselves, if 

they were poor?  
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3 The 2002 Act authorises action likely to benefit people.  

 

 
3.1 The International Development Act is not concerned with increasing the flow of money round 

the system.  
 
Economic growth, income and expenditure are measures of the flow of money, not wealth 

creation.  
 
They are not measures of consumption adequacy.  

(The argument that growth funds tax revenue is separate.) How can the Secretary of State judge from 
economic statistics on spending what is likely to help the poor, without assessment of whether price, 
needs, assets and debts are favourable?  

 
... 
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4 Why are economic MDG indicators statistical outliers?  

 
4.1 According to official statements, progress as been good on extreme consumption poverty, 

and bad on hunger. 11 How can we explain that? 12  

 

 
 
 
4.2 A similar puzzle exists in relation to other needs. If consumption adequacy has been improving at 
such a satisfactory rate, why have other indicators not been on track? 
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5 Is the Committee happy with the aim of reducing the proportion of low spenders?  

 

5.1 "Aid effectiveness is about achieving the most poverty reduction possible for each pound or dollar 
of aid spent." (DFID, 2008) 15  

 

5.2 "Every year, your taxes help 3 million people lift themselves out of grinding poverty around the 
world." (DFID, 2010) 16  

 
Comment: How can DFID know that from the available data?  
 
DFID do not have estimates for  
 
poor people's prices;  
 
needs for food or medicine or rent;  
 
asset levels; or  
 
debt levels;  

 
 
and have not excluded effects of demographic change on the cross-sectional statistics.  
 
A person for whom costs rise faster than income would other things being equal be worse off, not 
better.  
 
DFID cannot know either what people got for their money, or whether consumption adequacy 

improved.  
 
They do not know what these statistics mean for real people.  
 
 

5.3 Some factors influencing your and others' economic welfare:  
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Assets  Debts  Income  

Needs  Prices  Shared assets  

Shared debts  Environmental benefits  Environmental costs  

 
 
5.4 Adam Smith talked about needs, and the inflation rate for the working classes (the “real 
recompence of labour”).  
 
Is the Committee happy about economists and the UK Government saying they can measure 

poverty and recommend policies without looking at either?  
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6 
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Macroeconomic "poverty reduction" is 80% woolly  

 

Statements presented by the Treasury 17, DFID , BIS, and ESRC 18 on a global trend ("500 million 
people rose out of poverty" 19 or "your taxes help lift 3 million a year" 20) what benefits the poor 
("growth accounts for 80 percent") 21 are based on data 22 of unknown reliability 23, 24   

 
adjusted by  

inflation rates of no known relevance to the poor 25, 26, 27  

with  

no assessment of need 28, 29  

and  

no assessment of changes in assets or debts 30  

and taking  

no account of possible confounding influence of demographic change  

  

- perhaps unwise in general, and especially in view of, for example:  

 

Urbanisation 31  

 (may plausibly increase need for rent and transport fares; may be associated with lower land 
ownership so less security)  

 

Sharp food price rises since 2005 32  

 

(So analyses outdated. Why are DFID still citing World Bank figures from 2005?)  

 

Rise in food needs per person 33  

(due to rapid falls in birth rates, including China 1-child policy)  
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Concerns about charges for  
 
water,  

sanitation,  
 
electricity,  

education,  
 
health care  

 

  

Is all spending a sign of added prosperity?  
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6.1 The problem is not just that statements on progress or the relationship between growth and 
poverty are untrustworthy.  
 
The same problems apply to all other conclusions by economists from these methods as to success or 
otherwise of countries, economic conditions (such as trade levels), or policies. The distribution of 
income may or may not be equivalent to the distribution of profit or of economic gains.  

Those relationships are contingent, not necessary.  
 

 
  
6.2 The real risk is not general unreliability but bias.  
 
 
These methods have an obvious risk of bias against  
 
countries,  
times,  
economic conditions  
and/or  
policies  
 
where  
 
people have more security and less need to borrow because of assets;  
 
their debts are low;  
 
they save rather than spending on cigarettes or junk food;  
 
they spend less or nothing on items such as child care, rent or bus fares not because they are poorer 
but because they do not need them.  
 
 
Conversely, the risk of bias is of exaggeration of benefits in countries where people spend more,  
 
irrespective of what they got in return,  
irrespective of whether they needed more for food, rent or commuting, and  
irrespective of whether in the process they have less land or borrow money to buy food.  
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6.3 We might say of an observed correlation between GDP per capita growth (which includes 
spending) and spending per capita among low spenders,  
 
"So what?".  
 
The argument that spending or income or GDP is a reliable proxy for other aspects of welfare - 
which is dubious in any case as an argument from past correlations in times of social and economic 
changes - is dented by both  
 
the unwise assumptions that those things measured prosperity which preceded the 2008 financial 
collapse, and  
 
the fact that the economic MDG indicators are outliers.  

 

 
 6.4 Research on overall correlations does not prove that action to increase one variable will increase 
another.  
 
Cross-country research does not even show a correlation in the past between the variables in any 
particular country.  
 
So simply saying "growth causes x% of poverty reduction" would not be of obvious relevance to any 
particular country even if poverty had been measured, which is plainly not the case.  

 

 

  



1280 

7 Is there transparency in the UK's evidence base?  

 
7.1 The study repeatedly cited in recent years by UK Governments as showing the effect of growth on 
poverty (Kraay, 2006) 34 states, "Average income or consumption is...adjusted for cross-country 
differences in purchasing power parity." In reality the data on the poor are not adjusted for purchasing 
power parity. They cannot be, since there are no relevantly large-scale international estimates of the 
purchasing power of the poor's money.  

 
7.2 Dr Kraay, like the global monitors Chen and Ravallion, said he was looking at "absolute poverty". 
That means physical inadequacy of resources to meet needs. But none of the researchers looked at 

needs.  

 

7.3 Dr Kraay said he was looking at growth rates of incomes.  
 
He was not. Firstly, he was looking at rises in the average, not average rises. The relationship between 
the two depends on demographic factors (see below). Secondly, "income" is an oversimplification of 
what his actual data are - basically the dataset from Chen and Ravallion, who choose spending 
surveys (plus imputed value of own produce consumed) over income.  

Macroeconomists choose spending data because they are "smoother" - less volatile than incomes. 
That may be a defect rather than an advantage, since people may spend  
 
a) money they are earning;  
 
b) money borrowed, or  
 
c) money from sold assets.  
 
 
The implications may be severe, but the macroeconomist can't tell the difference.  

 

7.4 Any representation of the research as relevant to assessing the impact of growth on poverty during 
the Millennium Goal period needs to be considered in the following light:  

a) Dr Kraay's latest data are for 2001 (one country) and 2000 (six countries).  
 
So the amount of data after the Millennium Goals were signed [!] is either zero (because of lag 
between observation and survey compilation) or negligible.  
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b) It is not clear why DFID analysts think that the conclusions hold for the recent past, for the past 
few decades overall, or the future despite the food price rises since 2005.  

 
The fact that UK governments have several times misstated the period over which the World Bank 
has reported 500 million people rising out of poverty 35, 36, 37 is odd (see above footnotes), bearing in 
mind the huge budget DFID has for research.  
 
The mistakes made it look as if there was good progress in a period when in reality food prices were 
soaring. In one 2011 paper, The Engine of Development, DFID has claimed to have figures for 
poverty reduction from the World Bank's World Development Indicators up to 2009, and produced a 
striking graph showing a steep fall, when in reality the WDI 2011 only uses figures up to 2005.  
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8 Has the UK ignored policies unreasonably?  

 

8.1 A previous study by Dollar and Kraay (2000-2) 38 claimed to look at benefits to the poor from 
growth and, among other things, social spending by governments.  
 
It employed similar inferences: from poor people's spending to poor people's profit, and from profit to 
economic gain  
 
- without estimating  
 
data reliability,  
 
relevant prices,  
 
needs,  
 
assets,  
 
debts, or  
 
demographic change.  
 
 
Yet it was not only widely quoted, but also cited by the UK Government as an example of rigorous 
research. 39  
 
Their conclusion that social spending does not disproportionately benefit the poor might be thought 
especially incautious when they did not exclude a likelihood of systematic bias from ignoring the 
factors above.  
 
Why did the authors talk of benefits they could not know?  

 

  

8.2 The World Bank studies could not look at what the money actually bought.  
 
That is necessarily the case since no-one, including the global "purchasing power parity" project (the 
International Comparison Program hosted by the World Bank) has collated prices paid - or sometimes 
at least, not afforded - by the poor. 40  
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In fact we might say that the price of food when people can afford less of it is more important to them, 
whereas a "perfect" annual index would count it as less important because less is bought.  
 
Further, people may buy some food, sell some food and eat some home-grown food, which means 
prices affect even calculations for one family in different ways for different items at different times. 
Real life is complex.  

 

 

8.3 But some things are simple.  
 
A person who understands business finance might say:  

"There is a difference between income and profit, and assets and debts are crucial to understanding 
the economic position of a business."  
 
They might consider the nature of economists' inferences from income to profit, and from profit to 
economic gain, about real families - who in many cases (farmers are an example) are their own 
business.  

 

  

 

8.4 The Prime Minister made that kind of error when he referred to the "bottom line" in relation to 
GDP.  
 
For similar reasons to those in the previous paragraph, GDP does not show the "bottom line" either 
for governments or people, in any sense related to basic concepts of business or personal finance.  
 
Some may think that conventional macroeconomic indicators of progress simply ignore non-monetary 
aspects of well-being.  
 
In reality they do not capture the monetary aspects either. Income is not a welfare statistic. It is a 

social statistic.  
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8.5 These problems go far beyond the UK Government and the World Bank.  
 
Where are the academics who point out that the distribution of income does not tell us what people 
got in return, or whether it was enough to meet needs, or associated with changes in asset or debt 
levels?  
 
If economists had been concerned enough about such problems then perhaps the financial crisis would 
have not occurred in the same way, and perhaps the objective Millennium Goal indicators would be 
doing better.  

 

  

 

 

9 The UK has inferred poverty outcomes without excluding demographic change.  

 

9.1 The China one-child policy, and birth rate falls elsewhere, mean more workers per child.  
 
"Average income rise" is not same thing as "the rise in the average for individuals compared to 

people of their age in the past".  

 

9.2 Cross-sectional trends in averages (of whoever is alive at each of two times) do not measure 
average rises.  
 
Changes in the number or proportion of people on one side of a line do not measure how many 
crossed it. Such inferences depends on assumptions about birth and death rates, and technically 
migration.  

 

9.3 The poor are bad for growth  

Survival rates show the most striking aspect of demographic change on statistics, and how social 
scientists' theory can be inadequate. 41 Perhaps if economists had got this right, Live Aid would never 
have happened, because the rich world would, when looking at the risk of famine, not have been 
looking at possible changes for the economy but possible outcomes for people - and taken the threat 
more seriously to begin with. A similar argument might be made about AIDS.  
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9.4 "03/08/2000 To: jmorduch@princeton.edu... 
 
What strikes me is that in policy debates people look at "reducing poverty" without looking at how 
many people die in the interim. This seems to me the worst flaw in simple economic analysis... if the 
poorest die, the income figures look better... is there any reason for the total mix of a government's 
policies not to be evaluated on the number of deaths among the most-vulnerable?" 42  

 

 

9.5 "11 April 2001 Subj: Economics of survival... 
 
Dear Professor Sachs  
 
I wonder if this of interest to the WHO Commission....if the worst-off die, we are closer to the 
target...To me, no outcome measure is humane unless it takes into account what happened to people 
who started the period but didn't make it to the end.  If the poorest die, the average income of those 
alive at the end of the period will be higher..." 43  

 
 
 

9.6 The global food error  

 
 "Economic statistics on “poverty” in all large-scale studies…ignore the facts that the proportion of 
adults is rising and adults need more food than children. The World Bank’s method for counting the 
global poor suffers from this flaw. Other things being equal, the Bank must have overestimated the 
reduction in the proportion of people living on the original level of per-day consumption considering 
their age and size.  

A dollar a day, even if we knew its value in food terms, would not be an appropriate measure where 
the proportion of children is changing, as now." 44, 45  
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10 Partial answers to Millennium Goal puzzles?  

 
 
10.1 The World Bank failure 46 to use FAO data on rising food needs per capita 47 may provide a 
partial explanation for the discrepancies in reported MDG progress for poverty ("on track") versus 
hunger and some other indicators. 48  

 
10.2 The World Bank failure to take account of other needs, relevant prices, assets or debts, and the 
failures to estimate reliability of the spending data or the effects of demographic change on the 
statistics may provide a further partial explanation.  

 

10.3 Given those flaws, and the discrepancies:  

 
What is the likelihood that the economic data have really been measuring - to the extent that such 
concepts are coherent - either consumption adequacy or overall economic gains?  

It may be wise to discard statistical outliers.  
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11 Concluding remarks  

 
 
11.1 None of the foregoing implies that economists, or others, are unaware of problems.  

But the profession is in a state of indiscipline where baseless inferences are allowed by professional 
organisations, to the extent that peer-reviewed journals accept them.  

 

11.2 It is also evident that DFID did not respond to descriptions of several of these problems given in 
2000, 2001 or 2003, but instead persisted in the inferences.  

 

 

11.3 DFID told the International Development Committee in 2011: "making food affordable to poor 
families is as much about raising people's incomes through broad-based economic growth and the 
creation of jobs as it is about increasing agricultural production." 49  

How can they know that without looking at needs or relevant prices?  

 

11.4 Is "increasing the poor's spending" the new tied aid?  

 

11.5 It is perhaps not unreasonable to suggest that starving people may die even from apparently 
small errors, omissions, or lack of attention to the true basis of particular statistics.  

 
... 
 

11.7 In what way do such methods honour the ideal, of the person commemorated by the Millennium, 
of treating others as oneself?  
 
I am not a Christian, but I wonder if there are Christians who know the detail of the indicators and 
consider them to be in line with their faith.  
 
If a person would not use a method of social science on themselves in a similar situation, the method 
is necessarily invalid for other people.  
 
If scientists and governments cannot justify claims which form an important basis of policies, leaving 
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the situation in place is not desirable for taxpayers or those for whose benefit the policies are 
intended.  

  

 

11.8 Perhaps the global food price crisis might have been mitigated - and deaths averted - if 
(leaving aside economists' inclusion of speculators' parasitic activities in aggregations of countries' 
"product" or "output") those in charge of monitoring the progress of the poorest had considered 

relevant food prices and needs before speaking of absolute poverty trends.  

 
  

11.9 This submission does not deal with wider issues about the quality of life or its relationship to 
economic considerations. However, the author considers those issues important. This is the Economic 
Affairs Committee, and the inquiry is about the role of UK aid which is with few exceptions legally 
bound to what seems likely to benefit people.  
 
The evidence for the influence of economic growth - which measures neither wealth creation nor the 
amount of productive or sustainable work done - on the poorest is not what it has been presented to 
be.  

  

 

11.10 There is arguably little point in gathering more statistics if existing statistics are misused.  
 
Statistics on survival rates are needed to find out what happened to people;  
 
they are needed in order to interpret economic statistics;  
 
they are less prone to misinterpretation than money data, which are already very complex and 
expensive to produce, and still inadequate.  
 
It may therefore seem wise to prioritise survival as one aim of progress.  

 

  

11.11 A problem with making economic statistics more representative of real life (apart from the even 
greater expense on experts and data collection) would be: the more complexity, the less 

transparency.  
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Surveys on spending already ask dozens of questions and have difficult problems about comparison of  
 
nutritional value of different diets,  
 
quality of nominally identical products,  
 
faulty memories of people for what they bought over a certain period,  
 
lack of cooperation by rich people,  
 
lack of ability to trace the destitute,  
 
and so on.  

 

 

Poverty measurement makes sense until you think about it.  

 
 

11.12 DFID's claim about how many people UK aid helps lift across a poverty line is based on the 
same problematic methods. How is basing policies on these methods more prudent than the 

methods for assessing prosperity which led to the financial crisis?  

 
 
11.13 We might also ask - if money data is a reliable proxy for other things we value, then are the 

money data needed?  
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Notes in written submission to Economic Affairs Committee 

 

[Note numbers are as they appear in the Committee's document containing other submissions.] 

 

 

 

11 UN MDG Report 2011. 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/(2011_E)%20MDG%20Report%202011_Book%20LR.pdf   

 

 

12 "Hunger is a direct consequence of poverty. Poor households spend the large majority of their 
disposable income on food or depend on food they grow themselves." http://www.dfid.gov.uk/Global-
Issues/Emerging-policy/Wealth-creation-private-sector/?tab=2  

 

13 The surveys are described as including the imputed value of own produce consumed. A similar 
problem applies here as in the case of transactions.  
 
 

14 While the World Bank has issued some statements about impact of national food price rises on 
poverty in recent years, data for poor people's food prices were not compiled for any year.  
 

 

15 Memorandum submitted by the DFID on behalf of the UK Government. Co-Ordination For Aid 
Effectiveness Inquiry.  
House of Commons International Development Select Committee. Written Evidence, 2008.  
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmselect/cmintdev/520/520we02.htm     

 
 

16 http://www.dfid.gov.uk/Media-Room/Features/2010/Why-we-give-aid-to-developing-countries/   

 
 
17 "...more than 80 per cent of poverty reduction is accounted for by long term growth in average 
incomes."  
No evidence supplied. HM Treasury, 2010. Spending Review. Cm 7942. http://cdn.hm-
treasury.gov.uk/sr2010_completereport.pdf .  
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18 "A programme of research on economic growth is being commissioned for several reasons. Firstly, 
a growing body of empirical work highlights the importance of economic growth for poverty 
reduction, with important implications for progress towards the Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs)... Kraay (2006) concludes that growth in average incomes accounts for approximately 80% 
of absolute poverty reduction in the long-run." DFID/ESRC 2011.  
Growth Programme Specification of call for applications. 
http://www.esrc.ac.uk/_images/DFID_growth_spec_tcm8-15017.pdf   
 
 

 

19 These claims usually come from Chen, S., Ravallion, M., 2009, "The developing world is poorer 
than we thought, but no less successful in the fight against poverty". Working Paper 4703.  
Chen and Ravallion devised and monitor MDG1 economic indicators.  

http://www.wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2010/01/21/000158349_20100
121133109/Rendered/PDF/WPS4703.pdf  
  
 

20 "How do we calculate we lift three million out of poverty every year?...Economic evidence about 
the effect of aid on growth and of growth on poverty means we can estimate the number of people in 
each country that DFID pulls out of poverty....These estimates are based on the Collier and Dollar 
poverty models which have been influential in allocation decisions of other bilateral and multilateral 
organisations...." Supplementary memorandum submitted by the Department for International 
Development, Letter from Shahid Malik MP, Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, 2008. House of 
Commons International Development Committee. Written Evidence.  

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmselect/cmintdev/520/520we03.htm   

It will not surprise Committee members that Collier and Dollar did not use information on poor 
people's prices, or needs, or assets, or debts, or data reliability, or demographic change.  
 
 

 

21 See also http://www.theigc.org/partner/department-international-development  :  
"It is estimated that over the last 18 years, growth has lifted 500 million people out of poverty 
(accounting for 80% of poverty reduction)" .  
 
The International Growth Centre is funded by DFID and based at the LSE and Oxford. The 18-year 
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period appears to be a mistake, as is the 15 years mentioned by BIS and DFID (above).  
 
 

 

22 The surveys are on consumption expenditure plus own produce consumed, and where those are 
unavailable, the surveys are on income. Chen and Ravallion state, "When there is a choice we use 
consumption in preference to income". (2009, as above).  

 
 

23 James Galbraith of Texas (emails to this author, 2003) has characterised it as unreliable. Anthony 
Atkinson of Oxford and Brandolini of the Bank of Italy said "...we are not convinced that at present it 
is possible to use secondary data-sets safely without some knowledge of the underlying sources; and 
we caution strongly against mechanical use of such data-sets." (2000). 
http://economics.ouls.ox.ac.uk/12713/1/tema_379_00.pdf   

 
 
24 The World Bank's own evaluator, Daron Acemoglu, wrote of the Dollar and Kraay paper on growth 
and poverty:  

"Cross-country inequality data are computed in a very suspect manner, and I find them generally 
unreliable", as well as "the regression methodology... may bias the results toward finding the 
conclusions that the authors do find."  

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEC/Resources/84797-1109362238001/726454-
1164121166494/3182920-1164133928090/Daron-Acemoglu.pdf   

 
 
 

25 "Price indexes are weighted averages of prices, and both weights and prices could be wrong."  

Deaton, A. and Dupriez, O. [Princeton and World Bank respectively] 2009. Purchasing power parity 
exchange rates for the global poor.  
These two authors looked at reweighting the 2005 prices for the purchasing patterns of people at the 
poverty line, but not people below it and not for previous years, and not for prices that poor people 
paid for those goods or services.  

http://www.princeton.edu/~deaton/downloads/Purchasing_power_parity_exchange_rates_for_global_
poor_Nov11.pdf   
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26 Srinivasan, T.N., 2001. "Comment on 'Counting the World’s Poor' by Angus Deaton", World Bank 
Research Observer.  

 
 
27 
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/DATASTATISTICS/ICPEXT/0,,contentMDK:2097
5195~pagePK:60002244~piPK:62002388~theSitePK:270065,00.html    
 
 
 
28 Prices x need = necessary cost. Consumption level, even if known via prices, would not tell us 
consumption adequacy.  

Many people confuse price inflation with the cost of living, ie of buying enough to meet needs.  
 
 

29 Reddy and Pogge, "How not to count the poor", 2009 (www.socialanalysis.org) deals with fact that 
the global poverty claims fail to look at costs to the poor.  
 
The problems also apply to studies making claims, from basically the same data, about effects of 
policies and/or economic conditions on the poor.  
 
 

30 Assets and debts are simply omitted in these claims on "poverty". This is evident from all 
economists' claims about consumption poverty - it is a restrictive concept. The same applies to all 
studies nominally of the distribution of income (in practice often spending). The poorest are not 

those with nothing, but those who cannot pay debts.  
 
 
 

31 As above: the World Bank data make no assessment of changing needs due to urbanisation. 
Chen and Ravallion, the MDG monitors (2009, above), looked at rural-urban price differentials, 
which is something else. One aspect of needs is for accommodation. Chen and Ravallion say that the 
surveys do not generally include imputed rent of owner-occupied dwellings. That would seem to 
imply that people look richer if they pay rent than if they own their home, when in fact they are 
poorer. Since we might expect such a trend to occur with urbanisation, it would seem unwise to 
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ignore the problem.  
 
 

32 The UN MDG Report 2011 (above) still says the World Bank estimates that the target will be met. 
That is despite the food price rises and the fact that the World Bank has no food price data for the 
global poor for any year. Deaton and Dupriez (above) say that the Asian Development Bank has some 
mixed results on whether the poor pay different prices.  

Even more uncertain are past trends, and correlations with policies or economic conditions.  
 
It is not clear what reason there may be for assuming, as the UK has done, that policies or economic 
conditions were associated with zero price differentials for the poor relative to overall inflation.  
 
What was the effect of compound inflation differentials for the poor with growth, trade or policies?  
 
Economists do not know.  
 
So why is there talk about benefits to the poor ?  
 
 

 

33 See "The global food error" below.  

 
 

34 Kraay, A. (World Bank), 2006. When is growth pro-poor? Journal of Development Economics 80 
(2006) 198– 227.  

Cited by BIS, DFID, DFID/ESRC, the International Growth Centre on their DFID page, and 
apparently the Treasury.  

 

 

35 "We know that economic growth is the most powerful instrument for reducing poverty and 
improving the quality of life in developing countries. Kray (2006) tells us that 80% of poverty 
reduction is due to growth in average incomes ....Cross-country research and country case studies 
provide evidence that rapid and sustained growth is critical to making faster progress towards the 
Millennium Development Goals – and not just the first goal of halving the global proportion of people 
living on less than $1 a day. ". DFID Private Sector Department Operational Plan 2011-2015. May 
2011.  
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http://www.dfid.gov.uk/Documents/publications1/op/priv-sect-dept-2011.pdf   

 

 

36 "Growth accounts for approximately 80% of the poverty reduction that has, over the last 15 years 
(sic - the World Bank researchers Chen and Ravallion (2009) say 1981-2005, not 1993-2008), lifted 
500 million people around the world above the poverty line (sic - not a poverty line)."  
 
Memorandum submitted by the DFID on behalf of the UK Government. Co-Ordination For Aid 
Effectiveness Inquiry. House of Commons International Development Select Committee. Written 
Evidence, 2008. 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200708/cmselect/cmintdev/520/520we02.htm    
 

 

 

37 "Growth accounts for approximately 80% of poverty reduction which has lifted 500 million people 
over the poverty line over the past 15 years (sic) ".  
 
BIS. Trade Policy Unit web page, undated. http://www.bis.gov.uk/policies/trade-policy-unit   
 

 
 

38 "Growth is good for the poor", 2000, 2001 World Bank working paper; Journal of Economic 
Growth, 2002.  
 

 

39 Performance and Innovation Unit report "Adding it Up", Cabinet Office, 2000.  

 
 

40 International Comparison Program, 2006. "Harmonizing ICP and HES Data to Calculate PPPs for 
the Poor". ICP News Volume 3, No. 1. 
http://www.eclac.org/deype/noticias/proyectos/5/14465/news_icpv3_01.pdf   
 
Deaton and Dupriez (2009, above): "we make no attempt to use separate prices for the poor....in some 
countries and for some goods, the ICP prices may reflect....the prices of international goods in a few 
high-priced stores in the capital patronized by the rich and by expatriates."  
 
A second problem is that among the poor, spending patterns may be different at different levels of 
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spending. A larger problem may be that they did not look at needs.  
 
 

 

41 Berkley, M. Document 16 October 2001.  
Note of email sent to Andrew Smith MP, 15 October 2001.  
Mr Smith forwarded the email to Clare Short MP, Secretary of State for International Development 
and Britain’s Governor of the World Bank.  

 
 

42 http://www.mattberkley.com/morduch.htm   

 
 
 
43 www.mattberkley.com/survival.htm   
 
 

 

44 Letter from Matt Berkley to the Chairman of the House of Commons Select Committee on 
International Development, 25 June 2003. Emphasis added.  
The Chairman forwarded the letter to DFID for a response; Hilary Benn MP as Minister of State in 
charge of Millennium Goal matters replied to the Chairman without mentioning the food problem.  
 
Gordon Brown, Chancellor of the Exchequer, Chairman of the IMF policy committee and UK 
alternate governor at the World Bank, was informed of the food problem in person in 2003.  
 
Letter quoted in "Benn and UN experts differ on global food needs", 2006. 
http://www.mattberkley.com/Bennglobalfooderror.htm  .  
Note: Sometimes birth rates will have fallen while life length increases. The idea of working out a 
"level" of human welfare is not without complications.  

 
 
 
45 Berkley, M., 2003. "Discoverer of global poverty error calls for statistics on survival". Addis 
Tribune.  

http://web.archive.org/web/20070223160812/http:/www.addistribune.com/Archives/2003/11/28-11-
03/Discoverer.htm   
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46 Chen and Ravallion, 2009.  

 
 
47 Naiken, L., 2003, FAO methodology for estimating the prevalence of undernourishment.  

http://www.fao.org/docrep/005/Y4249E/y4249e06.htm    

 
 
48 UN MDG Report 2011. 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/(2011_E)%20MDG%20Report%202011_Book%20LR.pdf   

 
 

49 The 2010 Millennium Development Goals Review Summit:  
Government Response to the Committee's Second Report of Session 2010-11 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201012/cmselect/cmintdev/959/95904.htm    

 

 
[end of submission to the Committee] 
 
Matt Berkley 
Time to end the myth of official poverty measurement? 
Submission to House of Lords Economic Affairs Committee 
July 2011 
https://www.parliament.uk/documents/lords-committees/economic-
affairs/DevelopmentAid/FINALevidencevolumedevaid.pdf 
 
http://www.mattberkley.com/MattBerkleytoEconaffairscttee.doc  
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"Reaffirming [the UK's] commitment to the Millennium Declaration (2000) and the Programme of 
Action of the International Conference on Population and Development (1994) by empowering 
women through universal access to education, family planning and reproductive health services will 
ensure:.. 
. 
Reduced Maternal and Infant Mortality & Morbidity rates... 
 
It is time for us to stand up and fight for women's rights..." 

 
[But not time for MPs to stand up for women's right to the truth about what leaders promised them?] 
 
 
UK All Party Parliamentary Group on Population, Development and Reproductive Health 
Written evidence to the House of Commons Environmental Audit Committee 
3 August 2011 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201012/cmselect/cmenvaud/1026/1026vw28.htm 

  
 

 

 

[As usual, emphasis added later:] 

 
 
"Matt Berkley...August 31, 2011 at 10:15 am 

[to Duncan Green, Oxfam]...perhaps I am mistaken, but you seem to be saying that spending statistics 
provide absolute measures of poverty. 

May I ask if you see any risks to the poor from that approach? 

 
 
Duncan...August 31, 2011 at 10:52 am 

Sorry Matt cd you clarify? Do you mean using consumption measures of poverty is risky? 
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Matt Berkley...August 31, 2011 at 1:49 pm 

 
I am talking about consumption expenditure rather than consumption. 

I am not sure that it would be true to say that there are any consumption measures of poverty – in the 
ordinary meaning of the word ‘consumption’ – which are commonly discussed in an international 
context. 
 
The World Bank global estimates are from surveys on consumption expenditure (or where that is 
unavailable, income) and imputed value of self-produced consumption. 

I question the appropriateness of the abbreviation ‘consumption’ both among economists and for a 
wider readership, including politicians. 

In reality no-one can know from the spending numbers 

a) what people consumed, or 

b) whether it was enough to meet needs. 

 
It may be that macroeconomists are, without describing their method, using other information to infer 
that prices for the poor, and needs, did not differ significantly across the time periods, countries, 
policies, economic conditions or whatever it is that they are comparing. 

But such inferences need to be explicit.  
 
Otherwise it is not clear why the economist is talking about benefits, or poverty, rather than about 
what the surveys are actually on.  
 
I don’t know what has happened to poor people’s prices, for instance, in terms of correlations with 
GDP per capita, or trade volume, or social spending. 

The FAO, unsurprisingly, use the word “consumption” in relation to what people consume, rather 
than in relation to spending. 

Once we use the more accurate word ‘spending’, it may become clearer what is being looked at. 

Economists have not collated either prices or needs for the poor over the last few decades, and so 
cannot know what people could afford, either with what they spent or with what they earned. 

To answer a slightly different question – do I mean using what are called consumption expenditure 
measures of poverty is risky? – the answer is yes, for more reasons than those. 

I have written about similar matters in a submission to the House of Lords Economic Affairs 
Committee inquiry on development aid: 
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http://www.mattberkley.com/MattBerkleytoEconaffairscttee.doc  

 
 

Martin Ravallion ....August 31, 2011 at 3:37 pm 

 
Reply to Matt Berkeley from Martin Ravallion 
 

As is made clear in the source papers for Duncan’s blog post, all the data on consumption 
expenditures we have used are deflated to allow for inflation (in making comparisons over time) and 
for differences in prices between countries (in making international comparisons).  
Of course the data are rarely ideal. But it is not correct to imply that prices are ignored." [!] 
 
 
[Ravallion is arguing against a point which I clearly did not "imply".    
No-one implied the World Bank was ignoring inflation completely.  
I in fact specifically said "prices for the poor" and "needs for the poor". 
It is odd if he did not recognise the point he was very familiar with from his debate with Reddy and 
Pogge.] 
 
 
"These are all real [!] values."   

 
[MB:  Liable to mislead.  Dr Ravallion does not have prices faced by the poor.   
So the phrase "real values" is, in the context of an internet post on a charity website, misleading. 
It is not exactly scientific.  
He avoids any discussion of whether or how poor people's needs changed. 
 
See note below] 
 

Comments on: 
Oxfam blog 
We measure relative poverty in rich countries; absolute poverty [!] in poor ones – what if we combine 
them? 
From Poverty to Power 
August 2011 
https://oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/we-measure-relative-poverty-in-rich-countries-absolute-poverty-in-poor-
ones-what-if-we-combine-them/  
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Let's compare Dr Ravallion's answer about prices to what I actually wrote.  I had in fact written about 
poor people's prices and needs: 
 
 
"In reality no-one can know from the spending numbers 
 
a) what people consumed, or 
 
b) whether it was enough to meet needs. 
 

...It may be that macroeconomists are...using other information to infer that prices for the poor, and 
needs, did not differ significantly across the time periods, countries, policies, economic conditions or 
whatever it is that they are comparing. 

    But such inferences need to be explicit. Otherwise it is not clear why the economist is talking about 
benefits, or poverty, rather than about what the surveys are actually on.  
 
Economists have not collated either prices or needs for the poor over the last few decades". 
 
 

...................................... 

 

 

 
 
"The Millennium Declaration is the strategic framework for German development co-operation." 

Policy changes in DAC members’ development co-operation  
OECD  
2011 
http://www.oecd.org/dac/peer-reviews/47368129.pdf  
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BBC misleads in many languages: 
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"The MDG´s were set in 2000 ..." 
 
Hans Rosling 
17 September 2011 
http://www.gapminder.org/news/tanzania-fast-drop-in-child-mortality/  
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Pearson Edexcel: 
 
- tells school students and teachers the wrong baselines for the World Food Summit and Millennium 
pledges;  
 
- wrongly claims that the MDGs were set at the Millennium Summit  
 
- and oddly, that the aim was to eradicate extreme poverty and hunger by 2015.   
 
The official figures are for severe, chronic undernourishment, not just undernourishment: 
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"(MDGs) …were agreed upon at the UN Millennium Summit" 
 
 
Edexcel GCE AS in Global Development 
Sample assessment material, 2011 
For first examination 2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"The “tragedy” is that we were happily publishing GDP statistics and growth figures for Ghana over 
the last decades, when in fact the national accounts were understating GDP by 62 percent. 

GDP statistics are actually not that bad when compared with poverty statistics." 

Africa’s statistical tragedy 
Shanta Devarajan 
World Bank 
6 October 2011 
http://blogs.worldbank.org/africacan/africa-s-statistical-tragedy  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 "The MDGs were informally endorsed at the UN Conference on International Financing for 
Development at Monterrey in 2002" 

[? -  Sumner and Melamed may be confused - see speeches and text from Monterrey in this document.   
Nations expressed their intention to work on the goals of the Millennium Declaration.] 
 
 
 
"and it was there that funding commitments started be made on the basis of the MDGs." 
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[Not officially, if the outcome document is a guide.  Nations in fact called for publicity on the 
Declaration.]  

 
 
"The [Millennium] Declaration has a longer and higher set of aspirations," 

[MB: "Aspirations" may mislead.  The authors here omit the fact that the Declaration made specific 
time-bound commitments.] 
 
 
"and should not be confused with the very specific and time-bound set of indicators which comprise 
the 8 MDGs and 21 targets through with progress towards the Declaration is to be measured. ..." 
 
[MB: Sumner and Melamed mislead in claiming a contrast between Declaration "aspirations" and 
MDG "specific...time-bound...indicators"]   
 

"As late as 2005, in the build up to the World Summit, the government of the United States argued for 
removing the references to the MDGs in the draft Summit Outcome Document, with the rationale that 
they had never been agreed (although they were eventually persuaded to retain them). [? – see 
below.]  The final 2005 World Summit Outcome document reaffirms the UN Millennium Declaration 
on the first page, but only begrudgingly recognizes the MDGs [? - see below] in paragraph 
seventeen" 
 
Andy Sumner and Claire Melamed  
October 2011 
Published by Overseas Development Institute and United Nations Development Programme  
www.odi.org/resources/docs/7369.pdf 

 
 
[MB:  Although the 2005 summit document uses the phrase "MDGs", the US repeatedly insisted this 
meant the goals in the Declaration.   
 
In any case, its language is strange, referring to goals in the Declaration known as MDGs. 
 
So it is not clear that Sumner and Melamed's' statements about the US being persuaded, and the 2005 
Summit document recognising the MDGs, are correct.   
 
George W. Bush did give the impression that he was committed to the civil servants' "MDGs" in his 
September 14 2005 speech at the UN - at least, to those who were not aware of the insistence by other 
US representatives that "MDGs" meant the Declaration goals.    
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But in any case any such commitment to easier MDG targets is redundant in practice, since states 
reaffirmed the more ambitious pledges, as the General Assembly did repeatedly in 2001-13.  Bush 
could only commit to more, not less, than what his government had agreed and would agree in formal 
resolutions at the General Assembly.] 
 

 
 
 
 
"The MDGs were endorsed by multilateral development banks, among others, at the International 
Conference on Financing for Development in Monterrey in March, 2002." 

http://www.oecd.org/derec/adb/ADB_supportforAchievingMDG_Post2015.pdf . 

 
MB:  Maybe, but not relevant to the actual Monterrey document agreed by member states.   
 
At that conference, basically the civil servants talked about MDGs, and the national leaders didn't. 

  

 

 

 
"The event was extremely well attended, demonstrating the commitment of parliamentarians to 
realising the Millennium Declaration..." 

International parliamentary conference on the Millennium Development Goals 
2011 
http://www.parliament.uk/mps-lords-and-offices/offices/bicameral/cpa-
home/programmes/conferences/international-parliamentary-conference-on-the-millennium-
development-goals/footballers-and-parliamentarians-join-to-score-a-millennium-development-goal/ 

  

So why did they not carry out the part in the Millennium Declaration about following up its promises? 
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"Providing the closing statements at the conference, attended by over 100 participants from both 
Commonwealth and non-Commonwealth nations, the Speaker of the House of Commons, Rt Hon John 
Bercow, highlighted his previous work on the international development select committee." 

Millennium Development Goals: 'It's in your hands' 
PoliticsHome.com 
5 December 2011 
https://www.politicshome.com/opinion/commonwealth-parliamentary-association/67636/millennium-
development-goals-its-your-hands 
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UNIVERSITY OF CAMBRIDGE INTERNATIONAL EXAMINATIONS  

General Certificate of Education  
Advanced Subsidiary Level  

GLOBAL PERSPECTIVES 8987/01  
Paper 1 Written For Examination from 2012  
SPECIMEN RESOURCE BOOKLET INSERT  
1 hour 30 minutes  

… 
 
Document 2  

 
Global poverty  

Are we nearly there yet?  

Adapted from The Economist, print edition, 5 July 2007  

Mid-way through the UN’s drive against poverty remains half crusade and half charade.  

Make poverty history is a compelling slogan. Halve it by 2015, in contrast, is a measurable 
commitment. That is the logic behind the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), targets in the 
struggle against global deprivation, disease and illiteracy, set by leaders at the United Nations in 

2000. [!] 

 
© UCLES 2011 8987/01/SI/12 
 
Cambridge International Examinations 
For examination from 2012 
http://www.cie.org.uk/images/129146-paper-1-specimen-paper-insert.pdf  
 
 
MB: I saw nothing indicating that this specimen paper was not still presented as current in 2017. 
 
Even if not, it is still the case that specimen papers, like old exam papers, with errors may be used by 
students, teachers, markers or others for learning purposes – unless the examination board warns 
them. 
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School examination board misleads those marking the papers 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals…emerged from the eight chapters of the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration" 
 
 
Correction:  "emerged from the OECD's International Development Goals and paragraph 19 of the 
Millennium Declaration's 31 paragraphs"? 
 
 
"The UN Millennium Declaration established 2015 as the target date for achieving most of the 
MDGs, with 1990 generally used as a baseline."    [!] 

 
AQA Mark Scheme 
General Certificate of Education (A-level)  
Geography GEOG3 
January 2012  
http://www.dls-
departments.co.uk/revision/2%20Exams%20External%20GCSE%20and%20A%20Level/A2%20Past
%20Papers/Geography%20Past%20Papers/AQA-GEOG3-W-MS-JAN12.pdf 
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A Level Humanities Sample Scheme of Work  
G101 Theme 4 
Version 1  
OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) examination board 
Material current in 2017?   
February 2012 

http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/75812-unit-g101-theme-4-scheme-of-work.doc 
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Strange that the author of an article claiming to look at this question managed the month after 
mentioning it to significantly overstate the thoroughness of his former colleagues at the World Bank: 
 
 

 

 

 
Strange that the team giving this advice managed the next week to abandon its usual practice of 
challenging statistical claims for its edition on the "vital goal" on extreme poverty, saying on 3 March 
2012 "there we are, the target's been met" after broadcasting a fictional account of World Bank 
economists gathering data on prices faced by the poorest – the claims are based on surveys: 
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BBC World Service "scrutiny" of a "vital goal" by an ex-World Bank economist and future 

World Bank conference chair and speaker  

 

largely reflected the World Bank's own public relations material;   

 

the programme gave what was a fictional account of the World Bank "poverty" research 

method, painting the researchers in a flattering light;   

 

ignored problems noted in the researchers' own methodology paper;  

 

presented in some ways a more lenient "scrutiny" even than the PR material, and  

 

largely ignored the huge controversy outside the World Bank over whether the claims make 

sense  

 

– after consulting a ludicrous mix of World Bank and ex-World Bank economists. 

 

 

 
"World Bank Sees Progress Against Extreme Poverty, But Flags Vulnerabilities 

 

 Available in: �������, Français, 日本語, Español, 中文
 

 

 

Press Release No:2012/297/DEC 

 

WASHINGTON, February 29, 2012—In every region of the developing world, the percentage of people 

living on less than $1.25 a day and the number of poor declined between 2005-2008," 

 

 

 

[MB: The World Bank quietly dropped that claim, instead claiming the next year that the number had increased 

in Africa.   The first claim was publicised much more than the second.] 

 

 

 

"according to estimates released today by the World Bank.  This across-the-board reduction over a three-year 

monitoring cycle marks a first since the Bank began monitoring extreme poverty. 
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 An estimated 1.29 billion people in 2008 lived below $1.25 a day, equivalent to 22 percent of the population of 

the developing world.  

In fact, preliminary survey-based estimates for 2010—based on a smaller sample size than in the global 

update—indicate that the $1.25 a day poverty rate had fallen to under half of its 1990 value by 2010.  This 

would mean that the first Millennium Development Goal [!] of halving extreme poverty from its 1990 level has 

been achieved before the 2015 deadline. 

  

“The developing world as a whole has made considerable progress in fighting extreme poverty, but the 663 

million people who moved above the poverty lines typical of the poorest countries are still poor by the 

standards of middle- and high-income countries. This bunching up just above the extreme poverty line is 

indicative of the vulnerability facing a great many poor people in the world. And at the current rate of progress, 

around 1 billion people would still live in extreme poverty in 2015.” says Martin Ravallion, director of the 

Bank’s Research Group and leader of the team that produced the numbers. 

 The $1.25 poverty line is the average for the world’s poorest 10 to 20 countries.  A higher line of $2 a day (the 

median poverty line for developing countries) reveals less progress versus $1.25 a day.  Indeed, there was 

only a modest drop in the number of people living below $2 per day between 1981 and 2008, from 2.59 billion 

to 2.47 billion, though falling more sharply since 1999.  

 "Having 22 percent of people in developing countries still living on less than $1.25 a day and 43 percent with 

less than $2 a day is intolerable.  We need to increase our efforts.  On the policy and program side, we need to 

continue attacking poverty on many fronts, from creating more and better jobs, to delivering better educational 

and health services and basic infrastructure, to protecting the vulnerable. And on the measurement side, 

countries need to expand data collection and strengthen statistical capacity, particularly in low-income 

countries,” says Jaime Saavedra, director of the World Bank’s Poverty Reduction and Equity Group.  

  

The public can access all statistics underlying the new international estimates via the online tool, 

PovcalNet http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet. The site also provides estimates more recent than 2008. 

 “PovcalNet is the Bank’s interactive Open Data tool for poverty and inequality measurement. With PovcalNet, 

users get access to the data and can replicate the Bank’s estimates or calculate poverty rates using any 

poverty line or country groupings they like,” says Shaohua Chen, Senior Statistician in the Bank’s 

Research Group. 

 The World Bank’s methodology is based on consumption and income, adjusted for inflation within countries 

and for purchasing power differences across countries.    

 ...      

In the developing world outside China, the extreme-poverty rate was 25 percent in 2008, down from 41 

percent in 1981. The number of people living in extreme poverty, however, was about the same in 2008 as 

1981 at around 1.1 billion, after rising in the 1980s and 1990s and falling since 1999. 

 

... 

 

Sub-Saharan Africa: For the first time since 1981, less than half of its population (47 percent) lived below 
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$1.25 a day. The rate was 51 percent in 1981. The $1.25-a-day poverty rate in SSA has fallen 10 percentage 

points since 1999. 9 million fewer people living below $1.25 a day in 2008 than 2005" 

 
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/NEWS/0,,contentMDK:23130032~pagePK:34370~
piPK:34424~theSitePK:4607,00.html 
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"New Estimates Reveal Drop In Extreme Poverty 2005-2010 
 

 

  

 Available in: Español, Français, 中文, ������� 
 

 

 

 

Extreme Poverty Dropped in Developing Countries, But Challenges Remain. 

R e l a t e d  C o n t e n t  

Press Release 

• World Bank Sees Progress Against Extreme Poverty, But Flags Vulnerabilities  

 
Resources 

• Video 
• Poverty Data Portal 
• PovcalNet: Online Poverty Analysis Tool 
• Summary of the 2012 Global Poverty Update 
• Paper: The Developing World is Poorer Than we Thought, But No Less Successful in the 

Fight Against Poverty 

• Extreme poverty eased in all six developing regions from 2005 to 2008, and probably 2010 
 

• About 1.29 billion people lived in extreme poverty in 2008 
 

• Poverty reduction remains uneven across the globe 
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Feb. 29, 2012 – The number of people in extreme poverty and the poverty rate declined in every 
region of the developing world during 2005-2008, the first time it ever happened over a three-year 
monitoring cycle since the World Bank started tracking extreme poverty. 
 
[Again, the World Bank dropped that claim.] 
 
...the developing world without China tells a more mixed story: The total poverty count in all other 
developing countries was around 1.1 billion people in 2008, roughly the same as in 1981, though the 
number had risen and then fallen since 1999. Sub-Saharan Africa has reduced the $1.25-a-day 
poverty rate to 47% in 2008, the first time it has dipped below 50%. And the region has seen falling 
numbers of the extreme poor since 2005, reversing the long-run increase since 1981. 
 
Over the period as a whole, there was only a small drop in the number of people living on less than 
$2 per day, to 2.47 billion in 2008 from 2.59 billion in 1981, although the number rose then fell 
within the period, and has fallen substantially since 1999, when 2.94 billion lived below $2 a day." 
 
 
"The poverty line is designed to compare spending power across different countries." 
 
 
MB: They have not looked at the spending power of the poor's money.   But comparing spending 
power is not sensible or humane if you have not thought about what people need.  
 
 
 
"That is done using the purchasing-power parity [the name exaggerates the adequacy] exchange 
rates, which are derived from the results of the price surveys conducted for the 2005 International 
Comparison Program.  
 
The researchers first convert those numbers to local currency units using the purchasing-power 
parity rate, and then convert the line to the prices prevailing at the time of each household survey, 
using the best available Consumer Price Index." 
 
 
MB:  That shows that the World Bank do not look at the "spending power of the poor" or inflation in 
prices they actually face. 
 
 
"The poverty lines are applied to data on household consumption [! Misleading economists' word for 
"spending"] of commodities, [clearly gives the ordinary person the impression that the World Bank 
staff know about actual "consumption" when they do not] or income if consumption is not available.  
 
However, it is recognized that consumption does not allow for non-market goods, such as access to 
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health care and schooling."  
 
[Or, apparently, clean water, since that is not routinely measured, or the value of not paying rent by 
living in your own home.  So there is not much left that the so-called "consumption"  does 
"measure".]   
 
Data & Research - New Estimates Reveal Drop In Extreme Poverty 2005-2010 
http://econ.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/0,,contentMDK:23129612~pagePK:6416
5401~piPK:64165026~theSitePK:469372,00.html 
 
 
 
 
The World Bank researchers' note claiming an "MDG" was met without the information from WHO, 
FAO or ILO, or prices faced by the poor, or assessing their needs: 
 
 
 
 
"The developing world as a whole 
 
 [wrong population for the actual MDG target]  
 
has already attained the first Millennium Development Goal  
 
[not a "goal"]  
 
of halving the 1990 incidence of extreme poverty by 2015"  
 
[MB:  There is no such "goal".  
First, MDG1 is not to halve anything. Second, it is not solely about monetary poverty.  It is to 
eradicate extreme poverty and hunger.   
 
The official chart "Number and proportion of people in the developing regions who are 
undernourished" gave 20 per cent for the first period, 1990-1992, and 15 per cent for the last period, 
2006-2008 – a long way from a "halving". 
 
http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/Progress2011/Addendum_G1
.pdf 
 
Third, the target is not on "developing" countries. 
 
"Incidence" would normally include dead people.  The authors mean "prevalence" and looked only at 
survivors.] 
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"Using the $1.25 a day line, the developing world as a whole [!] reached the MDG1 [!] in 2010, 
despite the global financial crisis." 
  
 
"All money values are in real terms, [!] adjusting for inflation and using exchange rates that  
reflect actual prices [!] prevailing in each country. (Thus allowing for the fact that many  
commodities are not traded internationally, and so are cheaper in poor countries.)" 
 
 
[MB: "Real terms" and "actual prices" mislead.  It seems obvious that journalists reading those would 
think there was some information about inflation faced by the poor.] 
 
 
"There has been a huge expansion in the number of nationally-representative household 
surveys available for developing countries. The first time these estimates were done by 
the Bank (in work done for the 1990 World Development Report) based on 22 surveys, 
for 22 countries" 
 
[MB:  Yet the World Bank claims to have global trends going back to 1981.] 
 
 
"Consumption (expenditure on commodities, including in-kind) is preferred to income  
when both are available. Consumption is used for two-thirds of the surveys used here.  
 
However, consumption does not allow for non-market goods—such as access to health  
care and schooling. Nor does it allow for inequality within the household. 
 
To gain a complete assessment these poverty measures must be complemented by other  
indicators, including access to health care and schooling. See the World Development  
Indicators for data on these and other “non-income” dimensions of poverty." 
 
"The overall percentage of the population of the developing world  
 
[The MDG target is not on "the developing world".  But the World Bank's change makes the goal 
easier to reach.] 
 
"living below $1.25 a day in 2008 is 22%, slightly more than half its value in 1990" 
 
"The trend decline in the $1.25 a day poverty rate was 1.05% points per year (standard  
error=0.06% points). But trend is much lower—0.54% per year—if one excludes China." 
 
"The developing world [! - not relevant to the MDG target – see above] as a whole has already 



1323 

attained the first Millennium Development Goal [!] of halving the 1990 incidence [! –misuse of word 
by economists.  They mean "prevalence", because they have only looked at living people.] of extreme 
poverty by 2015" 
 
"In the developing world outside China, the $1.25 poverty rate has fallen from 41% to  
25% over 1981-2008, though not enough to bring down the total number of poor, which  
was around 1.1 billion in both 1981 and 2008, although rising in the 1980s and ‘90s, then  
falling since 1999. 
 
 
Good news, but a great many people remain poor and vulnerable in all regions  
 
� At the current rate of progress there will still be around 1 billion people living below  
$1.25 per day in 2015.  
 
� Most of the 649 million fewer poor by the $1.25 per day standard over 1981-2008 are  
still poor by the standards of middle-income developing countries, and certainly by the  
standards of what poverty means in rich countries.  
 
� There has been less long-run progress in getting over the $2 per day hurdle. Indeed, we  
see only a small drop in the number of people living below $2 per day, from around 2.59  
billion in 1981 to 2.47 billion in 2008, although the number rose then fell within the  
period, and has fallen substantially since 1999, when 2.94 billion lived below $2 a day.  
 
� The number of people living between $1.25 and $2 has almost doubled from 648 million  
to 1.18 billion between 1981 and 2008.  
 
� The marked bunching up just above the $1.25 line points to the fact that a great many  
people remain vulnerable." 
 
 
"For further details on the methodology used for the Bank’s global poverty measures and various 
tests of robustness see Shaohua Chen and Martin Ravallion, “The Developing World is Poorer than 
we Thought, but no Less Successful in the Fight Against Poverty,” Quarterly Journal of Economics, 
2010, Vol. 125. Issue 4, pp. 1577-1625." 
 
An update to the World Bank’s estimates of consumption poverty in the developing world 
Briefing note 
Shaohua Chen and Martin Ravallion, Development Research Group, World Bank (03-01-12).  
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPOVCALNET/Resources/Global_Poverty_Update_2012_02-
29-12.pdf 
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The World Bank "extreme poverty" methodology paper is here: 
 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEC/Resources/DevelopingworldispoorerQJE.pdf  
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"World Bank says U.N. goal [!]of halving poverty [!] met 
 
By Lesley Wroughton 
 
WASHINGTON | Wed Feb 29, 2012 6:11pm EST 
 
...developing nations have made less progress when it comes to cutting the number of people living 
between $1.25 a day and $2 a day. World Bank estimates show that 1.18 billion people lived just 
above the $1.25 a day line in 2008 up from 648 million in 1981. 
 
 
 
MANY STILL CAUGHT IN POVERTY TRAP 
 
Ravallion said it was a mystery why so many people were "bunched up" just above the $1.25 a day 
yardstick, unable to lift themselves above $2 a day. 
 
"Having 22 percent of people in developing countries still living on less than $1.25 a day and 43 
percent with less than $2 a day is intolerable," said Jaime Saavedra, director of the World Bank's 
Poverty Reduction and Equity Group. 
 
Reuters 
29 February 2012 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/02/29/us-worldbank-poverty-idUSTRE81S25520120229  
 
 
 
 
 
 
"Could the UN have met its first Millennium Development Goal [?] – to halve extreme poverty 
between 1990 and 2015 – five years early? 
 
...Much less progress has been made in getting over a more comfortable $2 a day level, the median 
poverty line for developing countries. 
 
The number of people living between $1.25 and $2 doubled, to 1.18bn, between 1981 and 2008. 
Hundreds of millions may have escaped absolute poverty – but their position remains precarious." 
 
Financial Times 
World Bank: poverty falling everywhere 
[That claim was later dropped by the World Bank] 
March 1, 2012 3:15 pm 
http://blogs.ft.com/beyond-brics/2012/03/01/world-bank-poverty-falling-everywhere  
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More detail: BBC World Service "statistical sleuths" make bizarre claims overstating World 

Bank poverty research methods, wrongly claiming official reports are based on prices faced by 

the poor.   

 

 
 
Strange that the More or Less team did not ask whether the statistic of which it said "it's hard to think 
of a more important figure" was reliable – supposedly a key point of the programme in the first place. 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Ex-World Bank economist presenter/scriptwriter  "scrutinised" World Bank poverty claims.   

Guests:  
 
World Bank economist,  

ex-World Bank economist,  

World Bank partner economist.   

 

Article of 9 March 2012, which the BBC made its Editor’s Choice web page for global poverty: 
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Above guests as contributors, and additional ex-World Bank economist. 

 
 
"He presented the BBC 2 television series Trust Me, I'm an Economist"  
http://www.bbc.co.uk/radio4/people/presenters/tim-harford/  
 
 
 
So, with all that expertise, how did it go? 
 
 
 
The claimed "scrutiny" was in fact mostly points already made by the World Bank itself in its press 
release of 29 February 2012 and the two items accompanying it (see above).  Reuters had already 
produced a story based on that press release. 
 
 
The contributor presented as a "big critic" of the World Bank line was in fact one of the ex-World 
Bank economists who favoured helping the economy instead of "transfers" to the poor – so 
representing the older World Bank view.   
 
He in fact was proposing a similar line using a similar method at a higher level of "dollars". 
 
So not, apparently, a "big critic".  
 
 
 
 
 
"The wiser alternative, the engaged response, is to find the means of seeing through what the 
politicians are up to, some way of challenging and understanding the numbers.  
 
If we fail, the debate on the big political issues becomes meaningless - on everything from health 
risks, foreign aid...to targets...comparisons, surveys..." 
 
Michael Blastland and Andrew Dilnot, former More or Less producer and presenter 
http://www.opendemocracy.net/article/the_numbers_game_statistics_and_politics    
 
 
 
 



1328 

 
"More or Less is devoted to the powerful, sometimes beautiful, often abused but ever ubiquitous world 
of numbers. 
 
The programme was an idea born of the sense that numbers were the principal language of public 
argument. 
 
And yet there were few places where it was thought necessary to step back and think about the way 
we use figures – in the way we often step back to think about language. 
 
What do they really measure? What kind of truth, if any, do they capture?" 
 
http://timharford.com/more-or-less/ 
 
 
 
 
 
"More or Less...What do they really measure? What kind of truth, if any, do they capture?... Then, of 
course, there are the big political arguments about pensions... measuring poverty... it touches on 
every subject, with the same calm authority."  

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/programmes/more_or_less/1628489.stm 
 

 

"What is More or Less? 

Magazine-format radio programme (30 minutes) about numbers ... 
Collaboration between the BBC and the Open University (OU) 
 
The OU and More or Less 
...editorial responsibility is with the BBC 

I (usually) listen to the programmes as they are broadcast, and feed back. (But “Loyal Listeners” 

won’t let any mistakes through!)   [!] 

 
More or Less spin-offs 

(BBC) [More or Less] team involvement in statistical training for BBC journalists 
...Contribution to the appropriate use of numerical evidence in UK public policy debate" 
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Kevin McConway, main contact for BBC More or Less 
Public engagement: how one academic statistician got in on the act 
Open University 
(June 2012) 
 
 
 
 

"Tim Harford assesses how global poverty is measured, as the World Bank releases the latest figures 
on the number of people living on less than a dollar a day. What progress has been made, and how 
useful a benchmark is this “dollar a day” global poverty line?" 

 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/podcasts/series/moreorless/all 

 
 
 

The presenter for the BBC World Service and Radio 4 programme More or Less is Tim Harford, an 
economist who worked at the World Bank in the mid-2000s.   He has said he is also often its 
scriptwriter, 
 
 

More or Less 3 March 2012: "adjusted for inflation...there we are, the target's been met" 
 

Peter Townsend: "Over two decades the bank has also failed to correct its own poverty estimates 
reliably for inflation." 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2009/feb/19/world-bank-reform-recession  

 

 
The BBC gave the impression that work comparing prices faced by the poor across countries has been 
done by the "dollar a day" economists.   
 
In reality the economists simply took whole-country price comparisons from a project looking at 
whole countries, not the poorest. 
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The BBC World Service broadcast an edition of More or Less, with numerous factual inaccuracies on 
how the World Bank arrive at their official claims on global poverty.   
 
The errors are odd not only because they are excessive in number, but also because the 
presenter/resident economic expert/scriptwriter has worked as an economist for the World Bank, 
whose motto was "a world free of poverty".    
 
The programme's guests were the World Bank research director, another long-term former World 
Bank economist, and a World Bank partner economist.   

Guests for this BBC broadcast to poor countries "assessing how poverty is measured": 
 
 
1. World Bank economist, author of dollar line and co-designer of official methodology. 
 
Director of World Bank Development Research Group.   
Became Acting Chief Economist and Senior Vice President of the World Bank in June 2012.  
"Joined the Bank in 1988 and worked in almost all sectors and all regions over the following 24 
years." 
http://explore.georgetown.edu/people/mr1185/  
No employment listed outside universities and World Bank. 
 
 
 
2. Ex-World Bank economist known for proposing similar line at higher level.    
 
CV lists World Bank for entire career since university, from 1988 to 2007. 
https://apps.hks.harvard.edu/faculty/cv/LantPritchett.pdf  
 
 
 
3. World Bank partner since 2004, World Bank publications author and lecturer in 2014-5, 

academic economist 
 
( http://economics.mit.edu/faculty/banerjee/cv  
http://wbi.worldbank.org/wbi/category/author/Abhijit%20V.%20Banerjee  
http://live.worldbank.org/experts/abhijit-banerjee  ) 
 
Cited in associated More or Less article: 
 
"Professor Banerjee agrees that the $1.25 a day figure plays a useful role". 
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His organisation is a "partner" with the World Bank for many projects: 
 
http://www.povertyactionlab.org/partners/world-bank  
 
 
 
The other contributor to the associated More or Less article: 
 
4. World Bank Economic Review editorial board member 2007-9, economist.  
 
World Bank book editor, contributor to other publications. 
World Bank employee 1985-6. 
Chief Economist’s Lecture, Finance and Private Sector Development, World Bank, September 2010. 
http://wagner.nyu.edu/files/faculty/cv/jonathan-morduch-cv_0.pdf  
 
 
 
Amazingly, despite all this expertise, the programme strangely claimed the World Bank "dollar a day" 
economists used "household surveys" and "census data"  when they "calculated" what a "basket of 
essential goods" "would cost you" across countries.   
 
That sounds like impressive work by the World Bank, but in fact is invented.. 
 
In reality prices are obtained from sales outlets, and the team appears to have misconstrued the 
research director's methodology paper which was talking about the whole process, not price estimates.   
 
It is not the "dollar a day" economists who do the calculations, but staff at the International 
Comparison Programme.   That project is located at the World Bank but has some kind of 
independent status.    The calculations are mainly concerned with GDP, not poverty.   
 
The BBC wrongly claims the World Bank team looked costs of a 
 
"basket of essential goods"  
 
- precisely what the World Bank have failed to do. 
 
So it seems clear that the BBC misrepresented how relevant the World Bank claims might be to the 
real world. 
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It misrepresented a debate of significance for holding governments to account on progress. 
 
It misrepresented a debate of significance for assessing policies.   
 
Economists' policy recommendations based on large-scale comparisons have been based on strange 
assumptions that people were better off in proportion to their income or spending, or the assigned 
money value of own produce – without looking at needs, prices faced, assets or debts.    
 
The statistics had been known for at least a decade to be unreliable in any case.  
  

 
Tim Harford, introduction: 

 
"It's hard to think of a more important figure than the number of people living in poverty." 

 

Passages in More or Less 3 March 2012 which may contribute (with the documentary series to which 
the programme page linked) to a false impression that the World Bank take differences in needs 
across countries or times into account:  

 
"Now these poverty lines were usually set at the basic amount that a person needs to feed and clothe 
themselves. So, the World Bank team proposed that this became a global poverty line." 

 

  

Comment:  In reality where countries have adjusted the line for food needs in view of adults' greater 
needs than children, the World Bank remove those adjustments.    

 

Source:  Telephone conversation with Shaohua Chen of the "dollar a day" team, 2003. 

 

Comment: The FAO do adjust for food needs. Since the ratio of adults to children is rising, the 
omission by the World Bank may account for some of the difference between reported progress on 
hunger and poverty.  

 

 



1333 

BBC World Service, More or Less 3 March 2012:   
 
"they [the World Bank team making claims on global poverty] calculate how much money you would 

need to have in each country to buy a comparable basket of essential goods that would cost you a 
dollar in America."  
 
 
I believe that a significant proportion of the audience, many of whose first language is not English, 
would think that means the World Bank are talking about how much things would actually cost poor 
people.    
 
If it were actually true that economists had this kind of information, then their policy 
recommendations would be more trustworthy – if they had also looked at what people need to spend, 
and somehow converted their numbers about living people into outcomes for people including those 
who died, and thought about assets and debts and so on – things which are both hard to measure and 
in some cases involve large value judgements which other people may not agree with.  
 
A correct description of the World Bank method and the data would have enabled listeners to 
understand that the policy advice from economists is based on guesses and judgements.  
 
The BBC reinforced this wrong impression by saying: 

"The idea is that you're under the global dollar-a-day poverty line if you can't afford that basket."
  

What basket?  The World Bank in fact stated, in the press release accompanying the news which the 
programme was commenting on, that they used the national consumer price index for adjusting for 
inflation.    

If the World Bank had actually had the information the BBC claimed they had, then obviously they 
could have used poor people's prices for the inflation adjustments.    
 
But they said they were using national prices.   So it should have been obvious to BBC staff, from the 
press release, that the World Bank did not have the information the BBC claimed.  

 

 

BBC:  "if we take China out of the equation we've discovered that the Goal hasn't been met" 

 
Comment:  Hardly.  That was in the World Bank press release.   
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The programme was presented as "assessing how poverty is measured".   

But the so-called "big critic" in fact objects not to "how poverty is measured" but to: 

"transfers to...people under this...line".   

He is in fact arguing for not helping the poor, but promoting "prosperous economies".    
 
He is representing the older, standard previous World Bank approach.  
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Presenter, ex-World Bank and future World Bank conference chair:  
 
 
"One of the reasons this number really took off and gained a life of its own is because it became the 
first United Nations Millennium Development Goal" [!] 
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Comment:  No it didn't.  It is in fact one indicator of nine, not one of the eight goals.   The next week, 
the programme made a similar point about the claim that a "goal" had been met.  

In the case of the World Bank, the BBC let it get away with the wrong statement. 
 
Reporter: "And we've got some news on that first Millennium Development Goal." [!] 

Presenter, ex-World Bank and future World Bank conference chair: "We do." 
 
World Bank research director: "We think we've now achieved the first Millennium Development Goal 
a good few years ahead of 2015." 

 
 
Comment:   The BBC is helping official spin.   All of them ignore the fact that the goal was monitored 
by the WHO, FAO and ILO as well as the World Bank.  
 
At the time, the latest FAO report gave the hunger indicator for MDG 1 as 16% in 1990-2 and 13% in 
2006-8.   
 
Source: FAO, State of Food Insecurity in the World 2011, page 44. 
 

The usual approach of the programme is to question claims.   In the case of the World Bank, the 
"scrutiny" – which is how the programme described this episode a week later – in reality consisted 
largely of points the World Bank had itself made in the press release, and the document on which it  
was based.    

So the programme questioned the idea that the water "goal" was met by pointing out what else had to 
be met, and by correctly describing the basis of the claim.    
 
For the programme about the World Bank, the programme whose ex-World Bank economist presenter 
said he wrote scripts managed to misdescribe the method instead of going beyond standard World 
Bank viewpoints.  
 
Instead of, as with the water claim, questioning whether or when the "goal" was met, this edition had 
the presenter saying, 

"there we are, the target's been met". 

That is from someone who had presented a BBC television programme called "Trust me, I'm an 
economist". 
 
Tim Harford: "But the question remains: How much better are the lives of those poorest people if in 
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reality progress means managing to move just over the dollar-a-day line?"  
 
But there was no scrutiny of a far more important question: whether the line does measure poverty.    
 
It seems clear that the usual approach of More or Less with organisations other than the World Bank 
would be to challenge on that basis, but in this case it was not done.   

 
 
 
More or Less of 3 March 2012 to a significant extent reflected points made by the World Bank 
research director himself from 2004 onwards: 

“estimates indicate that the number living on less than $2 a day has risen…” 

“outside China, the number of poor has changed very little.”  

http://www.economist.com/node/2571960 , last section. 
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6 March 2012:  A BBC News television report does acknowledge in an interview that water safety is 
not measured, but still sends this graphic around the world at the same time: 
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9 March 2012: BBC publishes article accompanying its broadcast of 3 March, with a contribution 
from yet another ex-World Bank economist. 
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The article further embellished the wrong impression by claiming the "dollar a day" economists value 
a "basket of food" and have statistics on "consumption" - in reality a jargon word used by economists.   
 
The word really means not "consumption" but "spending" and/or "researchers' guesses about the 
money value of what people gathered, hunted, fished or farmed for their own consumption". 
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The article (amended after a complaint) is at: 
 
 
BBC News - Dollar benchmark: The rise of the $1-a-day statistic 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-17312819 

 
It reads: 
 
"the adoption [! – a word used for UN resolutions] as the first UN Millennium Development goal [!] 
to "halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than $1 a day". 
 
This high-profile target was agreed by the UN General Assembly [In what resolution?] and embraced 
by most of the world's development institutions. 
 
Ten days ago, the World Bank declared the goal [?] had been met early." 
 
 
The last sentence linked to: 
 http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPOVCALNET/Resources/Global_Poverty_Update_2012_02-
29-12.pdf 

 

Strange. 
 
The next day, 10 March 2012, a broadcast from the same team challenged the idea that a water "goal" 
had been met, saying it was only part of the goal and it was not really clean water that was measured.  
 
But on 3 March the team did not challenge the World Bank man's similar claim that a poverty "goal" 
had been met, on either type of ground.   In the case of the World Bank, the World Bank man was 
allowed to wrongly talk about meeting a "goal" and was not challenged on the idea that spending 
measured poverty – despite criticisms which the World Bank man himself had, to some extent, 
debated.   
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I complained about the programme and article on 27 May 2012.   The BBC repeatedly failed to 
answer.    The BBC never answered the point that there was a "persistent" error that the World Bank 
adjusted using poor people's prices, or the complaint about a strange balance of World Bank and ex-
World Bank contributors.  
 
Nor did the BBC ever answer the complaint that it had apparently never given an accurate description 
of what this "vital goal" (the word of More or Less on 10 March 2012) was based on.    
  
At some point this article  became the sole Editor's Choice for global poverty in BBC search results 
for "poverty".  
 
It remained the recommended article until around February 2016.    
 
I complained that the programme – again, billed as "assessing how poverty is measured" and 
"scrutinising" the "goal" - had failed to question the reliability of the World Bank claim.   
 
I explained to the BBC that it was important partly because of the discussions about new global goals.   
 
On 3 July 2015, More or Less claimed that the team had "discovered" that it was not possible to say 
for sure how much progress there was on MDG indicators.  
 
I had told the BBC since 2003 that the World Bank claims were not considered reliable.  

There are several reasons why even the spending part, leaving to one side the adequacy part, is 
unreliable.    
 
Even in rich countries, the choice of what to count in the inflation measure is important.  But in poor 
countries, the data are worse.   
 
It is not clear how the BBC managed to fail to do the most basic research into the MDG claims.     
 
The UN Statistics Division gives an account of what the World Bank claims are based on.   You don't 
need to understand the words to see that a lot can go wrong in the process.    
 
Remember that civil servants don't generally say things like "the politicians who fund us are using 
statistics we don't have any faith in" but may tend to understate problems.   
  
The UNSD material refers to the older "$1.25".  Since then, a new set of "purchasing power parity" 
comparisons have been done between countries.   The producers of these numbers say they are better 
than the old ones, with a better method.   
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Finding out about "accurate" prices is a bit difficult.    
 
It might not be an exaggeration to say that in India there are millions of different decisions by sellers 
about what to charge for rice, every day.    

What days are you going to do your research, relative to the harvest times? 
 
How do you know that rural markets near cities have the same price trends as those further away? 
 
How do you set a standard for the quality of beans in one country against fish in another?    
 

"International comparisons of poverty estimates entail both conceptual and practical problems. ... 
 
An important step in the process of compiling global poverty estimates is the conversion of the $1.25 
a day international poverty line into respective national currency units. PPP exchange rates, [so-
called purchasing power parity rates] such as those from the International Comparison Program or 
the Penn World Tables, are used because they take into account the local prices of goods and services 
not traded internationally.  
 
Although PPP rates were designed for comparing aggregates from national accounts,  
[ie for whole countries] they were not intended for making international poverty comparisons.  
 
PPPs are based on prices of goods and services that may not be representative of the consumption 

baskets of the poor, so they may not fully reflect the relative price level faced by very poor 
consumers.  
 
As a result, there is no certainty that an international poverty line measures the same degree of need 
or deprivation across countries." 
 
 
[MB: What people need is subjective.    
 
But the authors here also omit that prices and spending would clearly not be enough to "measure" 
"deprivation" or "need" anyway unless you know something about the condition of the people and 
what they seem to need. 
 
They seem to be making the classic economists' mistake of confusing prices and the cost of living.    
 
Maybe that is one reason why the UN keeps failing to meet the targets which do make sense, like 
child mortality.] 
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"The reliability of the poverty estimates may be affected by the quality of the PPPs  and price indexes 
used.  
 
Although the 2005 International Comparison Program was the most comprehensive international 
price survey ever undertaken and employed more advanced methods than previous rounds, the 
resulting estimates may be affected by differences in sampling procedures, measurement errors, 

assumptions and approximations made in estimating prices that could not be obtained from price 
surveys, and the form of the multilateral price index.  
 
All of this notwithstanding, the 2005 International Comparison Program provides our best estimates 
of the comparative purchasing power of currencies." 
 
[MB: Note that "our best estimates" does not mean "reliable estimates". 
 
As far as I know, these could also be "our worst estimates", because there is only one set of prices 
collected in the massive global exercise.   
 
Even if other people have had access to the price estimates, the methods for collecting the prices in 
the first place would be hard to alter.] 

 
"Similarly, the quality of consumer price indexes around the world varies widely, which may affect 

the reliability of extrapolations over long periods and comparisons across countries.  
 
Consumer price indexes can be particularly problematic when the specification of goods included in 
consumer price surveys and the expenditure weights used to aggregate prices have not been updated 
in a long time.  
 
Furthermore, unlike the International Comparison Program price surveys, products priced in the 

consumer price index may be loosely defined and may differ in characteristics from one part of the 
country to another." 

UN Statistics Division 
Millennium Indicators 
https://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Metadata.aspx 
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It should not be too difficult to see that problems in what countries say about price trends have 
implications for estimates of their GDP, and how the poorest people are doing.   
 

 

BBC presenter with World Bank ties exaggerates MDG progress by giving wrong "dollar" level for 
the global line: 

 

"the new dollar-a-day line is actually a dollar 25, pegged to 2005 prices."  
 
Correct.   But Mr Harford for some unknown reason went on to talk about a "dollar", using the World 
Bank statistics for those 2005 prices. 

 
"The World Bank has just released its latest estimates about how many people are living under the 

global poverty line.  And its figures tell a success story. Martin Ravallion, the man who came up with 
the dollar-a-day measure, says that in 1990, 31% of the population of the developing world lived on 
less than one dollar a day - close to 1.4 billion people. In 2008 less than half that proportion did - 
14%, or about 800 million people." 

 

In fact the World Bank did not claim a halving by 2008 using the official line.  The World Bank claim 
which Mr Harford was supposed to be responding to was this: 
 
 
"The developing world as a whole has already attained the first Millennium Development Goal [?] of 
halving the 1990 incidence of extreme poverty by 2015 - Using the $1.25 a day line, the developing 
world as a whole reached the MDG1 in 2010, despite the global financial crisis."  
 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPOVCALNET/Resources/Global_Poverty_Update_2012_02-
29-12.pdf 
 
 

The World Bank began the exercise using a "dollar" in 1985 prices.    
 
So why was Mr Harford talking about a "dollar" in 2005 prices? 
 
The "one dollar" in 2005 prices is obviously not equivalent, even with a different round of price 
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comparisons, to the original "dollar" of 1985.  It must be more because of inflation.    
 
After I told the BBC about this error, and the editor claimed to have responded to the complaint, Mr 
Harford put it in his book. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

That misrepresentation is far less serious than Mr Harford's and his BBC team's other strange 
statements about World Bank research.   

In the passage above, you can see that he confuses what people "live on" with "extreme poverty".    

It is as mad as it sounds:  people spend more, and the economist says they must be better off.   

 
 

One thing which is very strange is that Mr Harford keeps mentioning problems in economic statistics 
in other contexts which obviously apply to the World Bank claims as well, but in talking about those 
World Bank claims he avoids saying so.   

 

Tim Harford, 2008: 
 
"it's pretty difficult to make sensible comparisons of housing costs [across EU countries]." 

More or Less, 8 May 2008, at 3 minutes  
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/programmes/more_or_less/7358928.stm  
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If it is hard in Europe, it is not likely to be easy to compare housing costs for the poorest in the rest of 
the world. 
 

In fact the World Bank team for monitoring global poverty (one of whom was on the programme on 3 
March 2012) said the surveys do not include the value of living in your own home.   
 
It seems a bit odd that the ex-World Bank economist BBC presenter was supposedly "scrutinising the 
goal" but was not taking some basic facts into account.  
 
Why did More or Less keep saying that the World Bank looked at what people could afford, which 
was not true, and then after a complaint talk about a "certain level" of shelter and health care, which 
are clearly what the official method did not look at for its claims about poverty declines? 
 
The programme web page for More or Less of 3 March 2012  
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20120306112550/http:/www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p00p34zj#broadcasts 

told readers to listen to a BBC World Service documentary series which misled: 
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"the global poverty line takes in the cost of shelter, clothing and other basics; looking at it that way, 
[!] the World Bank says the decline..." 
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Also very odd is that this edition of More or Less explained, correctly, that the "dollar a day" was in 
fact worth far less than a real dollar – yet the page told people to listen to the documentary series, 
which used, throughout, the wrong exchange rates all over the world.    
 
The series converted local currency into real dollars, even though it was supposed to be about the 
World Bank "dollars a day" worth far less.    
 
So the people it was interviewing were actually getting much more than the same "dollar" amounts 
someone on the World Bank line would be getting.   
 
 
-  see poornews.org/BBCpoverty.pdf for details.    
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BBC World Service broadcast, More or Less: 10 March 2012 
 
 
 
http://aod-pod-uk-live.bbcfmt.hs.llnwd.net/mpg_mp3_med/podcast_migrated/p02rzhdh-
moreorless_20120309-
2350a.mp3?s=1495369584&e=1495412784&h=c217d9ad8d27128e3a3f820a2fe6b19f 

 
 
Tim Harford: ..."We investigate whether the global target on access to clean drinking water really has 
been met, as has been claimed." 

 
[That is in line with the programme's usual practice.    The treatment of the World Bank is an 
exception. 
 
Contrast this "investigation" with the previous week on the World Bank, when Mr Harford simply 
quoted a trend which was faster than what the World Bank were claiming, and said  
"there we are, the target's been met".] 

 
"we scrutinised [!] the goal [!] of halving the proportion of those living on less than a dollar a day in 
our last edition." 
 

"This week we've been investigating another vital statistic reported around the world and here on the 
World Service." 
 
 
Unidentified speaker, perhaps intended to be understood as a World Service newsreader or as reading 
a World Service news story:    
 
 
"The United Nations says the first Millennium Development Goal, halving the number of people who 
have no access to clean water, has been reached before the target date of 2015." 
 
[Note that there are five inaccuracies in the sentence.   
 
 
1. It is not one of the eight "goals",  
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2. it is not halving the "number",  
 
3. it is on people without "sustainable access" rather than with "no access"; 
 
4. the statistics are not on "clean" water, and  
 
5. even the statistics the UN do have do not indicate the target being met  
- because the UN are using the wrong baseline compared to what 22 richer countries and the 
European Union were told by the OECD in September 2001 had been agreed by civil servants. 
 
 
Of these, More or Less dealt with 1 and 3, but added in  
 
6. a mistake about the baseline for the MDG target and  
 
7. a huge mistake about the baseline for the Millennium pledges. 
 
 
 
Instead of spotting the remaining five errors, Mr Harford was for some reason interested in the order 
that the goals appear in the MDG list. 
 
 
 
Tim Harford:  Ruth Alexander's  with me.  Ruth, this is a really important goal. 

Ruth Alexander:  Yes, the Millennium Development Goals were agreed by all the countries of the 

United Nations and the big aid agencies in the year 2000 [!]   
 
They're a way of measuring progress in tackling poverty, education, health, equality  
 
[A strange statement. One of the World Bank indicators is on the "share" of the poorest fifth in 
national spending.   
 
But the previous week's edition supposedly "scrutinising" the "goal" ignored this.   
 
Otherwise, what does the speaker mean by saying the MDGs measured progress on "equality"?]  
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"and environmental issues in the developing world.  

 
Tim Harford:  And we scrutinised [!] the goal [!] of halving the proportion of those living on less than 
a dollar a day in our last edition.  
 

[Mr Harford's claim that the More or Less team "scrutinised" the "goal" makes little sense. 
 
It is contradicted by  
 
a) the fact there is no such "goal" - the "met" "goal" is in fact only the World Bank part of the actual 
goal's targets,  
 
b) the misleading statements in that edition about the non-existent "basket of essential items" used 
since "a couple of decades ago" and so on (see above analysis of the programme of 3 March 2012);  
and 
 
c) the false – in the context of the BBC calling targets "goals" - statement in the previous sentence but 
one about goals being agreed in 2000.  The actual pledges of 2000 relevant to water and spending are 
more ambitious because they did not backdate the baseline to 1990.] 
 
 

Ruth Alexander:  This one, the clean water goal ,is considered key to the achievement of some of the 
other goals.   It's number 7 of 8.   
 
Tim Harford:  Not the first goal as the BBC reported.... So it's an eighth of a goal... 

What's the whole goal? 

Ruth Alexander:  The whole of goal [she means "target"] 7c which is what these reports are about is 
to:  

[Unidentified speaker:] 
 
 Halve by 2015 the proportion of the population without sustainable access to safe drinking water and 
basic sanitation. 

 
Tim Harford:  So the whole goal's about halving the proportion of people without access to safe 
water and basic sanitation, like toilets, between 1990 [!] and 2015. 
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[MB: Mr Harford's logic is faulty.  The target says nothing about 1990.] 
 
 
Ruth Alexander: Yes, so all the headlines have focussed on the news that the safe water target has  
been met.  Less prominence has been given to the question of basic sanitation. 

 

[MB: The headlines use the wrong baseline. 
 
Despite its errors, this edition is a stark contrast to the previous week's edition about the World Bank 
indicator.   
 
That edition not only failed to challenge the World Bank about its method, even on criticisms which 
could have been found via Wikipedia, but also misdescribed the method in ways which made the 
World Bank research – and economists' large-scale information used for policy advice to poor 
countries -  look  more thorough than it is.] 

First complaint to BBC, 27 May 2012 
 
 

Summary: Request for on-air correction: global poverty 

Global poverty errors 

More or Less, World Service 3 Mar.  

Web: "Dollar benchmark" 9 Mar;  "El Problema..." 10 Mar. 

Perhaps other items. 

 

Guidelines: Accuracy, including links. Impartiality. Editorial integrity online. Controversial subjects. 
Range of views:4.4.7. Major matters. Assumption and bias: 4.4.14. Range of links: 14.4.19. 

 

1. Persistent error that World Bank estimate inflation for the poor: "basket of essential goods", 

etc. They use CPI.  

2. "Essential" may mislead.  Bank does not estimate any consumption-need trend. 

3. "Consumption" misleads a general audience. 
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4. Erroneous implication that Bank can assess progress on Goal 1 without FAO, WHO-UNICEF and 
ILO estimates on nutrition and employment.  Conflation of goal with subsidiary money target or 
indicator.  No challenge to Bank research director's errors on these matters in person and in a link. 

5. Failure to note WB stats are outliers for Goal 1's and all goals' indicators. 

6. Did Bank "recalculate everything" in respect of trends?  

7. Economist and Bank/ex-Bank speaker imbalances, including presenter.  Links unbalanced. 

8. Reasonable steps not taken to "scrutinise" (More or Less, 10 Mar) or assess, statistic for data 
reliability; survey comparability over time; what is included (housing, public services, etc); or 
relationship to real life (assets, debts, needs).  

9. Failure to question whether 

a) "the target's been met"; 

b) people were richer if crossed the line; 

c) their money buys more or less. 

 

................... 
 
 
BBC More or Less, World Service, 3 November 2012 a couple of days after the editor acknowledged 
receiving a complaint stating that the World Bank does not take needs into account: 
 

"We look at how poverty is measured across the world." 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p0104h4dh 

 
 
Introduction for this edition:  
 
"More or Less - the statistical sleuths on the World Service" 

... 
 
 
 
"to make international comparisons you need to measure poverty in absolute terms.  
This is where the poverty line depends on the minimum acceptable standard of living - whether you've 
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got enough money to have a certain level of shelter, clothing and health care,  
for example.    
This is a constant across countries so it's more easily comparable.  
The most common measure of absolute poverty is living on less than a dollar 25 a day. 
By that standard there are 1.3 billion people worldwide living in poverty."  

 
 
 
Let us examine those claims, bearing in mind the last sentence which implies that the rest of the 
passage applies to the World Bank method. 
 
 
"So to make international comparisons you need to measure poverty in absolute terms.  
This is where the poverty line depends on the minimum acceptable standard of living" 
 
 
Is that not a clue to the fact that poverty, including the "monetary value" of shelter and other things is 
a matter of opinion?     
 
 
"- whether you've got enough money" 

 
[Puzzling, since I had already told the BBC several times in formal complaints, including to the editor 
of this programme, that economists do not have prices faced by the world's poor and the World Bank 
does not consider changing needs over time.] 

 
"to have a certain level of shelter,"  
 
[In which countries does the BBC claim researchers looked at a certain level of shelter? 
 
Also, what does the BBC mean by a "certain level of shelter" when different countries and regions 
have different climates?   
 
Or over time in one country where there is rapid urbanisation? 
 
Shelter from what?  Does that include shelter from pollution, or thieves, or disease? 
 
Is it not obvious that whether you have "enough" money for shelter is a complex matter involving 
assessment of people's needs and a high degree of subjective judgement?] 
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"clothing and health care,"  
 
[? – What is a "certain level of health care"?    
 
Like so much in this area, it sounds sensible, or may do, until you think about it.     
 
If you are in an unhealthy environment you will need to take more care to restore your health – your 
needs are greater.    
 
A "certain level of health care", even if it could somehow be valued in money, would still not say how 
far needs were met, which is what the concept of "absolute poverty" is supposed to be about.]  
 
 
"for example.   This is a constant across countries [?] so it's more easily comparable.  
[than relative measures]" 
 
 

[I do not know what the BBC was referring to when it said "this is a constant across countries".   
 
Did it mean the "minimum acceptable standard of living" is a constant?    
 
That is precisely what the World Bank has not attempted to do with the line the BBC mentions.   
Obviously, having a particular amount of money such as the $1.25 mentioned does not tell us whether 
someone has "enough money" in a particular part of Chennai in 2012, compared to a village in Benin 
in 1990.   If they have not established that people all need to spend similar amounts in different places 
and years, why are the BBC "statistical sleuths" saying the money amount forms a poverty line?] 
 
 
 
"The most common measure of absolute poverty is living on less than a dollar 25 a day." 
 
 
I do not know why or how the More or Less team, and the documentary makers, persisted in 
misrepresenting the fundamentals about the "vital goal".   
 
 
What do other people say?   Here are some: 
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"A purchasing power parity dollar-a-day measure will thus underestimate poverty in cold climates 
relative to hot ones, as food requirements are greater in the former (as are shelter and heating 
costs)." 

(Michael Lipton, Sussex University 
Halving World Poverty, 2003) 

 
 
 
"free or affordable health services and education, and reasonable living environments and working 
conditions...are not reflected in poverty figures, wherever the threshold is set" 
 
New Economics Foundation 
http://newint.org/features/special/2010/07/01/poverty-line-definition/  
http://www.neweconomics.org/publications/how-poor-is-poor  

 

 
"$1.25 per day. This requires a large amount of information, elaborate calculations and complex 
modelling; all of which involves making assumptions – about the value of own-produced 
consumption, imputed rent of own-occupied housing, income distribution, and other made-up 

numbers." 

On irrational exuberance about MDG progress  
Jan Vandemoortele, PhD  
Co-architect of the MDGs  
2012 

 
 
 

"the Financial Times journalist and presenter of the BBC radio programme More or Less, Tim 

Harford, argues that.... 'the principle of the good use of statistics is no different to the principles of 
good journalism: ask if the numbers are true, ask what do they really mean, and ask what's the 
bigger story or wider context?' " 

James Painter 
Climate Change in the Media: Reporting Risk and Uncertainty 
2013 
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=0857722689  
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Let's look at this again. 

 

More or Less, BBC World Service, 3 November 2012:  
 
"absolute...poverty line depends on...money to have a certain level of shelter, clothing and health 

care, [!] for example.  And this is a constant across countries  [!]....most common measure of 
absolute poverty is ...a dollar 25 a day."    

 
 
From the official information on MDG indicator, UN Statistics Division:  
 
"there is no certainty that an international poverty line measures the same degree of need or 
deprivation across countries." 

http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Metadata.aspx 

 

Official methodology paper for the dollar 25 a day: 

"imputed rents for owner-occupied housing 
[ie the benefit of living in your own house rather than renting] 
...none of these are included in consumption aggregates from standard household surveys." 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DEC/Resources/DevelopingworldispoorerQJE.pdf  

 

 

Another economist wrote: 
 

"For the BBC, the overarching theme that emerged [from the BBC Trust seminar on impartiality and 
economic reporting] was that questioning, challenge and explaining a lack of certainty was 

essential, as was ensuring that the BBC continues to reflect the span of opinion."  

Diane Coyle, BBC Vice Chair  
6 November 2012 
Comment on the BBC Trust seminar on impartiality and economic reporting 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/bbctrust/news/comment/economics_seminar.html  
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On 19 January 2016 the BBC Trustees claimed, inaccurately, to have addressed the complaints.   
 
The Trustees claimed the complaints were not worthy of investigation, while misrepresenting them.   
 
They failed to address the actual suggestion of "systematic bias" or BBC "failure since 2000" to give a 
correct report on the truth behind the World Bank claims – even though I specifically drew their 
attention to those complaints.  
 
Within a few weeks after the trustees' decision, the article was for some reason no longer "editor's 
choice".   

 
10 March 2012:  BBC World Service programme More or Less questions claims that a UN "safe" 
water "goal" was met.  
 

However, this week the programme made two further errors:   

It wrongly claimed the MDGs were what was agreed in 2000, when the 1990-baseline MDGs were 
clearly not part of what leaders agreed then. 
 
Secondly, despite reading out the text of MDG 7c which is notable for not mentioning 1990, it 
immediately stated "So..." the target was for between "1990" and 2015.  
 
Both these are commonly assumed, but contradicted by the official documents.   
 

.......................... 
 

 

Complaints:  
 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/BBCpoverty.pdf  

 
Evidence: 



1365 

ungoals.org 

 

 

 

 

 

.................................................................................... 

 
 

 
"....2015 – the date which marks the expiry of the Millennium Development Goals. These goals, 
agreed in 2000, [!] have for the last 12 years [!] provided a globally agreed [!] framework for 
defining and measuring progress on global poverty." 
 
Claire Melamed 
Overseas Development Institute 
14 March 2012 
http://theblogprogress.blogspot.co.uk/2012/03/inequality-post-2015.html  

 

 

  

"UNC study shows 1.8 billion people still drinking unsafe water 

March 23, 2012 – Recent widespread news coverage heralded the success of a United Nations’ goal 
of greatly improving access to safe drinking water around the world. 

But while major progress has been made, a new study from the University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill indicates that far greater challenges persist than headline statistics suggested. 
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Earlier this month (March 6), UNICEF and the World Health Organization issued a report stating 
that the world had met the U.N.’s Millennium Development Goal target of halving the proportion of 
people without access to safe drinking water, well in advance of a deadline. 

That goal aimed to boost access to improved drinking water sources, such as piped supplies and 
protected wells, between 1990 and 2015. 

However, the new UNC study estimates that 1.8 billion people – 28 percent of the world’s population 
– used unsafe water in 2010. 

That figure is 1 billion more than the official report’s estimate that 783 million people (11 percent of 
the globe) use water from what are classified as unimproved sources by WHO and UNICEF’s Joint 
Monitoring Program." 

UNC study shows 1.8 billion people still drinking unsafe water 
Institute for Global Health & Infectious Diseases 
23 March 2012 
http://globalhealth.unc.edu/2012/04/unc-study-billions-still-drinking-unsafe-water/ 

 

 
 

........................................................................................................ 

 

 

"Mr Andrew Mitchell: ....the MDG target of ensuring that 88% [!] of people have access to safe 
drinking water" 

"the millennium development goal target of ensuring that 75% of people have access to basic 
sanitation by 2015. The UK will ensure that 25 million more people have access to improved 
sanitation facilities. " 

House of Commons Hansard Written Answers 
16 April 2012  
https://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201212/cmhansrd/cm120416/text/120416w0010.htm  
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Thomas Pogge interview: 

“[Deutsche Welle]: One of your claims is that only strong bottom-up movements will be capable of 
making change happen. But these movements depend on education and information. What is the role 
for the media in this context? 

TP: The media must become aware of their responsibility to be the conscience of citizens or at least to 
inform and stimulate their conscience. When in 2001 the Millennium Declaration of the UN General 
Assembly was falsified — so that the number of extremely poor people still permissible in 2015 was 
raised by 335 million and the permissible number of chronically undernourished people by 127 
million — I tried hard to get the media interested in this fraud at the expense of the poor. But only one 
medium-sized newspaper, in Germany, gave me 800 words for this topic. With the help of the media, 
this crime could have been prevented. But the media condoned the fraud…” 
 
Thomas Pogge 
Deutsche Welle 
24 April 2012 
http://www.dw.com/en/the-dilemma-of-global-justice-deficits/a-15907359 

 
 
 
 

Thomas Pogge article of 2012:  
 
 

"Having read dozens of reports in the mainstream media about the news from the World Bank, I have 
yet to find one expressing even a scintilla of doubt.  
 
Many news reports about new data or findings provided by physicists, climate researchers, 
astronomers or biologists show some journalistic effort to find other experts who are unconvinced 
and perhaps prepared to offer alternative findings, data or estimates.  
 
But the World Bank’s data from the poverty front are treated as beyond all reasonable doubt — 
reported as straightforward unassailable facts on a par with the current temperature at Kennedy 
Airport."  

 
[MB: Perhaps one reason for journalists parroting the nonsense that a fixed amount of money 
measures poverty while ignoring need is that so many academics, think-tanks, charities and others do 
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the same.] 
 

"Think here about what you could buy in the way of food, shelter, clothing, medical care, water and 
other utilities. Ask yourself whether you would consider such an existence to accord with what is 
affirmed in Article 25 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, that “Everyone has the right 
to a standard of living adequate for the health and well-being of himself and of his family, including 
food, clothing, housing and medical care and necessary social services.”  
 
And then realize that, if you and your household did indeed subsist on such a meager per capita 
budget of $2/day (2005 value), you would be living fully 60 percent above the $1.25/day (2005 value) 
poverty line that is actually used, within MDG1, for tracking the world’s progress against poverty." 

… 
 
"1990, chosen as the base year for all MDGs"  
 
[MB: That is not correct in terms of the official list. 
 
The water target 7c mentions no baseline.   
 
I wondered why not, and found there is a reason for the omission, in the OECD update dated 
September 2001 sent to donor countries. 
 
As elsewhere, I do not wish my corrections and clarifications to detract from important points made 
by others.] 

 
"It is worth recalling in this context that the MDGs — though they supposedly originate in and 

derive their authority from the Millennium Declaration which the UN General Assembly adopted in 
the year 2000 — represent a substantial revision of this Declaration.  
 
Article 19 of the Millennium Declaration articulates the resolve of the world’s governments “to halve, 
by the year 2015, the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than one dollar a day and 
the proportion of people who suffer from hunger.” 
 
 
[MB: I have emphasised "people who suffer", but not because of a point made by Pogge.    
 
The reason is that the official progress reports were not on those people identified at the Millennium 
Summit as "suffering from hunger", but on people with severe, chronic lack of calories.] 
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"There are three noteworthy discrepancies between this formulation used in the Millennium 
Declaration and the subsequent text of MDG1.  
 
First, the Millennium Declaration stipulates a poverty line of $1/day in 1985 US-dollars" 
 
[Very small point: By 2000 the World Bank authors were using 1993 "dollars". 
 
I am more bothered by the fact, also emphasised by Pogge elsewhere, that most people would think it 
means real dollars worth much more.] 
 
 
"which is substantially higher in most countries than the MDG1 poverty line of $1.25 in 2005 US-
dollars." 
 
"As we already saw, a lower poverty line tends to produce a better-looking poverty trend." 
 
 
[MB:  I am not sure Pogge's argument here works.   I do not want to distract from his more important 
points about human rights and so on, but for the sake of a minor kind of completeness, here is an 
uneducated guess, which I am happy to correct: 
 
It seems to me that the it is the reported proportions of people, not the money, which determined the 
reported trend.   
 
Pogge would be right to say that if within one set of estimates using the same "dollars" the World 
Bank looked at a lower line, the trend would be lower.   But that is because they would be looking at a 
smaller proportion of people.    
 
The Bank works out the (idiotic and hypocritical) "extreme poverty" trend based on the reported 
mathematical "distributions" of people, not money.  
 
The revaluation of the "dollars" was (supposedly) in relation to the US buying power of currency.   
Since the international line was linked to a sample of national lines, the US buying power was not 
relevant to the supposed intention of the exercise, which was to have a line which related to those 
national lines in poor countries.   Whatever the value in the US, the supposed intention was to reflect 
what it meant to be poor in poor countries (though it is essential to understand the idiocy of the basic 
idea). 
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Pogge's argument would only work if the World Bank now claimed there were fewer people under the 
line.    In fact the World Bank was now claiming there were more. 
 
In that round of revisions, when it began using the 2005 "dollars", the World Bank was now saying 
things were much more expensive in poor countries relative to the US, than previously estimated.    
 
It is not perhaps the money amounts which determined the speed of the reported reduction, but the 
proportions of people.   
 
In 2014 the World Bank began using a line of PPP$1.90 in 2011 "dollars".   This was because people 
analysing the new international price surveys changed their ideas again of the purchasing power in 
poorer countries relative to the US.   This new change undid some of the adjustment they had made in 
2008 (using the 2005 "dollars").  
 
Pogge's analysis omits that the level of the new line in 2008 using the "2005 dollars" was determined 
using a new sample of national "poverty" lines.    
 
The overall change in the reported trend was not great. 
 
I do not understand why the World Bank started with $1 in 1985 (unreliable) prices and then moved 
to only $1.08 in 1993 (unreliable) prices, when we would expect inflation to be more. 
 
The World Bank system is in fact hideously complex, which is perhaps one reason why few people 
understand it.    
 
I have had some trouble understanding how the revisions, at least in 2008 of more than one thing at 
once, have affected the reported numbers, and what they might mean about real people (if the 
numbers were reliable and the concept were humane).     
 
One problem may be that if you are going to pretend there are international dollars, you may have to 
make sure that people understand whether you are talking about  
 
a) (subjective and controversial) US inflation rates,  
b) (subjective, controversial and less reliable) poorer-country inflation rates, or  
c) both at the same time. 
 
If you adjust the line for specific poorer-countries' inflation, then why would you expect it to have the 
same purchasing power in the US as in a previous year? 
 
It would be surprising if there are many people in the world who understand that kind of thing when 
the World Bank says it has changed the dollar level of the so-called "poverty" line using a different 
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year. 
 
As I say, the above is uneducated guesswork which I can correct if necessary.] 
 
 
  
"Second, MDG1 relates the number of poor not to the population of the world but to the faster-
growing population of the less-developed countries." 

 
MB: That is not in the text of MDG1.  It is, however, in the MDG progress reports.  Those can easily 
give the wrong impression that the easier trends are in the MDG text, or, in another part of the 
propaganda identified by Pogge, agreed in 2000. 
 

"Third, all MDGs use 1990 as the base year"  
 
MB:  Not for water.   Here again, while the easier target is not in the official MDG list, the official 
reports mislead that it is. 
 
 
"…while the Millennium Declaration uses the time of its own adoption: the year 2000.   
 
Back-dating the baseline to 1990 is triply significant  
 
because it increases from 15 to 25 years the time in which poverty reductions can be achieved,  
 
because it magnifies the increase in the base population to which the number of poor is being set in 
proportion and  
 
because it takes advantage of the substantial poverty reduction China achieved in the 1990s." 

 

"The great ease with which this massive fraud against the poor could be perpetrated illustrates the 
most important point we need to realize: how utterly indifferent we more privileged people are to the 
fate of the world’s poor.  
 
Perhaps it was to be expected that Kofi Annan would come under pressure to dilute the goal and that 
he would succumb to this pressure. But what about all the others?  
 
Thousands of government officials were involved in drafting the Millennium Declaration,  
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thousands of journalists reported on it,  
 
thousands of economists, statisticians and other academics examined the goals it was setting forth.  
 
Many of these thought leaders knew, and all of them could and should have known, that the express 

resolution of the UN General Assembly was being subverted at the expense of the poor.  
 
But no one cared about 335 million additional people condemned to extreme poverty — not enough, 
anyway, to speak out or even just to let the real story be told." 
 
 
The same passage on thousands of professionals is in Pogge's chapter “Poverty, Hunger and Cosmetic 
Progress”, in Malcolm Langford, Andy Sumner and Alicia Ely Yamin, editors, The Millennium 
Development Goals and Human Rights, Cambridge University Press 2013.  
 
The editors wrote in the same book:  
 
"Debate over the relationship between the MDGs and human rights has been intense since the 
adoption [!] of the former in 2001." 
 
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/31913/frontmatter/9781107031913_frontmatter.pdf   
 

Pogge adds a footnote:  

"I tried in 2003–04 to interest news media in the deceit and was turned down by many, including the 
New York Times, New York Review of Books, and London Review of Books. I finally managed to place 
an 800-word essay in the Frankfurter Rundschau (12 February 2004) as well as an academic article: 
“The First UN Millennium Development Goal: a Cause for Celebration?” in Journal of Human 
Development 5/3 (2004), 377–397. Neither publication had any discernible echo." 

 
[MB: See my note below, after the quotations from Pogge.] 

 

"Looking closely at Table 4, you will have noticed the massive divergence of the trend of chronic 

undernutrition from the extreme-poverty trend.  
 
While one would naturally expect these two trends to be strongly correlated, they in fact go in 
opposite directions."                                                         
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…  

"It is worth noting that the creative accounting is not confined to MDG1.  
 
The annual MDG reports …The year “1990” occurs hundreds of times in these reports but not one 

single time in the entire UN Millennium Declaration … 
 
What the UN General Assembly had actually agreed to promise is rather different: “By the same date 
[2015], to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child mortality by two 
thirds, of their current rates” (UN Millennium Declaration (n.8 supra), Article 19…)" 
 

… 
 
"The striking discrepancy between the trends depicted in these two tables [the FAO 
"undernourishment" and the World Bank "extreme poverty" claims] has long been ignored, with 
media attention focusing largely on the rosier poverty data — the FAO has nothing like the visibility, 
prestige or financial resources of the World Bank.  
 
But the latest MDG Report 17 does finally comment. After depicting the fall in reported poverty 
between 1999 and 2009 (p.10) and the rather less pretty evolution of chronic undernutrition (p.11), 
the Report comments with a carefully crafted sentence: “The disconnect between poverty reduction 
and the persistence of hunger has brought renewed attention to the mechanisms governing access to 
food in the developing world” (p.11).  
 
The sentence suggests a possible explanation for the discrepancy: food distribution systems in less-
developed countries have been deteriorating so that poor people cannot find food to spend their 
money on.  
 
This speculation, wholly unsupported, defies common sense; and the Report is careful not to endorse 
it but merely to convey vaguely that some people apparently find this explanation worthy of attention.  

Is there a better explanation of the discrepancy?  
 
The World Bank adjusts all incomes for inflation. So in judging how a household has fared over the 
2005-10 period, the Bank compares its per capita income with the — typically national — inflation 
rate.  
 
If a household’s per capita income rises faster than the rate of inflation, the Bank will conclude that 
this household has become less poor." 



1375 

 
"Here is then a better explanation of the poverty-hunger “disconnect.” In the 2005-10 period, food 
prices rose much faster than inflation. …" 
 
 
"Could this be the explanation for the discrepancy between the FAO’s shocking undernutrition 
statistics and the Bank’s much rosier poverty statistics?  
 
In response to my hypothesis, the World Bank revealed that it is now measuring consumer price 
inflation in a way that takes account of the divergent expenditure pattern of the very poor — at least 
in China." 

[MB: I might have to check, but as far as I am aware they looked at national prices for items the poor 
buy, not prices actually faced by the poor.] 
 
 

"This change in methodology has apparently raised the reported number of extremely poor people in 
China by more than 20 million to 173 million. But China is only a small part of the worldwide 
extreme poverty count of 1289 million reported in the “Update.” " 
 

"In making the revision for China, the Bank is apparently weighting the various prices according to 
the actual consumption pattern of the Chinese poor.  
 
But this may not be plausible, in the case of urgently needed medicine, for example:  
 
the fact that poor people do not consume a certain medicine does not show that its price is 

unimportant to them  
— indeed, its exorbitant price may be the cause for their sickness or death.  
 
Conversely, the fact the poor people spend a portion of their small incomes on cigarettes may not 
show that fluctuations in the price of cigarettes affect how poor they are…"  

 
Thomas Pogge  
Poverty, Human Rights and the Global Order: Framing the Post-2015 Agenda 
April 2012 
http://www.beyond2015.org/sites/default/files/SSRN-id2046985.pdf  
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The two 2004 articles Pogge mentions cover different ground.  
 
Pogge's February 2004 Frankfurter Rundschau article  
https://www.wiwi.uni-siegen.de/vwli/salon/wille.html  
did not mention the Millennium Declaration of 2000.  It mentioned ways in which MDG1 (proposed 
in 2001) was easier than the 1996 hunger commitment.   
 
Pogge says correctly that MDG1 had a standard baseline of 1990 rather than 1996, and concerned 
proportions rather than numbers, both of which make the targets easier than the 1996 pledge.  In this 
article Pogge was incorrect in saying the MDG target with a 1990 baseline was announced in 2000. 
 
Pogge's November 2004 academic article, which was a version of his September 2003 lecture, made 
what seems to have been a highly important and apparently new point: the difference between the 
obvious Millennium Declaration baseline, 2000, and how UN staff, as he put it, "interpret" the 
Declaration, as having a 1990 baseline. 
 
However, it was not clear enough on the difference between Declaration and "MDGs". 
 
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Thomas_Pogge/publication/253038621_The_First_UN_Millenni
um_Development_Goal_A_Cause_for_Celebration/links/5595342308ae21086d1f228f/The-First-UN-
Millennium-Development-Goal-A-Cause-for-Celebration.pdf   
 
 
It may be worth recalling that UN heads of agencies in 2001 basically accepted that the Declaration 
had a 2000 baseline.   
 
They told country offices on 6 November 2001 that the Declaration text's mention of "current rates" in 
the mortality promises "would imply" a baseline of 2000 for the Declaration as a whole.   
 
Pogge also said in the September 2003/November 2004 academic article that the UN diluted the 
targets by applying them to each "developing" region rather than the world.   
 
That was not part of the official formulation of the MDG targets.  In any case, in practice such a 
change in approach does not dilute the targets but makes them overall more ambitious.   
 
This mathematical effect happens when in for example the so-called "extreme poverty" claims, one or 
more populous regions are far ahead.  If China far exceeds a target, then its region is likely to have far 
exceeded it overall.  If you look at the world as a whole, the other regions can be behind and the 
world still meet the target.   But if you want every region to meet the target, and China has far 
exceeded it, then global progress will have to be significantly more than for the world to just meet it.  
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However, a related point by Pogge is valid.  UN staff have reported on "developing regions" as a 
whole, and so have given the wrong impression that this was specified in, for example, the MDG 
hunger target.  That does make their claimed, or implied, target slightly easier than the real MDG 
target because of something identified by Pogge – greater total population growth in those regions.   
  
None of what I say here should be taken as implying that the methods or numbers reported by the UN 
are reliable, sensible or unbiased. 
 

 

 

 

 

…………………………….. 
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"In 2000, global heads of state reached agreement on the Millennium Development Goals" 

Grace Malenga, Malcolm Molyneux 
The Lancet  
Vol 379 June 9, 2012 
Published online 8 May 2012 
DOI:10.1016/S0140-6736(12)60369-9 

 
Incorrect and misleading.   
 
The so-called MDG framework has a standard 1990 baseline.   
 
Heads of state and heads of government in 2000 agreed a 2000 baseline, and emphasised various 
things not in the "MDGs" which are good for health, like human rights. 

Strangely, when I told the Lancet and its ombudsman, Malcolm Molyneux, of his own error and those 
by its editor and others, neither the journal staff nor the ombudsman responded to my question as to 
who was a suitable person to assess the complaint. 
 
Professor Molyneux published a statement in the Lancet.  It strangely claimed that I only complained 
about an editorial decision not to publish a letter.   
 
 

…………………….. 
 
 
 
Reference contradicts text: 

 

"At the UN Millennium Summit in September, 2000, world leaders adopted the Millennium 
Declaration, committing their nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty and 
address a series of time-bound health and development targets. 1 Among these Millennium 
Development Goals (MDG) was a pledge to reduce child mortality by two-thirds between 1990 and 
2015." [!] 
 
1 UN General Assembly. United Nations Millennium Declaration. 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm"  
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Paul M Pronyk, Maria Muniz, Ben Nemser, Marie-Andrée Somers, Lucy McClellan, Cheryl A Palm, 
Uyen Kim Huynh, Yanis Ben Amor, Belay Begashaw, John W McArthur, Amadou Niang, Sonia 
Ehrlich Sachs, Prabhjot Singh, Awash Teklehaimanot, Jeffrey D Sachs, for the Millennium Villages 
Study Group 
The Lancet 
Published online 8 May 2012 
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(12)60207-4/fulltext  
 

 

 
 
 

"As the BBC correctly [!] stated in the past: 
 
"The Declaration outlines eight broad goals. Within these are eighteen targets...and forty-eight 
indicators." 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/specials/1112_mdg/index.shtml " 
 

Matt Berkley 
Note after finding errors in BBC World Service output from More or Less team 
9 May 2012 

 

 
I was right to say the More or Less team confused a goal and a target.  
 
But I had no good reason for saying the BBC was correct about the Millennium Declaration. 
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What is wrong with the BBC? 
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SQA (Scottish Qualifications Authority): 

 

 
 
 
 
 
NATIONAL QUALIFICATIONS 
2012 
FRIDAY, 11 MAY 
9.00 AM – 11.00 AM 
 

MODERN STUDIES 
INTERMEDIATE 2  
 
*X236/11/01* LI X236/11/01 6/7110 
 
This Examination Paper consists of 3 Sections 

Page forty-six 

Question 9 …(d)   
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Study Sources 1, 2 and 3 below and opposite, then answer the question which follows. 

SOURCE 1 

In New York in 2000, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were agreed [!] by 189 
countries, including Brazil.  These goals represented a commitment [?] by rich and poor countries to 
improve social and economic conditions and reduce levels of poverty and suffering in less developed 
countries by 2015."  

"By 2008 Brazil had already met the MDG [?] of cutting poverty [!] in half, " 
[not an MDG: MDG1 is on halving hunger as well by 2015, the target is not on poverty in general, 
and the actual MDG is eradication.   Also, if these are World Bank claims, why is the Authority 
presenting the contentious material, with statistical claims, as if it is unquestionable?] 
 
"seven years early.  Those in absolute poverty fell from 14·6% in 2003 to 7·1% in 2009.  
 
["Source 2" gives 1990 starting point.]       
 
 
SQA clearly gives the impression that the MDG child mortality target on the chart is what leaders 
agreed in 2000, when in reality the baseline was 2000. 
 
Note that there may be disagreement over the extent to which individual countries committed 
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themselves to meeting at a national level the global targets, but SQA misleads in any case. 
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Did the Scottish Qualifications Authority say candidates "should" reach conclusions on poverty based 
on what are in large part estimates of what people spent, with no idea about needs? 
 
 
http://www.sqa.org.uk/files_ccc/Int%202_Modern-Studies_all_2012-DQP-SpellcheckOn.pdf    

  



1388 

"In 1999, just before [?] the adoption [!]  of the MDGs ... 

 In 2000 [?] , the international development community committed [?] to the MDGs. MDG 2 
states:....28 ... 
 
[footnote] 28 Resolution adopted by the General Assembly...September 2000" 
 
Independent Commission for Aid Impact  
May 2012 
https://www.oecd.org/countries/rwanda/50360183.pdf 
icai.independent.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/DFIDs-Education-Programmes-in-Three-East-African-
Countries-Final-Report-3.pdf  
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By 2020, "vital immunisation" for all (WHO description of member states' World Health 
Assembly 2012 "commitment") 
 
 
 
 
"In 2012, the [World Health] Assembly endorsed the Global Vaccine Action Plan, a commitment to 
ensure that no one misses out on vital immunization by 2020."  
 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/news/releases/2015/wha-25-may-2015/en/ 
 
 
 
 
 
The full plan is at: 
 
http://apps.who.int/gb/ebwha/pdf_files/WHA65/A65_22-en.pdf  
 
from which Annex 1 is below: 
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"World Health Assembly 2012 (WHA65.17) & Global Vaccine Action Plan 

 
 
Goals:  
 

(1) To achieve a world free of poliomyelitis 
(2) To meet vaccination coverage targets in every region, country and community 
(3) To exceed the MDG4 target for reducing child mortality 
(4) To meet global and regional elimination targets 
(5) To develop and introduce new and improved vaccines and technologies 
 

 
Targets: 
 

(1) Interrupt wild poliovirus transmission globally (2014);  
Certification of poliomyelitis eradication (2018) 
 
(2.1) Neonatal tetanus eliminated in all WHO regions (2015) 
 
(2.2) Measles eliminated in at least 4 WHO regions (2015) and in at least 5 WHO regions (2020)   
 
(2.3) Rubella/congenital rubella syndrome eliminated in at least 2 WHO regions (2015) and in at 
least 5 WHO regions (2020) 
 

(3) Reach 90% national coverage and 80% in every district or equivalent admin unit with three doses 
of DTP vaccines (2015)  
and with all vaccines in national programmes unless otherwise recommended (2020) 
 

(4.1) At least 90 low- and middle-income countries have introduced one or more new or underutilized 
vaccines (2015); All low- and middle-income countries (2020) 
 
(4.2) Licensure and launch of vaccine or vaccines against one or more major currently non-vaccine 
preventable diseases (2020) 
 
(4.3) Licensure and launch of at least one platform delivery technology (2020) 
 
(5) Reduce by two thirds the under-five mortality rate (MDG Target 4.A) (2015);  
Exceed MDG Target 4.A (2020)" 
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The above list is from the "unofficial" compendium of existing goals and targets produced by staff of 
the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs 
2014 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/3507Existing%20targets_1_April_version.x
lsx  

 
 

 

....................... 

  

Resolution: 
 
 

 SIXTY-FIFTH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY  
 
WHA65.17  

 

Agenda item 13.12  
 
26 May 2012  

 

Global vaccine action plan  

 

The Sixty-fifth World Health Assembly,  

Having considered the report on the draft global vaccine action plan;1  

Recognizing the importance of immunization as one of the most cost-effective interventions in public 
health, which should be recognized as a core component of the human right to health;  

Acknowledging the remarkable progress made in immunization in several countries to ensure that 
every eligible individual is immunized with all appropriate vaccines, irrespective of geographical 
location, age, gender, disability, educational level, socioeconomic level, ethnic group or work 
condition;  
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Applauding the contribution of successful immunization programmes in achieving global health 
goals, in particular in reducing childhood mortality and morbidity, and their potential for reducing 
mortality and morbidity across the life-course;  

Noting that the introduction of new vaccines targeted against several important causes of major killer 
diseases such as pneumonia, diarrhoea and cervical cancer can be used as a catalyst to scale up  

complementary interventions and create synergies between primary health care programmes; and 
that beyond the mortality gains, these new vaccines will prevent morbidity with resulting economic 
returns even in countries that have already succeeded in reducing mortality;  

Concerned that, despite the progress already made, disease eradication and elimination goals such as 
the eradication of poliomyelitis, the elimination of measles, rubella, and maternal and neonatal 
tetanus cannot be met without achieving and sustaining high and equitable coverage;  

Concerned that low-income and middle-income countries where the adoption of available vaccines 
has been slower may not have the opportunity to access newer and improved vaccines expected to 
become available during this decade;  

Alarmed that globally routine immunization services are not reaching one child in five, and that 
substantial gaps persist in routine immunization coverage within countries;  

Recalling resolutions WHA58.15 and WHA61.15 on the global immunization strategy,  

                                                     

1 Document A65/22.  

 

1. ENDORSES the Global Vaccine Action Plan;  

2. URGES Members States:  

(1) to apply the vision and the strategies of the Global Vaccine Action Plan in order to develop the 
vaccines and immunization components of their national health strategy and plans, paying particular 
attention to improving performance of the Expanded Programme on Immunization, and according to 
the epidemiological situation in their respective countries;  

 (2) to commit themselves to allocating adequate human and financial resources to achieve the 
immunization goals and other relevant key milestones;  

(3) to report every year to the regional committees during a dedicated Decade of Vaccines session, on 
lessons learnt, progress made, remaining challenges and updated actions to reach the national 
immunization targets;  
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3. REQUESTS the Director-General:  

(1) to foster alignment and coordination of global immunization efforts by all stakeholders in support 
of the implementation of the Global Vaccine Action Plan;  

(2) to ensure that the support provided to the Global Vaccine Action Plan’s implementation at 
regional and country level includes a strong focus on strengthening routine immunization;  

(3) to identify human and financial resources for the provision of technical support in order to 
implement the national plans of the Global Vaccine Action Plan and monitor their impact;  

(4) to mobilize more financial resources in order to support mplementation of the Global Vaccine 
Action Plan in low-income and middle-income countries;  

(5) to monitor progress and report annually, through the Executive Board, to the Health Assembly, 
until the Seventy-first World Health Assembly, on progress towards achievement of global 
immunization targets, as a substantive agenda item, using the proposed accountability framework to 
guide discussions and future actions.  

 

World Health Assembly 
Tenth plenary meeting, 26 May 2012   
A65/VR/10  
http://apps.who.int/gb/ebwha/pdf_files/WHA65/A65_R17-en.pdf  
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By 2025, child and maternal health targets which were later omitted from the "SDGs"?    

(World Health Assembly, 2012) 

 

 

 

 

"Elimination of preventable child and maternal death 
 
World Health Assembly 2012 ... 
 

Goal: To improve maternal, infant and young child nutrition 

 
Targets, by 2025: 

 
(1) 40% reduction in the number of children under-5 who are stunted 

 
(2) 50% reduction of anaemia in women in reproductive age 

 
(3) 30% reduction in low birth weight 

 
(4) No increase in childhood overweight 

 
(5) Increase the rate of exclusive breastfeeding in the first 6 months up to at least 50% 

 
(6) Reduce and maintain childhood wasting to less than 5%" 

 

Targets for 2025 agreed at the 2012 World Health Assembly  
according to: 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/3507Existing%20targets_1_April_version.x
lsx  
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"Noncommunicable diseases: The Health Assembly adopted several resolutions and decisions on 
noncommunicable diseases (NCDs): 

• Delegates approved the development of a global monitoring framework for the prevention and 
control of NCDs, including indicators and a set of global targets.  
 
Member States agreed to adopt a global target of a 25% reduction in premature mortality 
from noncommunicable diseases such as cardiovascular disease, cancer, diabetes and chronic 
respiratory diseases by 2025."  

 

65th World Health Assembly closes with new global health measures 
News release  
WHO 
26 May 2012 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/news/releases/2012/wha65_closes_20120526/en/ 
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OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA)  
GCE General Studies examination question paper 
June 2012 
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"We should applaud... efforts to achieve the Millennium Development Goals agreed 10 years later in 

Johannesburg"   
 
Prince Charles 
Address to the Nobel Laureates Event at the Sustainable Development Conference Rio+20 | The 
Huffington Post 
"17/06/2012 21:00 | Updated 30 December 2012" 
 http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/hrh-the-prince-of-wales/prince-charles-address-nobel-laureates-rio-
20_b_1603840.html 

 

MB: It is not clear that the generally easier, narrower "MDGs" were agreed in Johannesburg.   
 
The "MDGs" were proposed in September 2001.  However, in December 2001 member states instead 
reaffirmed the Declaration, called for publicity on the Declaration and again mentioned a 2000 
baseline for water (resolutions of 14 to 21 December 2001).   
 
The September 2002 Johannesburg targets on infant, under-5 child and maternal mortality are from 
the "rate in 2000" and include an aim to reduce survival rate "disparities" for these groups "as quickly 
as possible". 
 
The references in the Johannesburg Declaration and Plan to "Millennium development goals" are 
dealt with in depth in the relevant section of the present document. 
 
The answer to the question of whether the 2002 summit endorsed the "MDG" structure could depend 
on what the public reasonably took the statements at the time to mean.   If there had been much 
publicity about the "MDGs" then it could be argued that whatever the detail of the 2002 Declaration 
and Plan, the public would be right to conclude that nations were endorsing the "MDG" structure as 
well as the existing goals.  
 
I do not know whether Prince Charles would like to make some other claim about when the MDGs 
were "agreed". 
 
But they are not perhaps of great significance in any case, given the actual, generally more ambitious 
and wider commitments governments did make in 1990-2002 which make several of the most widely-
publicised "MDG" targets largely irrelevant.
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2012: Nations "reaffirm our commitment to fully implement...Agenda 21", the Johannesburg 

Plan, the Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the Decade 2011–

2020 (Istanbul Programme of Action) and other conference and summit goals.   

 

These include: 

 

By 2015, save more mothers and children than in the "MDGs"; 

By 2020, safe water and sanitation for all in "least developed countries";   

By 2025, safe water and sanitation for all. 

 

In 2012, nations agreed the "importance" of new goals based on Agenda 21 and the 

Johannesburg Plan.   Nations on the Economic and Social Council were to promote the 

implementation of Agenda 21. 

 

In 2015, the supposedly "transformative" SDGs put back the 2020 and 2025 water and 

sanitation goals to 2030.  However, it is not obvious how governments might not still be officially 

committed to 2020 and 2025. 

 

These and other deceptions are despite the 2012 conference emphasising more commitment and 

more transparency. The 2012 conference also said:  

 

"governments have strengthened their commitment to sustainable development  

since the adoption of Agenda 21";  

 

"policies for green economy in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication 

should be guided by and in accordance with ... Agenda 21" 

 

"we commit to address remaining gaps in...outcomes of the major summits"; 

 

"we recommit to fully implement the commitments related to Africa's development needs"   

 

"public participation and access to information....are essential to the promotion of sustainable 

development"; 

 

"Sustainable development requires ...meaningful involvement";   

 

"We support prioritizing measures to promote gender equality and women’s empowerment in all 

spheres";  

 

"an improved and more effective institutional framework for sustainable development 
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...should...build on Agenda 21 and the Johannesburg Plan..., contribute to the implementation of 

our commitments in the outcomes of United Nations conferences and summits...";  

 

"We reaffirm that the Economic and Social Council...is a central mechanism ...for promoting the 

implementation of Agenda 21"  

 

"We commit to strengthen the Economic and Social Council ...as a principal organ in the 

integrated and coordinated follow-up of the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and 

summits in the economic, social, environmental and related fields"; 

"We further recognize the importance and utility of a set of sustainable development goals, based 

on Agenda 21 and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation...which... build upon commitments 

already made...and contribute to the full implementation of the outcomes of all major summits in 

the economic, social and environmental fields". 

 

United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development  

(Rio+20, 2012) 
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 27 July 2012 

[without reference to a Main Committee (A/66/L.56)] 

66/288. The future we want 

 

* 

 
 The General Assembly, 

 
 Recalling its resolution 64/236 of 24 December 2009, in which it 
decided to organize, in 2012, the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development at the highest possible level, as well as its 
resolution 66/197 of 22 December 2011, 

 
 1. Expresses its profound gratitude to the Government and the 
people of Brazil for hosting the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development in Rio de Janeiro from 20 to 22 June 2012, 
and for providing all the necessary support; 

 
 2. Endorses the outcome document of the United Nations 
Conference on Sustainable Development, entitled “The future we 
want”, annexed to the present resolution. 

 
123rd plenary meeting 

27 July 2012 
  

 
* Reissued for technical reasons on 17 January 2013. 
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Annex 

The future we want 
 

I. Our common vision 

 
1. We, the Heads of State and Government and high-level 
representatives,  
having met at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from 20 to 22 June 2012,  
with the full participation of civil society,  
renew our commitment  
to sustainable development and  
to ensuring the promotion of an  
economically, socially and environmentally sustainable  
future for our planet and for present and future generations. 

 
 
2. Poverty eradication is the greatest global challenge facing the 
world today and an indispensable requirement for sustainable 
development.  
 
In this regard,  

 
we are committed to freeing humanity from poverty and hunger  
as a matter of urgency. 
 

 

3. We therefore acknowledge the need to further mainstream 
sustainable development at all levels, integrating economic, social and 
environmental aspects and recognizing their interlinkages, so as to 
achieve sustainable development in all its dimensions. 

 
 
4. We recognize that  
poverty eradication,  
changing unsustainable and  
promoting sustainable patterns of consumption and production and  
protecting and managing the natural resource base  
of economic and social development  
are the overarching objectives of and  
essential requirements  
for sustainable development.  
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We also reaffirm the need to achieve sustainable development by  
 
promoting sustained, inclusive and equitable economic growth,  
creating greater opportunities for all,  
reducing inequalities,  
raising basic standards of living,  
fostering equitable social development and inclusion, and  
promoting the integrated and sustainable management of natural 
resources and ecosystems  
that supports, inter alia,  
economic, social and human development while  
facilitating ecosystem conservation, regeneration and restoration and 
resilience in the face of new and emerging challenges. 
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5. We reaffirm our commitment to make every effort to accelerate 
the achievement of  
the internationally agreed development goals,  
including the Millennium Development Goals by 2015. 
 

 
6. We recognize that people are at the centre of sustainable 
development and, in this regard, we strive for a world that is just, 
equitable and inclusive, and we commit to work together to promote 
sustained and inclusive economic growth, social development and 
environmental protection and thereby to benefit all. 

 
7. We reaffirm that we continue to be guided by the purposes and 
principles of the Charter of the United Nations, with full respect for 
international law and its principles. 

 
8. We also reaffirm the importance of freedom, peace and security, 
respect for all human rights, including the right to development and 
the right to an adequate standard of living, including the right to food, 
the rule of law, gender equality, women’s empowerment and the 
overall commitment to just and democratic societies for development. 
 

9. We reaffirm the importance of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights,1 as well as other international instruments relating to human 
rights and international law.  
 
We emphasize the responsibilities of all States, in conformity with the 
Charter, to respect, protect and promote human rights and fundamental 
freedoms for all, without distinction of any kind as to race, colour, sex, 
language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, 
property, birth, disability or other status. 
 

10. We acknowledge that democracy, good governance and the rule of 
law, at the national and international levels, as well as an enabling 
environment, are essential for sustainable development, including 
sustained and inclusive economic growth, social development, 
environmental protection and the eradication of poverty and hunger.  
 

 
1 Resolution 217 A (III). 
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We reaffirm that, to achieve our sustainable development goals,  
we need institutions at all levels that are  
effective,  
transparent,  
accountable and democratic. 

 
11. We reaffirm our commitment to strengthen international 
cooperation to address the persistent challenges related to sustainable 
development for all, in particular in developing countries.  
 
In this regard, we reaffirm the need to achieve  
economic stability,  
sustained economic growth,  
the promotion of social equity and  
the protection of the environment,  
while enhancing  
gender equality,  
women’s empowerment and  
equal opportunities for all,  
and the protection, survival and development of children to their full 
potential, including through education. 
 

 
12. We resolve to take urgent action to achieve sustainable 
development.  
 

 
We therefore renew our commitment to sustainable development,  
assessing  
the progress to date and  
the remaining gaps in the  
implementation of the outcomes of  
the major summits  
on sustainable development and  
addressing new and emerging challenges.  
 

 
We express our determination to address the themes of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development, namely, a green 
economy in the context of sustainable development and poverty 
eradication, and the institutional framework for sustainable 
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development. 
 

13. We recognize that opportunities for people to  
influence their lives and future,  
participate in decision-making and  
voice their concerns  
are fundamental for sustainable development.  
 
We underscore that sustainable development requires concrete and 
urgent action.  
 
It can only be achieved with a broad alliance of people, governments, 
civil society and the private sector, all working together to secure the 
future we want for present and future generations. 
 

 
 
... 
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II. Renewing political commitment  
 

A. Reaffirming the Rio Principles and past action plans  

 
14. We recall the Declaration of the United Nations Conference on 
the Human  
Environment, adopted at Stockholm on 16 June 1972.2 
 

 
 
15. We reaffirm all the principles of the Rio Declaration on 
Environment and Development,3 including, inter alia, the principle of 
common but differentiated responsibilities, as set out in principle 7 
thereof. 
 

 
16. We reaffirm our commitment to fully implement  
 
the Rio Declaration,  
 
Agenda 21,4  
 
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21,5  
 
the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development (Johannesburg Plan of Implementation)6  
 
and the Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development,7  
 
the Programme of Action for the Sustainable Development of Small 

 
2 See Report of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment, Stockholm, 5–16 June 1972 
(A/CONF.48/14/Rev.1), part one, chap. I. 
3 Report of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro, 3–14 June 
1992, vol. I, Resolutions Adopted by the Conference (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.93.I.8 and 
corrigendum), resolution 1, annex I. 
4 Ibid., annex II. 
5 Resolution S-19/2, annex. 
6 Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, Johannesburg, South Africa, 26 August–
4 September 2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.03.II.A.1 and corrigendum), chap. I, resolution 
2, annex. 
7 Ibid., resolution 1, annex. 
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Island Developing States (Barbados Programme of Action)8 and  
 
the Mauritius Strategy for the Further Implementation of the 
Programme of Action for the Sustainable Development of Small Island 
Developing States.9  
 
 
We also reaffirm our commitment to the full implementation of  
 
the Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the 
Decade 2011–2020 (Istanbul Programme of Action),10  
 
the Almaty Programme of Action: Addressing the Special Needs of 
Landlocked Developing Countries within a New Global Framework 
for Transit Transport Cooperation for Landlocked and Transit 
Developing Countries,11  
 
the political declaration on Africa’s development needs12 and  
 
the New Partnership for Africa’s Development.13  
 
 
We recall as well our commitments in the outcomes of all the major 
United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and 
environmental fields, including  
 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration,14  
 
the 2005 World Summit Outcome,15  
 
the Monterrey Consensus of the International Conference on 

 
8 Report of the Global Conference on the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States, 
Bridgetown, Barbados, 25 April–6 May 1994 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.94.I.18 and 
corrigenda), chap. I, resolution 1, annex II. 
9 Report of the International Meeting to Review the Implementation of the Programme of Action for the 
Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States, Port Louis, Mauritius, 10–14 January 2005 
(United Nations publication, Sales No. E.05.II.A.4 and corrigendum), chap. I, resolution 1, annex II. 
10 Report of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, Istanbul, Turkey, 
9–13 May 2011 (A/CONF.219/7), chap. II. 
11 Report of the International Ministerial Conference of Landlocked and Transit Developing Countries and 
Donor Countries and International Financial and Development Institutions on Transit Transport 
Cooperation, Almaty, Kazakhstan, 28 and 29 August 2003 (A/CONF.202/3), annex I. 
12 See resolution 63/1. 
13 A/57/304, annex. 
14 See resolution 55/2. 
15 See resolution 60/1. 
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Financing for Development,16  
 
the Doha Declaration on Financing for Development: outcome 
document of the Follow-up International Conference on Financing for 
Development to Review the Implementation of the Monterrey 
Consensus,17  
 
the outcome document of the High-level Plenary Meeting of the 
General Assembly on the Millennium Development Goals,18  
 
the Programme of Action of the International Conference on 
Population and Development,19  
 
the key actions for the further implementation of the Programme of 
Action of the International Conference on Population and 
Development20 and  
 
the Beijing Declaration21 and Platform for Action.22 
 

 
 
17. We recognize the importance of the three Rio conventions  
for advancing sustainable development, and in this regard  
we urge all parties to fully implement their commitments under  
 
the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change,23  
 
the Convention on Biological Diversity24 and  
 
the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification in Those 
Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or Desertification, 
Particularly in Africa,25  

 
16 Report of the International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico, 18–22 March 
2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.02.II.A.7), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
17 Resolution 63/239, annex. 
18 See resolution 65/1. 
19 Report of the International Conference on Population and Development, Cairo, 5–13 September 1994 
(United Nations publication, Sales No. E.95.XIII.18), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
20 Resolution S-21/2, annex. 
21 Report of the Fourth World Conference on Women, Beijing, 4–15 September 1995 (United Nations 
publication, Sales No. E.96.IV.13), chap. I, resolution 1, annex I. 
22 Ibid., annex II. 
23 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1771, No. 30822. 
24 Ibid., vol. 1760, No. 30619. 
25 Ibid., vol. 1954, No. 33480. 
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in accordance with their respective principles and provisions, as well 
as to take effective and concrete actions and measures at all levels and 
enhance international cooperation. 
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18. We are determined to reinvigorate political will and  
 
to raise the level of commitment by the international community  
 
to move the sustainable development agenda forward,  
 
through the achievement of  
 
the internationally agreed development goals, including  
the Millennium Development Goals.  
 
 
We further reaffirm  
our respective commitments to  
other relevant internationally agreed goals  
 
in the economic, social and environmental fields since 1992.  
 
We therefore resolve to take concrete measures that accelerate 
implementation of sustainable development commitments. 
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B. Advancing integration, implementation and coherence:  
 
assessing the progress to date and the remaining gaps in the 
implementation of the outcomes of the major summits  
 
on sustainable development  
 
and addressing new and emerging challenges 
 
 

19. We recognize that the twenty years since the United Nations 
Conference on Environment and Development in 1992 have seen 
uneven progress, including in sustainable development and poverty 
eradication.  
 
We emphasize the need to make progress in implementing previous 
commitments.  
 
We also recognize the need to accelerate progress in closing 
development gaps between developed and developing countries, and to 
seize and create opportunities to achieve sustainable development 
through economic growth and diversification, social development and 
environmental protection.  
 
To this end, we underscore the continued need for  
an enabling environment at the national and international levels,  
as well as  
continued and strengthened international cooperation,  
particularly in the areas of  
finance, debt, trade and technology transfer, as mutually agreed, and 
innovation, entrepreneurship, capacity-building, transparency and 
accountability.  
 
We recognize the diversification of actors and stakeholders engaged in 
the pursuit of sustainable development. In this context, we affirm the 
continued need for the full and effective participation of all countries, 
in particular developing countries, in global decision-making. 
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20. We acknowledge that, since 1992,  
there have been areas of insufficient progress  
and setbacks in the integration of the three dimensions of sustainable 
development, aggravated by multiple financial, economic, food and 
energy crises, which have threatened the ability of all countries, in 
particular developing countries, to achieve sustainable development.  
 
In this regard, it is critical that  
 
we do not backtrack from our commitment to the outcome of  
the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development.  
 
We also recognize that one of the current major challenges for all 
countries, particularly for developing countries, is the impact from the 
multiple crises affecting the world today. 
 

 
 
21. We are deeply concerned that one in five people on this planet, or 
over 1 billion people, still live in extreme poverty, and that one in seven 
— or 14 per cent — is undernourished, while public health challenges, 
including pandemics and epidemics, remain omnipresent threats.  
 
In this context, we note the ongoing discussions in the General 
Assembly on human security.  
 
We acknowledge that with the world’s population projected to exceed 
9 billion by 2050, with an estimated two thirds living in cities,  
 
we need to increase our efforts to achieve sustainable development  
 
and, in particular, the eradication of poverty, hunger and preventable 
diseases. 
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22. We recognize examples of progress in sustainable development at 
the regional, national, subnational and local levels.  
 
We note that efforts to achieve sustainable development have been 
reflected in regional, national and subnational policies and plans, and 
that  
 
governments have strengthened their commitment  
to sustainable development  
since the adoption of Agenda 21  

through legislation and institutions,  
and the development and implementation of  
international, regional and subregional  
agreements and commitments. 
 

 
 

23. We reaffirm the importance of supporting developing countries in 
their efforts to eradicate poverty and  
 
promote empowerment  
 
of the poor and people in vulnerable situations,  
 
including  
 
removing barriers to opportunity,  
enhancing productive capacity,  
developing sustainable agriculture and  
promoting full and productive employment and decent work for all,  
complemented by  
effective social policies,  
including  
social protection floors,  
 
with a view to  
 
achieving the internationally agreed development goals,  
 
including the Millennium Development Goals. 
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24. We express deep concern about the continuing high levels of 
unemployment and underemployment, particularly among young 
people, and note the need for sustainable development strategies to 
proactively address youth employment at all levels. In this regard, we 
recognize the need for a global strategy on youth and employment 
building on the work of the International Labour Organization. 
 

25. We acknowledge that climate change is a cross-cutting and 
persistent crisis, and express our concern that the scale and gravity of 
the negative impacts of climate change affect all countries and 
undermine the ability of all countries, in particular, developing 
countries, to achieve sustainable development and the Millennium 
Development Goals, and threaten the viability and survival of nations.  
 
Therefore, we underscore that combating climate change requires 
urgent and ambitious action,  
 
in accordance with the principles and provisions of the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change. 
 
 

26. States are strongly urged to refrain from promulgating and 
applying any unilateral economic, financial or trade measures not in 
accordance with international law and the Charter that impede the full 
achievement of economic and social development, particularly in 
developing countries. 
 

 
27. We reiterate our commitment, expressed in the Johannesburg Plan 
of Implementation, the 2005 World Summit Outcome and the outcome 
document of the High-level Plenary Meeting of the General Assembly 
on the Millennium Development Goals of 2010, to take further effective 
measures and actions, in conformity with international law, to remove 
the obstacles to the  
 
 full realization of the right of self-determination of peoples living under 
colonial and foreign occupation, which continue to adversely affect 
their economic and social development as well as their environment, are 
incompatible with the dignity and worth of the human person and must 
be combated and eliminated. 
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28. We reaffirm that, in accordance with the Charter, this shall not be 
construed as authorizing or encouraging any action against the 
territorial integrity or political independence of any State. 

 
29. We resolve to take further effective measures and actions, in 
conformity with international law, to remove obstacles and constraints, 
strengthen support and meet the special needs of people living in areas 
affected by complex humanitarian emergencies and in areas affected by 
terrorism. 

 
30. We recognize that many people, especially the poor, depend 
directly on ecosystems for their livelihoods, their economic, social and 
physical well-being, and their cultural heritage. For this reason,  
 
it is essential to generate decent jobs and incomes that  
decrease disparities in standards of living  
in order to better meet people’s needs and  
promote sustainable livelihoods and practices and  
the sustainable use of natural resources and ecosystems. 

 
31. We emphasize that sustainable development must be inclusive  
 
and people-centred, benefiting and involving  
 
all people,  
 
including youth and children. We recognize that gender equality and 
women’s empowerment are important for sustainable development and 
our common future.  
 
We reaffirm our commitments to ensure women’s equal rights, access 
and opportunities for participation and leadership in the economy, 
society and political decision-making. 

 
 
32. We recognize that each country faces specific challenges to achieve 
sustainable development, and we underscore the special challenges 
facing the most vulnerable countries and, in particular, African 
countries, least developed countries, landlocked developing countries 
and small island developing States, as well as the specific challenges 
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facing the middle-income countries. Countries in situations of conflict 
also need special attention. 

 
 
33. We reaffirm our commitment to take urgent and concrete action to 
address the vulnerability of small island developing States, including 
through the sustained implementation of the Barbados Programme of 
Action and the Mauritius Strategy, and underscore the urgency of 
finding additional solutions to the major challenges facing small island 
developing States in a concerted manner so as to support them in 
sustaining momentum realized in implementing the Barbados 
Programme of Action and the Mauritius Strategy and achieving 
sustainable development. 

 
 
34. We reaffirm that the Istanbul Programme of Action outlines the 
priorities of least developed countries for sustainable development  
 
and defines a framework for renewed and strengthened global 
partnership to implement them.  
 
We commit to assist the least developed countries  
with the implementation of the Istanbul Programme of Action  
as well as in their efforts to achieve sustainable development. 
 
 

 
35. We recognize that  
more attention should be given to  
Africa and  
the implementation of  
previously agreed commitments  
related to its development needs  
that were  
made at major United Nations  
summits and conferences.  
 
We note that aid to Africa has increased in recent years. However, it 
still lags behind commitments that were previously made. We 
underscore the key priority for the international community of 
supporting Africa’s sustainable development efforts.  
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In this regard,  
 
we recommit to fully implement  
the internationally agreed commitments  
related to Africa’s development needs,  
particularly those contained in  
 
the Millennium Declaration,  
the United Nations Declaration on the New Partnership for Africa’s 
Development,26 the Monterrey Consensus,  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation and  
the 2005 World Summit Outcome, as well as  
the 2008 political declaration on Africa’s development needs. 
 

 
36. We recognize the serious constraints to achieving sustainable 
development in all its three dimensions in landlocked developing 
countries.  
 
In this regard, we reaffirm our commitment  
to address the special development needs  
and the challenges faced by landlocked developing countries  
through the full, timely and effective implementation of the Almaty 
Programme of Action, as contained in the declaration on the midterm 
review of the Almaty Programme of Action.27 

 
37. We recognize the progress made by middle-income countries in 
improving the well-being of their people, as well as the specific 
development challenges they face in their efforts to eradicate poverty, 
reduce inequalities and achieve their development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals, and to achieve sustainable 
development in a comprehensive manner integrating the economic, 
social and environmental dimensions. We reiterate that these efforts 
should be adequately supported by the international community, in 
various forms, taking into account the needs and the capacity to 
mobilize domestic resources of these countries. 

 
38. We recognize the need for broader measures of progress to 
complement gross domestic product in order to better inform policy 
decisions, and in this regard we request the United Nations Statistical 

 
26 See resolution 57/2. 
27 See resolution 63/2. 
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Commission, in consultation with relevant United Nations system 
entities and other relevant organizations, to launch a programme of 
work in this area, building on existing initiatives. 

 
39. We recognize that planet Earth and its ecosystems are our home 
and that “Mother Earth” is a common expression in a number of 
countries and regions, and we note that some countries recognize the 
rights of nature in the context of the promotion of sustainable 
development. We are convinced that in order to achieve a just balance 
among the economic, social and environmental needs of present and 
future generations, it is necessary to promote harmony with nature. 

 
40. We call for holistic and integrated approaches to sustainable 
development that will guide humanity to live in harmony with nature 
and lead to efforts to restore the health and integrity of the Earth’s 
ecosystem. 

 
41. We acknowledge the natural and cultural diversity of the world, 
and recognize that all cultures and civilizations can contribute to 
sustainable development. 
 
 
 
 
C. Engaging major groups and other stakeholders 

42. We reaffirm the key role of all levels of government and 
legislative bodies in promoting sustainable development. We further 
acknowledge efforts and progress made at the local and subnational 
levels, and recognize the important role that such authorities and 
communities can play in implementing sustainable development, 
including by engaging citizens and stakeholders and providing them 
with relevant information, as appropriate, on the three dimensions of 
sustainable development. We further acknowledge the importance of 
involving all relevant decision makers in the planning and 
implementation of sustainable development policies. 
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43. We underscore that  
 
broad public participation  
and access to information  
 
and judicial and administrative proceedings  
 
are essential  
 
to the promotion of sustainable development.  
 

 
Sustainable development requires  
 
the meaningful involvement  
and active participation of regional, national and subnational 
legislatures and judiciaries, and all major groups:  
 
women, children and youth, indigenous peoples, non-governmental 
organizations, local authorities, workers and trade unions, business 
and industry, the scientific and technological community, and farmers, 
as well as other stakeholders, including local communities, volunteer 
groups and foundations, migrants and families, as well as older 
persons and persons with disabilities.  
 
In this regard, we agree to work more closely with the major groups 
and other stakeholders, and encourage their active participation,  
as appropriate, in processes that contribute to decision-making, 
planning and implementation of policies and programmes for 
sustainable development at all levels. 
 
 

44. We acknowledge the role of civil society and the importance of  
enabling all members of civil society  
to be actively engaged  
in sustainable development.  
 
We recognize that improved participation of civil society  
depends upon, inter alia,  
strengthening access to information  
and building  
civil society capacity and  
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an enabling environment.  
 
We recognize that information and communications technology is 
facilitating the flow of information between governments and the 
public.  
 
In this regard, it is essential to work towards improved access to 
information and communications technology, especially broadband 
networks and services, and bridge the digital divide, recognizing the 
contribution of international cooperation in this regard. 

 
45. We underscore that women have a vital role to play in achieving 
sustainable development. We recognize the leadership role of women, 
and  
 
we resolve  
 
to promote gender equality and women’s empowerment and  
 
to ensure their full and effective participation  
in sustainable development policies, programmes and decision-making  
at all levels. 
 

46. We acknowledge that the implementation of sustainable 
development will depend on the active engagement of both the public 
and the private sectors. We recognize that the active participation of 
the private sector can contribute to the achievement of sustainable 
development, including through the important tool of public-private 
partnerships.  
 
We support national regulatory and policy frameworks that enable 
business and industry to advance sustainable development initiatives, 
taking into account the importance of corporate social responsibility.  
 
We call upon the private sector to engage in responsible business 
practices, such as those promoted by the United Nations Global 
Compact. 

 
 
47. We acknowledge the importance of corporate sustainability 
reporting, and encourage companies, where appropriate, especially 
publicly listed and large companies, to consider integrating 
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sustainability information into their reporting cycle.  
 
We encourage industry, interested governments and relevant 
stakeholders, with the support of the United Nations system, as 
appropriate, to develop models for best practice and facilitate action for 
the integration of sustainability reporting, taking into account 
experiences from already existing frameworks and paying particular 
attention to the needs of developing countries, including for capacity-
building. 

 
 
48. We recognize the important contribution of the scientific and 
technological community to sustainable development. We are 
committed to working with and fostering collaboration among the 
academic, scientific and technological community, in particular in 
developing countries, to close the technological gap between 
developing and developed countries and strengthen the science-policy 
interface, as well as to foster international research collaboration on 
sustainable development. 

 
49. We stress the importance of the participation of indigenous peoples 
in the achievement of sustainable development. We also recognize the 
importance of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples28 in the context of global, regional, national and 
subnational implementation of sustainable development strategies. 

 
 
50. We stress the importance of the  
active participation of young people  
in decision-making processes,  
as the issues we are addressing have a deep impact on present and 
future generations and as the contribution of children and youth is 
vital to the achievement of sustainable development.  
 
We also recognize the need to promote intergenerational dialogue and 
solidarity by recognizing their views. 

 
 
51. We stress the importance of the participation of workers and trade 
unions in the promotion of sustainable development.  

 
28 Resolution 61/295, annex. 
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As the representatives of working people, trade unions are important 
partners in facilitating the achievement of sustainable development, in 
particular the social dimension. Information, education and training on 
sustainability at all levels, including in the workplace, are key to 
strengthening the capacity of workers and trade unions to support 
sustainable development. 

 
 
52. We recognize that farmers, including small-scale farmers and 
fisherfolk, pastoralists and foresters, can make important contributions 
to sustainable development through production activities that are 
environmentally sound, enhance food security and the livelihood of the 
poor and invigorate production and sustained economic growth. 

 
 
53. We note the valuable contributions that non-governmental 
organizations could and do make in promoting sustainable development 
through their well-established and diverse experience, expertise and 
capacity, especially in the area of analysis, the sharing of information 
and knowledge, promotion of dialogue and support of implementation 
of sustainable development. 

 
 
54. We recognize the central role of the United Nations in advancing 
the sustainable development agenda. We acknowledge as well, in this 
regard, the contributions of other relevant international organizations, 
including international financial institutions and multilateral 
development banks, and stress the importance of cooperation among 
them and with the United Nations, within their respective mandates, 
recognizing their role in mobilizing resources for sustainable 
development. 

 
55. We commit ourselves to reinvigorating the global partnership for 
sustainable development that we launched in Rio de Janeiro in 1992.  
 
We recognize the need to impart new momentum to our cooperative 
pursuit of sustainable development, and commit to work together with 
major groups and other stakeholders in addressing implementation 
gaps. 
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III. Green economy in the context of sustainable development and 
poverty eradication 

 
56. We affirm that there are different approaches, visions, models and 
tools available to each country, in accordance with its national 
circumstances and priorities, to achieve sustainable development in its 
three dimensions which is our overarching goal.  
 
In this regard, we consider green economy in the context of 
sustainable development and poverty eradication as one of the 
important tools available for achieving sustainable development and 
that it could provide options for policymaking but should not be a 
rigid set of rules.  
 
We emphasize that it should contribute to eradicating poverty as well 
as sustained economic growth, enhancing social inclusion, improving 
human welfare and creating opportunities for employment and decent 
work for all, while maintaining the healthy functioning of the Earth’s 
ecosystems. 
 

 
57. We affirm that policies for green economy  
in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication  
should be guided by and in accordance with  
 
all the Rio Principles,  
Agenda 21 and  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation  
 
and contribute towards achieving  
 
relevant internationally agreed development goals, including the 
Millennium Development Goals. 

 
 
58. We affirm that green economy policies in the context of 
sustainable development and poverty eradication should: 

 (a) Be consistent with international law; 

 (b) Respect each country’s national sovereignty over their natural 
resources, taking into account its national circumstances, objectives, 
responsibilities, priorities and policy space with regard to the three 
dimensions of sustainable development; 
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 (c) Be supported by an enabling environment and well-
functioning institutions at all levels, with a leading role for governments 
and with the participation of all relevant stakeholders, including civil 
society; 

 (d) Promote sustained and inclusive economic growth, foster 
innovation and provide opportunities, benefits and empowerment for all 
and respect for all human rights; 

 (e) Take into account the needs of developing countries, 
particularly those in special situations; 

 (f) Strengthen international cooperation, including the provision 
of financial resources, capacity-building and technology transfer to 
developing countries; 

 (g) Effectively avoid unwarranted conditionalities on official 
development assistance and finance; 

 (h) Not constitute a means of arbitrary or unjustifiable 
discrimination or a disguised restriction on international trade, avoid 
unilateral actions to deal with environmental challenges outside the 
jurisdiction of the importing country and ensure that environmental 
measures addressing transboundary or global environmental problems, 
as far as possible, are based on international consensus; 

 (i) Contribute to closing technology gaps between developed and 
developing countries and reduce the technological dependence of 
developing countries, using all appropriate measures; 

 (j) Enhance the welfare of indigenous peoples and their 
communities, other local and traditional communities and ethnic 
minorities, recognizing and supporting their identity, culture and 
interests, and avoid endangering their cultural heritage, practices and 
traditional knowledge, preserving and respecting non-market 
approaches that contribute to the eradication of poverty; 

 (k) Enhance the welfare of women, children, youth, persons with 
disabilities, smallholder and subsistence farmers, fisherfolk and those 
working in small and medium-sized enterprises, and improve the 
livelihoods and empowerment of the poor and vulnerable groups, in 
particular in developing countries; 

 (l) Mobilize the full potential and ensure the equal contribution 
of both women and men; 

 (m) Promote productive activities in developing countries that 
contribute to the eradication of poverty; 
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 (n) Address the concern about inequalities and promote social 
inclusion, including social protection floors; 

 (o) Promote sustainable consumption and production patterns;  

 (p) Continue efforts to strive for inclusive, equitable development 
approaches to overcome poverty and inequality. 

 
59. We view the implementation of green economy policies by 
countries that seek to apply them for the transition towards sustainable 
development as a common undertaking, and we recognize that each 
country can choose an appropriate approach in accordance with national 
sustainable development plans, strategies and priorities. 

 
60. We acknowledge that green economy in the context of sustainable 
development and poverty eradication will enhance our ability to manage 
natural resources sustainably and with lower negative environmental 
impacts, increase resource efficiency and reduce waste. 

 
61. We recognize that urgent action on unsustainable patterns of 
production and consumption where they occur remains fundamental in 
addressing environmental sustainability and promoting conservation 
and sustainable use of biodiversity and ecosystems, regeneration of 
natural resources and the promotion of sustained, inclusive and 
equitable global growth. 

 
62. We encourage each country to consider the implementation of 
green economy policies in the context of sustainable development and 
poverty eradication, in a manner that endeavours to drive sustained, 
inclusive and equitable economic growth and job creation, particularly 
for women, youth and the poor. In this respect, we note the importance 
of ensuring that workers are equipped with the necessary skills, 
including through education and capacity-building, and are provided 
with the necessary social and health protections. In this regard, we 
encourage all stakeholders, including business and industry, to 
contribute, as appropriate. We invite governments to improve 
knowledge and statistical capacity on job trends, developments and 
constraints and integrate relevant data into national statistics, with the 
support of relevant United Nations agencies within their mandates. 

 
63. We recognize the importance of the evaluation of the range of 
social, environmental and economic factors, and encourage, where 
national circumstances and conditions allow, their integration into 
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decision-making. We acknowledge that it will be important to take into 
account the opportunities and challenges, as well as the costs and 
benefits, of green economy policies in the context of sustainable 
development and poverty eradication, using the best available scientific 
data and analysis. We acknowledge that a mix of measures, including 
regulatory, voluntary and others applied at the national level and 
consistent with obligations under international agreements, could 
promote green economy in the context of sustainable development and 
poverty eradication. We reaffirm that social policies are vital to 
promoting sustainable development. 

 
64. We acknowledge that involvement of all stakeholders and their 
partnerships, networking and experience-sharing at all levels could help 
countries to learn from one another in identifying appropriate 
sustainable development policies, including green economy policies. 
We note the positive experiences in some countries, including in 
developing countries, in adopting green economy policies in the context 
of sustainable development and poverty eradication through an 
inclusive approach, and welcome the voluntary exchange of 
experiences, as well as capacity-building, in the different areas of 
sustainable development. 

 
65. We recognize the power of communications technologies, 
including connection technologies and innovative applications, to 
promote knowledge exchange, technical cooperation and capacity-
building for sustainable development. These technologies and 
applications can build capacity and enable the sharing of experiences 
and knowledge in the different areas of sustainable development in an 
open and transparent manner. 

 
66. Recognizing the importance of linking financing, technology, 
capacity-building and national needs for sustainable development 
policies, including green economy in the context of sustainable 
development and poverty eradication, we invite the United Nations 
system, in cooperation with relevant donors and international 
organizations, to coordinate and provide information upon request on: 

 (a) Matching interested countries with the partners that are best 
suited to provide requested support; 

 (b) Toolboxes and/or best practices in applying policies on green 
economy in the context of sustainable development and poverty 
eradication at all levels; 
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 (c) Models or good examples of policies on green economy in the 
context of sustainable development and poverty eradication; 

 (d) Methodologies for evaluation of policies on green economy in 
the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication; 

 (e) Existing and emerging platforms that contribute in this regard. 

 
67. We underscore the importance of governments taking a leadership 
role in developing policies and strategies through an inclusive and 
transparent process. We also take note of the efforts of those countries, 
including developing countries, that have already initiated processes to 
prepare national green economy strategies and policies in support of 
sustainable development. 

 
68. We invite relevant stakeholders, including the United Nations 
regional commissions, United Nations organizations and bodies, other 
relevant intergovernmental and regional organizations, international 
financial institutions and major groups involved in sustainable 
development, according to their respective mandates, to support 
developing countries, upon request, to achieve sustainable 
development, including through, inter alia, green economy policies in 
the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication, in 
particular in least developed countries. 

69. We also invite business and industry as appropriate and in 
accordance with national legislation to contribute to sustainable 
development and to develop sustainability strategies that integrate, inter 
alia, green economy policies. 

70. We acknowledge the role of cooperatives and microenterprises in 
contributing to social inclusion and poverty reduction, in particular in 
developing countries. 

71. We encourage existing and new partnerships, including public-
private partnerships, to mobilize public financing complemented by the 
private sector, taking into account the interests of local and indigenous 
communities when appropriate. In this regard, governments should 
support initiatives for sustainable development, including promoting 
the contribution of the private sector to support green economy policies 
in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication. 

72. We recognize the critical role of technology as well as the 
importance of promoting innovation, in particular in developing 
countries. We invite governments, as appropriate, to create enabling 
frameworks that foster environmentally sound technology, research and 
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development, and innovation, including in support of green economy in 
the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication. 

73. We emphasize the importance of technology transfer to developing 
countries, and recall the provisions on technology transfer, finance, 
access to information and intellectual property rights, as agreed in the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation, in particular its call to promote, 
facilitate and finance, as appropriate, access to and the development, 
transfer and diffusion of environmentally sound technologies and 
corresponding know-how, in particular to developing countries, on 
favourable terms, including on concessional and preferential terms, as 
mutually agreed. We also take note of the further evolution of 
discussions and agreements on these issues since the adoption of the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation. 

74. We recognize that the efforts of developing countries that choose to implement green 
economy policies in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication should be 
supported through technical and technological assistance. 
... 

 
 

 

IV.   Institutional framework for sustainable development 

 
A.   Strengthening the three dimensions of sustainable development 

 
 
75.  We underscore the importance of a strengthened institutional framework for 
sustainable development which responds coherently and effectively to current and 
future challenges and efficiently bridges gaps in the implementation of the 
sustainable development agenda.  
 
The institutional framework for sustainable development should integrate the three 
dimensions of sustainable development in a balanced manner and enhance 
implementation by, inter alia, strengthening coherence and coordination, avoiding 
duplication of efforts and reviewing progress in implementing sustainable 
development.  
 
We also reaffirm that the framework should be inclusive, transparent and effective 
and that it should find common solutions related to global challenges to sustainable 
development. 
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76. We recognize that effective governance at the local, subnational, national, 
regional and global levels representing the voices and interests of all is critical for 
advancing sustainable development.  
 
The strengthening and reform of the institutional framework should not be an end 
in itself, but a means to achieve sustainable development.  
 
 
We recognize that an improved and more effective institutional framework for 
sustainable development at the international level should 
 
be consistent with the Rio Principles,  
 
build on Agenda 21 and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,  
and its objectives on the institutional framework for sustainable development,  
 
contribute to the implementation of our commitments in the outcomes of United 
Nations conferences and summits  
 
in the economic, social, environmental and related fields  
 
and take into account national priorities and the development strategies and 
priorities of developing countries.  
 
We therefore resolve to strengthen the institutional framework for sustainable 
development, which will, inter alia: 

 
 (a) Promote the balanced integration of the three dimensions of 
sustainable development; 

 
 (b) Be based on an action- and result-oriented approach giving due 
regard to all relevant cross-cutting issues with the aim to contribute to 
the implementation of sustainable development; 

 
 (c) Underscore the importance of interlinkages among key issues 
and challenges and the need for a systematic approach to them at all 
relevant levels; 

 
 (d) Enhance coherence, reduce fragmentation and overlap and 



1434 

increase effectiveness, efficiency and transparency, while reinforcing 
coordination and cooperation; 

 
 (e) Promote full and effective participation of all countries in 
decision-making processes; 
 

 (f) Engage high-level political leaders, provide policy guidance 
and identify specific actions to promote effective implementation of 
sustainable development, including through voluntary sharing of 
experiences and lessons learned; 

 
 (g) Promote the science-policy interface through inclusive, 
evidence-based and transparent scientific assessments,  
 
as well as access to reliable, relevant and timely data in areas related 
to the three dimensions of sustainable development,  
 
building on existing mechanisms, as appropriate;  
 
in this regard, strengthen participation of all countries in international 
sustainable development processes and capacity-building especially 
for developing countries, including in conducting their own 
monitoring and assessments; 
 

 (h) Enhance the participation and effective engagement of civil 
society and other relevant stakeholders in the relevant international 
forums and, in this regard,  
 
promote transparency and broad public participation and partnerships 
to implement sustainable development; 
 

 (i) Promote the review and stocktaking of progress in the 
implementation of all sustainable development commitments, including 
commitments related to means of implementation. 
 
 
 

... 
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B.  Strengthening intergovernmental arrangements for sustainable 
development 
 
 
 
Economic and Social Council 

 
82.  We reaffirm that the Economic and Social Council is a principal body for 
policy review, policy dialogue and recommendations on issues of economic and 
social development and for the follow-up to the Millennium Development Goals, 
and is a central mechanism for  
the coordination of the United Nations system and supervision of the subsidiary 
bodies of the Council, in particular its functional commissions, and for  
promoting the implementation of Agenda 21  
by strengthening system-wide coherence and coordination.  
 
We also reaffirm the major role the Council plays in the overall coordination of 
funds, programmes and specialized agencies, ensuring coherence among them and 
avoiding duplication of mandates and activities. 

 

83.  We commit to strengthen the Economic and Social Council within its mandate 
under the Charter, as a principal organ in  
 
the integrated and coordinated follow-up of the outcomes of all major United 
Nations conferences and summits  
 
in the economic, social, environmental and related fields,  
 
and recognize its key role in achieving a balanced integration of the three 
dimensions of sustainable development.  
 
We look forward to the review of the implementation of General Assembly 
resolution 61/16 of 20 November 2006 on the strengthening of the Council. 
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High-level political forum  

 
84. We decide to establish a universal, intergovernmental, high-level political 
forum, building on the strengths, experiences, resources and inclusive participation 
modalities of the Commission on Sustainable Development, and subsequently 
replacing the Commission.  
 
The high-level political forum shall follow up on the implementation of sustainable 
development and should avoid overlap with existing structures, bodies and entities 
in a cost-effective manner. 

 
 
85.  The high-level forum could: 

 
 (a) Provide political leadership, guidance and recommendations 
for sustainable development; 

 
 (b) Enhance integration of the three dimensions of sustainable 
development in a holistic and cross-sectoral manner at all levels; 

 
 (c) Provide a dynamic platform for regular dialogue and for 
stocktaking and agenda-setting to advance sustainable development; 

 
 
 (d) Have a focused, dynamic and action-oriented agenda, ensuring 
the appropriate consideration of new and emerging sustainable 
development challenges; 

 
 (e) Follow up and review progress in the implementation of 
sustainable development commitments contained in  
 
Agenda 21,  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,  
the Barbados Programme of Action,  
the Mauritius Strategy and the outcome of the present Conference  
 
and, as appropriate, relevant  
 
outcomes of other United Nations summits and conferences,  
 
including the outcome of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the 
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Least Developed Countries,29  
 
as well as their respective means of implementation; 

 
 (f) Encourage high-level system-wide participation of United 
Nations agencies, funds and programmes and invite to participate, as 
appropriate, other relevant multilateral financial and trade institutions 
and treaty bodies, within their respective mandates and in accordance 
with United Nations rules and provisions; 

 
 (g) Improve cooperation and coordination within the United 
Nations system on sustainable development programmes and policies; 

 
 (h) Promote transparency and implementation  
 
by further enhancing the consultative role and participation of major 
groups and other relevant stakeholders at the international level in 
order to better make use of their expertise, while retaining the 
intergovernmental nature of discussions; 

 
 (i) Promote the sharing of best practices and experiences relating 
to the implementation of sustainable development and, on a voluntary 
basis, facilitate sharing of experiences, including successes, challenges 
and lessons learned; 

 
 (j) Promote system-wide coherence and coordination of 
sustainable development policies; 

 
 (k) Strengthen the science-policy interface through review of 
documentation, bringing together dispersed information and 
assessments, including in the form of a global sustainable development 
report, building on existing assessments; 

 
 (l) Enhance evidence-based decision-making at all levels and 
contribute to strengthening ongoing capacity-building for data 
collection and analysis in developing countries. 

 
 

 
29 Report of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, Istanbul, Turkey,  
9–13 May 2011 (A/CONF.219/7), chaps. I and II. 
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86.  We decide to launch an intergovernmental and open, transparent and inclusive 
negotiation process under the General Assembly to define the format and 
organizational aspects of the high-level forum,  
 
with the aim of convening the first high-level forum at the beginning of the sixty-
eighth session of the Assembly.  
 
We will also consider the need for promoting intergenerational solidarity for the 
achievement of sustainable development, taking into account the needs of future 
generations, including by inviting the Secretary-General to present a report on this 
issue. 

 

... 
 
 

 
 

  



1439 

E.  Regional, national, subnational and local levels 

 
97. We acknowledge the importance of the regional dimension of sustainable 
development. Regional frameworks can complement and facilitate effective 
translation of sustainable development policies into concrete action at the national 
level. 

 
98. We encourage regional, national, subnational and local authorities, as 
appropriate, to develop and utilize sustainable development strategies as key 
instruments for guiding decision-making and implementation of sustainable 
development at all levels,  
 
and in this regard we recognize that integrated social, economic and environmental 
data and information, as well as  
 
effective analysis and assessment of implementation,  
 
are important in decision-making processes. 

 

 
... 
 
 
 
99. We encourage action at the regional, national, subnational and local levels to promote  
 
access to information,  
 
public participation and  
 
access to justice  
 
in environmental matters, as appropriate. ...  
 
 
[MB: States appear to have breached this commitment by providing and facilitating false information 
about safe water and world leaders' pledges.] 
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104...we commit to address remaining gaps in the implementation of the outcomes of the major 
summits on sustainable development... 
 
We recognize that goals, targets and indicators, including where appropriate gender-sensitive 
indicators, are valuable in measuring and accelerating progress.  
 
We further note that progress in the implementation of the actions stipulated below can be enhanced 
by voluntarily sharing information, knowledge and experience. 

 
 
 
 
Poverty eradication 

 
105. We recognize that, three years from the 2015 target date of the Millennium Development Goals, 
while there has been progress in reducing poverty in some regions, this progress has been uneven and 
the number of people living in poverty in some countries continues to increase, with women and 
children constituting the majority of the most affected groups, especially in the least developed 
countries and particularly in Africa. 

 
 
106. We recognize that sustained, inclusive and equitable economic growth in developing countries is 
a key requirement for eradicating poverty and hunger and achieving the Millennium Development 
Goals.   
 
 
... 
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Water and sanitation 

 

120. We reaffirm the commitments made in  
 
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation and  
 
the Millennium Declaration  
 
regarding halving by 2015 the proportion of people without access to safe drinking 
water and basic sanitation... 
 
 
... 
 
 
 
 
Health and population 
 
145.  We call for the full and effective implementation of the Beijing Platform for 
Action and the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population 
and Development,  
 
and the outcomes of their review conferences, including the commitments leading 
to sexual and reproductive health and the promotion and protection of all human 
rights in this context.  
 
We emphasize the need for the provision of universal access to reproductive 
health, including family planning and sexual health, and the integration of 
reproductive health into national strategies and programmes. 

 
 
146. We commit to reduce maternal and child mortality and to improve the health 
of women, youth and children.  
 
 
[? - No target mentioned.  But luckily the commitment of 2012 is clear.   
 
Member states have in the same document reaffirmed the Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation. 
 
It has a baseline of the "rate in 2000", including a specific target on infant 
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mortality. 
 
Member states have also just said they were determined to address gaps in 
implementing agreements. 
 
That includes the Millennium Declaration pledge on survival rates from "current 
rates" and the above targets from the 2002 Johannesburg Summit.] 
 
 

... 
 
 
Oceans and seas  
 
...163. ... We further commit to take action to, by 2025, based on collected 
scientific data, achieve significant reductions in marine debris to prevent harm to 
the coastal and marine environment. 
 
... 

 
 

Least developed countries 
 

181.  We agree to effectively implement the Istanbul Programme of Action and to 
fully integrate its priority areas into the present framework for action, the broader 
implementation of which will contribute to the overarching goal of the Istanbul 
Programme of Action of enabling half the least developed countries to meet the 
criteria for graduation by 2020. 

 
 
... 
 
 
  



1443 

Biodiversity 
 
 
198. We reiterate our commitment to the achievement of the three objectives of the Convention on 
Biological Diversity, and call for urgent actions that effectively reduce the rate of, halt and reverse the 
loss of biodiversity.  
 
In this context, we affirm the importance of implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–
2020 and achieving the Aichi Biodiversity Targets adopted by the Conference of the Parties to the 
Convention at its tenth meeting. 
 
 
 
... 
 
 
 

 
Sustainable consumption and production 

 
 
224. We recall the commitments made in the Rio Declaration, Agenda 21 and the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation on sustainable consumption and production 
and, in particular, the request in chapter III of the Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation to encourage and promote the development of a ten-year 
framework of programmes.  
 
We recognize that fundamental changes in the way societies consume and produce 
are indispensable for achieving global sustainable development. 
 
 
 
225.  Countries reaffirm the commitments they have made to phase out harmful 
and inefficient fossil fuel subsidies that encourage wasteful consumption and 
undermine sustainable development.  
 
We invite others to consider rationalizing inefficient fossil fuel subsidies by 
removing market distortions, including restructuring taxation and phasing out 
harmful subsidies, where they exist, to reflect their environmental impacts, with 
such policies taking fully into account the specific needs and conditions of 
developing countries, with the aim of minimizing the possible adverse impacts on 
their development and in a manner that protects the poor and the affected 
communities. 
 
 
226.  We adopt the ten-year framework of programmes on sustainable consumption 
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and production patterns,30  
 
and highlight the fact that the programmes included in the framework are 
voluntary.  
 
We invite the General Assembly, at its sixty-seventh session, to designate a 
Member State body to take any necessary steps to fully operationalize the 
framework. 
 
 
... 
 
 
 
 
 
Gender equality and women’s empowerment 
 

 

236. We reaffirm the vital role of women and the need for their full and equal 
participation and leadership in all areas of sustainable development,  
 
and decide to accelerate the implementation of our respective commitments in this 
regard as contained in  
 
the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against 
Women,31 as well as  
 
Agenda 21,  
 
the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action and  
 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration. 
 

 

 
... 

  

 
30 A/CONF.216/5, annex. 
31 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1249, No. 20378. 
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B.  Sustainable development goals 

 
 
 
245.  We underscore that the Millennium Development Goals are a useful tool in 
focusing achievement of specific development gains as part of a broad 
development vision and framework for the development activities of the United 
Nations, for national priority-setting and for mobilization of stakeholders and 
resources towards common goals.  
 
We therefore remain firmly committed to their full and timely achievement. 

 

 
246.  We recognize that the development of goals could also be useful for pursuing 
focused and coherent action on sustainable development.  
 
We further recognize the importance and utility of  
 
a set of sustainable development goals, based on Agenda 21 and the Johannesburg 
Plan of Implementation,  
 
which  
 
fully respect all the Rio Principles, taking into account different national 
circumstances, capacities and priorities,  
 
are consistent with international law,  
 
build upon commitments already made and  
 
contribute to the full implementation of the outcomes of all major summits in the 
economic, social and environmental fields,  
 
including the present outcome document.  

 

The goals should address and incorporate in a balanced way all three dimensions of 
sustainable development and their interlinkages.  
 
They should be coherent with and integrated into the United Nations development 
agenda beyond 2015, thus contributing to the achievement of sustainable 
development and serving as a driver for implementation and mainstreaming of 
sustainable development in the United Nations system as a whole.  
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The development of these goals should not divert focus or effort from the 
achievement of the Millennium Development Goals. 
 
 

 
 
247. We also underscore that sustainable development goals should be action-
oriented, concise and easy to communicate, limited in number, aspirational, global 
in nature and universally applicable to all countries, while taking into account 
different national realities, capacities and levels of development and respecting 
national policies and priorities.  
 
We also recognize that the goals should address and be focused on priority areas 
for the achievement of sustainable development, being guided by the present 
outcome document.  
 
Governments should drive implementation with the active involvement of all 
relevant stakeholders, as appropriate. 

 
 

248. We resolve to establish an inclusive and transparent intergovernmental 
process on sustainable development goals that is open to all stakeholders, with a 
view to developing global sustainable development goals to be agreed by the 
General Assembly.  
 
An open working group shall be constituted no later than at the opening of the 
sixty-seventh session of the Assembly and shall comprise thirty representatives, 
nominated by Member States from the five United Nations regional groups, with 
the aim of achieving fair, equitable and balanced geographical representation.  
 
At the outset, this open working group will decide on its methods of work, 
including developing modalities to ensure the full involvement of relevant 
stakeholders and expertise from civil society, the scientific community and the 
United Nations system in its work, in order to provide a diversity of perspectives 
and experience. It will submit a report, to the Assembly at its sixty-eighth session, 
containing a proposal for sustainable development goals for consideration and 
appropriate action. 
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249.  The process needs to be coordinated and coherent with the processes to 
consider the post-2015 development agenda.  
 
The initial input to the work of the working group will be provided by the 
Secretary-General, in consultation with national Governments. In order to provide 
technical support to the process and to the work of the working group, we request 
the Secretary-General to ensure all necessary input and support to this work from 
the United Nations system, including by establishing an inter-agency technical 
support team and expert panels, as needed, drawing on all relevant expert advice.  
 
Reports on the progress of work will be made regularly to the General Assembly. 

 
 
250.  We recognize that progress towards the achievement of the goals needs to be 
assessed and accompanied by targets and indicators, while taking into account 
different national circumstances, capacities and levels of development. 

 
 
251. We recognize that there is a need for global, integrated and scientifically 
based information on sustainable development.  
 
In this regard, we request the relevant bodies of the United Nations system, within 
their respective mandates, to support the regional economic commissions in 
collecting and compiling national inputs in order to inform this global effort. We 
further commit to mobilizing financial resources and capacity-building, 
particularly for developing countries, to achieve this endeavour. 
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VI.  Means of implementation  

 
252. We reaffirm that the means of implementation identified in Agenda 21, the 
Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, the Johannesburg Plan 
of Implementation, the Monterrey Consensus and the Doha Declaration on 
Financing for Development  
 
are indispensable for achieving the  
full and effective translation of sustainable development  
commitments  
 
into tangible sustainable development outcomes.  
 
 
... 

 
 
The Future We Want 
Outcome document of  
United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development 
(Rio+20, or Earth Summit) 
Rio de Janeiro 
22 June 2012 
Endorsed by Resolution 66/288 adopted by the General Assembly on 27 July 2012 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/futurewewant.html  
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/733FutureWeWant.pdf  
https://www.un.org/disabilities/documents/rio20_outcome_document_complete.pdf  
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/66/288&Lang=E  
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"Remember Y2K? 

Jamie Drummond starts by taking us back to the most anticipated year in human history: 2000. 
“Remember that? Y2k, the dotcom bubble… the deep-down inchoate yearning that our millennium 

moment should mean more than a two and some zeros.” 

Incredibly, he says, our leaders agreed, and as a result produced the Millenium Development Goals. 
For the few people who don’t have them memorized (i.e., most people) the goals are basically these: 
Developing countries pledged to halve death from disease, poverty and hunger by 2015, while the 
developed countries promised to help them by dropping debt." 

Crowdsourcing the New Millennium Development Goals:  
Jamie Drummond at TEDGlobal 
TED Blog 
26 June 2012 
http://blog.ted.com/crowdsourcing-the-new-millennium-development-goals-jamie-drummond-at-
tedglobal2012/ 
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Jonathan Karver, Charles Kenny, and Andy Sumner, 2012:  
 
 
"Vandemoortele & Delamonica (2010) note that the Millennium Declaration does not in fact mention 
the baseline year [!] –and that this was intentional because world leaders could not agree on such a 
baseline." [?]  

 
MB:  That  is not an adequate description of events, for at least seven reasons.   
 
 
Karver, Kenny and Sumner refer to: 
 
Vandemoortele, J., & Delamonica, E. (2010).  
Taking the MDGs Beyond 2015: Hasten Slowly.  
In: IDS Bulletin, 41(1), 60-69.   
The MDGs and Beyond 
Edited by: Andy Sumner and Claire Melamed 
November 2010 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1759-5436.2010.00105.x/abstract 
http://bulletin.ids.ac.uk/idsbo/issue/view/45  

 
A version of this paper by Jan Vandemoortele dated May 2009 reads,  
 
"The Millennium Declaration did not spell out the period over which the numerical targets had to be 
achieved. It mentioned the deadline year (mostly 2015) but relative benchmarks need a base year too. 
Based on historical trends at the global level, we decided to take 1990 as the base year." 
 
 
First, the Declaration did give, or strongly imply, a baseline year for mortality pledges – in 
addition to implying 2000 in any case. 
 
"Current rates" clearly meant 2000, just as "present level" in the World Food Summit pledge of 
1996 meant 1996 (this was confirmed in numerous statements by governments and the FAO, 
specifically noting that baseline was the "1996" level).   
 
 
Second, the heads of UN development agencies, funds and programmes on 6 November 2001 
distributed their guidance note of October 2001 explicitly stating that the text "would imply" a 

baseline of 2000. 
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Third, several leaders at the Millennium Summit praised, welcomed or accepted as the basis for 

action or the Declaration the Secretary-General's report with baselines of 2000.   

 

Fourth, although Vandemoortele co-chaired the meeting of "MDG architect", he and Delamonica do 
not take into account the natural meaning of the commitments as written, which they would have 
even without the words "current rates".   A promise means what it appears to mean from the outside – 
or at least to those to whom it is made, or those who take its natural meaning and relay that to those 
people.  It does not simply mean whatever is in the promiser's mind.   Unsurprisingly, that is a key 
legal principle, and there is no reason why it should not apply to government pledges.    

 
 
Fifth,  major news media in September 2000 - unsurprisingly - often explicitly took the baseline 

to be 2000. Examples are the Times of India, the Guardian, the New York Times and Reuters.  I am 

unaware of any journalists in September 2000 expressing any doubt about there being a 

baseline of 2000. 
 
 

Sixth, member states again chose the baseline of 2000 in December 2001 (resolution 56/192) for 

water, and for child and maternal mortality in 2002 at the Johannesburg summit on sustainable 
development.    
 
 
Seventh, people in highly relevant jobs mentioned Declaration commitments as for a fifteen-year 

period, such as  
 
- Vandemoortele's boss Mark Malloch Brown (head of the UN Development Programme, Los 
Angeles Times 10 September 2000),  
 
- representatives of India, Cuba, Vietnam and Bhutan in  September and October 2000,  
 
- the President of the General Assembly on 5 February 2001, and in January 2002  
 
- the president of Venezuela who had chaired one of the "round table" discussions between 

leaders at the Millennium Summit.  
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Karver, Kenny and Sumner:  
 
 
"1990 was selected by “the architects of the MDGs… based on historical trends at the global level” – 
as part of a follow-up “Road Map” exercise (See Manning, 2009 for detailed history)." 
 
 
MB comment:  In fact Vandemoortele and the other "architects of the MDGs" did not mention 1990 
for the water target.   
 
According to the report to OECD countries of September 2001 the OECD "MDG architect, who as a 
representative of donor countries would have been influential in the discussions, they deliberately 
chose a baseline of 2000 for the MDG water target.     
  

 
Karver, Kenny and Sumner:  
 
"Thus while the Goals were based in large part on internationally agreed targets  
set at UN conferences, the imposition of a standard 1990 baseline and 2015  
completion date considerably altered the ambition  of some goals compared to 
 those international targets.   

Pogge (2010) suggests that the MDGs were made less ambitious than previous international 
commitments at a global level by choosing a 1990 baseline and by using percentages rather than the 
absolute number of disadvantaged people (see table 3). The Rome Food Summit refers to halving the 
“proportion” whereas the Millennium Declaration refers to halving the “number”."  
 
MB: A minor error by the authors is that the last sentence should be the other way round. 
 
 
"Given that the world population will have increased by 120% between 2000 and  
2015, a reduction of the number of poor to 60% of what it was in 2000 is enough  
to cut the proportion in half. Thus the Millennium Declaration is actually offering  
a 40% cut and the MDG itself given the population growth and the baseline amounts  
to just a 27% cut.  
 
Table 3. Pogge’s comparison of hunger target setting  
 

     World Food Summit  Millennium Declaration  MDGs  
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Baseline year    1996    2000    1990  

Baseline number of Poor (mill) 1,656   1,665     1,813  

Promised poverty reduction by 2015 50.00%  40.40%    27.00%  

Target for 2015   828    993     1,324  

Required annual rate of reduction 3.58%   3.39%     1.25%  

 
Adapted from Pogge (2010, p. 3). 
  

Meanwhile, Vandemoortele and Delamonica’s claim that the architects of the  
MDGs used rates of historical progress to set targets is surprising, because this  
would entail using very patchy analysis to make trendline predictions."  
 
 
 
MB: I do not see why Karver, Kenny and Sumner were surprised that the MDG negotiators used 
"patchy analysis".   
 
Governments, UN staff and the World Bank constantly make statements based on weak and missing 
data. Commitments themselves have often been based on weak and missing data. 
 
The staff were simply carrying out what was usual practice for progress reports, UN conferences and 
summits.    
 
Any goal-setting process would have had similar problems when the baselines were not reliable.   
 
The species' national leaders made promises in 2015 in the absence of good data – or in the case of the 
extreme poverty pledge, at least, a concept that made enough sense that the politicians would 
knowingly apply it to themselves or anyone they cared about. 
 
For some things – such as primary school enrolment (which may not be a very useful measure) or 
vaccination rates it is possible in principle to say something is achieved for 100% of humans even if 
baseline data are not available.    
 
But unless you are going to try and claim that a definition of extreme poverty in 2030 (or whenever 
you claim it has been eradicated), is so clear and sensible that it is not reasonable to challenge it, you 
would need a robust baseline in 2015 using the same definition that you use in 2030.    
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The agencies do not seem to have such a robust baseline  – even for their strange definition of 
poverty.  The definition relates in theory to spending or income, and consumption of "own produce" 
(grown, gathered, hunted, or fished food).  It does not measure the adequacy of any of those for 
people's actual needs – as we might expect, given that it is described as a fixed amount of money..    

 
"Manning reports that the percentage of countries with at least two data points since 1990  
for a short list of MDG indicators only reached 71% in 2008. With better data,  
perhaps we would have set an earlier baseline date, and could be declaring  
broader success in 2015. The challenge was surely exacerbated by having to  
choose a single start year. Setting an earlier year would have made the poverty  
MDG target even less of a stretch goal even while it may have made some other  
targets more plausible to accomplish. And setting a start year too early would  

have [!] made a mockery of the various international fora where the targets were  
first laid out." 
  
 
[Kenny and Sumner omit the key point that the so-called MDGs did make a mockery of the previous 
targets.  Annan made the false statement in his report proposing them that they did not undercut 
previous commitments.  Even the name "Millennium Development Goals" is misleading.   
 
"First laid out" seems also to distract from the fact that commitments were weakened over time.] 
 
 
 
"To summarize, the MDG architects had to [?] walk a tightrope between ambitious targets set at UN 

conferences and practical targets that could plausibly be met and were politically palatable, all on 
the basis of weak and missing data. Under  
these constraints, the MDG baseline of 1990 performed well. At the same time,  
the combination of data problems and the almost immediate pressure to adopt  
global targets as country targets (see below) made the Goals more ambitious  

than many framers intended [?] (see discussion in Kenny and Sumner, 2011).  
[Kenny, Charles, & Sumner, A. (2011). More Money or More Development? What Have the MDGs 
Achieved? Washington, DC: Center for Global Development Working Paper 278.]" 
 

Jonathan Karver, Charles Kenny, and Andy Sumner  
MDGs 2.0: What Goals, Targets and Timeframe?  
Institute of Development Studies  
University of Sussex 
Working Paper 98  
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Poverty and Inequality Research Cluster  
July 2012  
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/store/10.1111/j.2040-0209.2012.00398.x/asset/j.2040-
0209.2012.00398.x.pdf  

 
 

 

............................................................ 

 
 

 
 
12 July 2012:  The BBC publishes a new story claiming "87%" of humans have access to "drinking 
water".   Since data collection was less common in the past, the claim for the "increase" since 1992 is 
even more uncertain.   
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-18505412  
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David Cameron: 
 
 
"Finally, and I think this is very important, it’s important that we have meetings like this during 
Olympic fortnights like this.   
 
We’ve got to keep the promises that we make when we have meetings like this.   
 
Data on progress needs to be transparent.   
 
It needs to be put in the hands of our citizens so they can monitor what governments and businesses 
say they’re going to do, and then what they actually do.  

Now, I’m not claiming to have all the answers.  This is a challenge for everyone round the table.  I’m 
looking forward to hearing people’s contributions.  But I do believe it’s a challenge the world can 
meet, and I know it’s one we have a duty to meet.   
 
We’ve all signed up to the World Health Organisation target to cut stunting from malnutrition by 
40% in 2025, and it’s now time to put that into practice."  
 
David Cameron 
Prime Minister's Hunger Summit  
12 August 2012 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/transcript-of-prime-ministers-hunger-summit 
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Matt Berkley comment on Oxfam blog:  

 
 
August 31, 2012 at 9:02 am 

 

The head of research for Oxfam, Ricardo Fuentes wrote: 

“evenly distributed …(so that the poor also experienced a small increase in incomes and income 

poverty falls).” 

 
May I ask why I should assume income poverty falls as a result of a rise in income? 

Does that not confuse income and profit? 

 

Economic prosperity, of yourself or anyone else, clearly depends on assets, debts, relevant prices, 

and consumption need.  
 
We could also mention shared assets and shared debt. 
 

But even absolute income poverty on its own depends on relevant prices and needs. 

 
Similarly, Dr Ravallion, now acting Chief Economist at the World Bank, has claimed to have 
“absolute poverty measures for the developing world” by looking at spending statistics (mixed with 
in a minority of cases income) adjusted for CPI inflation. 

Why? 

He has not estimated either prices for the poor or what they needed.  
 
So why would anyone think he has measured consumption poverty (ie shortfall from what people 
need to consume), let alone economic poverty?  
 
He does not even know consumption amount, in the ordinary sense of that word (if they want to help 
the poor or anyone else economists might consider using the more accurate term “spending” rather 
than the misleading “consumption”). 

 
To give one example about need, as I said in 2003: 
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Falling birth rates mean rising food needs per person.  
 
The FAO adjust for that in their global monitoring but the World Bank do not. 

The divergence between MDG indicators on poverty and hunger may be due in part to this 
discrepancy. 

In the past Dr Ravallion has erroneously implied that  
 
a) I did not know his method and  
 
b) I believed the $1.25 a day is not adjusted for inflation at all – despite my having specifically 
referred to food prices or prices for the poor. 

http://aidwatchers.com/2009/10/the-perils-of-not-knowing-that-you-don%E2%80%99t-know-
2/#comment-6836  

http://economix.blogs.nytimes.com/2009/10/02/in-defense-of-forecasting/#comment-53109  

http://gulzar05.blogspot.co.uk/2009/10/poverty-reduction-in-india-china-
and.html?showComment=1256466176306#c4741172020664106022  

 
Dr Ravallion has also said he has used the most appropriate available inflation statistics. 

Best does not entail adequate. 

So that is irrelevant unless he can show why he should infer adequacy levels from spending. 

Even though some work has been done by Deaton and Dupriez on the 2005 international price 
comparison data to look specifically at items bought by the poor, the work did not look at prices the 

poor actually faced for those items – and we do not know those item prices for previous years. So we 

don’t really know what the poor who bought things actually received. 

It is also the case that for the latest global update, Chen and Ravallion have looked at food price 
changes for a few years at the end of the period. 
 
[Later note:  The World Bank researchers looked at food prices in the economy for those years, not 
faced by real poor people] 

But they are claiming to have absolute  
 
poverty measures going back thirty years,  
 
while not knowing about prices faced by the poor or any changes in need,  
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leaving aside looking at assets or debts. 

 

Why? 

 

Last year I asked Mr [correction: Dr] Green, then head of research for Oxfam, whether he thought 
there were risks in inferring poverty from spending.  
 
I gave some detail he asked for. 

Is it wise to make policy on the basis of outcome statistics like this? 

http://www.oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/?p=6619#comment-61380  

 
Other references: 

http://www.mattberkley.com  

http://www.parliament.uk/documents/lords-committees/economic-
affairs/DevelopmentAid/FINALevidencevolumedevaid.pdf , 
 page 62 and following. 

 

.... 
 
Matt Berkley says:  

September 10, 2012 at 7:14 am 

 

I have challenged Dr Ravallion to explain his method, and he has not replied. 

I wrote, 

“[Chen and Ravallion] are claiming to have absolute poverty measures going back thirty years, while 
not knowing about prices faced by the poor or any changes in need, leaving aside looking at assets or 
debts. 

    Why?” 
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    Michael Philipps....September 22, 2012 

    Martin Ravallion does not know much economics. He is essentially an idiot savant. Thanks God, 
they have replaced him at the World Bank by someone who can think – Kaushik Basu. 

... 

 
Matt Berkley...October 11, 2012  

Professor Basu has been given an opportunity: 

 
 
Future data use at the Bank 

Submitted by Matt Berkley on Wed, 2012-10-10 15:43. 

Dear Professor Basu, 

Perhaps I might ask similar questions on your own approaches to data. 

A first two could be the following: 

Will the Bank make clear to recipients of statements about global poverty whether it has 

estimated food needs per person? 

The FAO, in contrast to the Bank, made such estimates from the start of MDG monitoring, to 
adjust survey data (from the same surveys used by the Bank) for increasing food need per person as 
birth rates fell.  
 
The discrepancy may provide a partial explanation for the difference in reported MDG 

indicator trends. 

 
Secondly, will the Bank make clear to recipients, including politicians, of statements on global 
poverty since 1990 whether it has estimates for initial prices faced by the poor? 

 
Thank you. 

 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley. 
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http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/perspective-from-a-new-world-bank-chief-
economist#comments  

 
[end of quoted message to chief economist of World Bank] 

 
Comments on:  
Oxfam blog 
From Poverty to Power 
August – October 2012 
https://oxfamblogs.org/fp2p/august-wonkwar-3-martin-ravallion-v-ricardo-fuentes-on-inequality/  
 

 

 

……………………………….. 
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"Poverty line – used to define those in poverty. People living on less than US$1 [!] a day are in 
extreme poverty and on less than US$2 [!] are in poverty. Used for target setting e.g. Millennium 
Development Goals." 

WJEC CBAC  
New Specifications: for teaching from September 2008  
GCE AS and A World Development Teachers' Guide 1  
Revised September 2012 

 

 
 
.......................................................... 

 

 
 

"It has been 12 years since world leaders [!] committed to Millennium Development Goal 4 (MDG 4), 
which sets out to reduce the under-five mortality rate by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015." 
 
[! Incorrect. In fact world leaders in 2000 did not commit to a 25-year period but a 15-year period.   
 
They specified "current rates" and reaffirmed this commitment in 2005 and 2010, as did other high-
level meetings. 
 
The survival targets of the 2002 Johannesburg Summit likewise use a baseline of the "rate in 2000", 
and now included a similar target for the rate for infants.]  
 
Channel 4 News  
13 September 2012 

https://www.channel4.com/news/praise-for-post-conflict-africas-war-on-child-mortality 

 

 

........... 
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“1990, the year which was established as the baseline for the current MDGs." 

[MB: Not for water.] 

"For three of these (income poverty, gender parity in primary education and water), progress has 
been sufficient that the targets set in 2002 [?] for achievement by 2015 are likely to be met at a global 
level."  

“Since the MDGs were agreed in 2000...” [!] 
 
Claire Melamed 
October 2012 
https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/7873.pdf  

 
 
MB:  If absolute poverty is lack relative to need, then it is not clear how money without analysis of 
changing need measures progress on "income poverty". 

It is not clear why Melamed makes the claim about progress on the "MDG" water target, since the UN 
does not actually have data on progress on safe water. 
 
That was one thing which the Guardian and the BBC had got right, at least once (though not 
necessarily always) in March 2012. 
 
 

 

............................................. 

 

 
 
Kaushik Basu, new chief economist at the World Bank: 
 
 
"I feel privileged to have this new challenging job and hope to engage with readers of this blog... 

I was struck time and again by the fact that having a critical mass of people who are well-intentioned 
and susceptible to good ideas can do so much to break the toughest of impasses, whether in trying to 
decide on monetary and fiscal policies or in targeting welfare benefits or in battling poverty. 
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I have long believed that the world is a small place, and whoever has had the fortune to have done 
even moderately well has a responsibility towards the poor and the marginalized... 

We also need to unleash a debate about structural transformation and rapid economic change, since 
unless we stay ahead of the curve, too many people will be left behind in poverty and destitution. 
Going by past experience, I know I have been good at churning up debates. So as soon as I settle into 
my new office, I assure you, I will attend to this need." 

 
One of the five responses on the page: 

 
 
"Future data use at the Bank 

Submitted by Matt Berkley on Wed, 10/10/2012 
 

Dear Professor Basu, Perhaps I might ask similar questions on your own approaches to data.  
 
A first two could be the following: Will the Bank make clear to recipients of statements about global 
poverty whether it has estimated food needs per person?  
 
The FAO, in contrast to the Bank, made such estimates from the start of MDG monitoring, to adjust 
survey data (from the same surveys used by the Bank) for increasing food need per person as birth 
rates fell.  
 
The discrepancy may provide a partial explanation for the difference in reported MDG indicator 
trends.  
 
Secondly, will the Bank make clear to recipients, including politicians, of statements on global 
poverty since 1990 whether it has estimates for initial prices faced by the poor?  
 
Thank you.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
Matt Berkley." 
 
 
One of five substantive comments on: 
 
Kaushik Basu 
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Perspective from a new World Bank Chief Economist 
October 2012 
http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/my-first-post 

 
 

 

 

"Matt Berkley said... 

 
    Dear Dr Haddad, 

    You wrote, 

    "The share of poverty in the developing world that is located in urban areas has jumped from 17% 
to 28% in the past 10 years." 

    May I ask for the evidence on the gap between resources and needs? 

    Thank you. 

    10 October 2012 at 10:50  

 
 
 
Lawrence Haddad said... 

    Hi Matt, not sure I understand your question. The data come from IFAD's 2011 Rural Poverty 
Report (ironically). Perhaps you are questioning whether being below the poverty line in an urban 
context means the same thing as in a rural context? Best, L 

    12 October 2012 at 08:53  

 
 
Matt Berkley said... 

 
...The IFAD data are not, as your words imply, for 2002 to 2012, but for the closest survey dates to 
1998 to 2008. 



1466 

 
Depending on survey reporting lags, that may mean that the surveys were carried out earlier. 

It is therefore not unlikely that there are no data for almost half of your period. 

 
....... 
 
 
I am not sure why you made a categorical statement without qualification about poverty levels. 

My question assumed that "gap between resources and needs" was what you meant by poverty. 

If it was, then I cannot see how it can be anything other than subjective, both in terms of relevant 
resources and relevant needs. 

When I think about these things, I hope I tend to imagine real life, involving all the things which 

might be significant to an assessment of my economic position, economic welfare, wealth or any 
other such concept I might be thinking about. 

That would include - whoever I imagine being - at least assets, debts, necessary expenditure, income, 
and shared assets. 

I don't know what the evidence is for past correlations between spending-adjusted-by-CPI and those 
other aspects relevant to economic welfare for people in any spending range. 

Nor do I know what the evidence is for trends in those aspects being associated with particular 
policies, or GDP per capita growth, or any other conditions concerning which macroeconomists have 
made claims relevant to historical or policy analysis. 

But even within narrow boundaries of consumption of particular types of things which happen to be 
those which people buy, it seems to me that there are clearly multiple problems if expenditure 

data and imputed value of own production are used to infer economic well-being. 

Some aspects which could be problematic are mentioned below. 

 
 
I have now sent the email for the attention of Dr Ravallion a second time, having had no answer the 
first. 

 
In blog comments he has written for some reason that my objections to his method were due to my 
believing that the dollar rate was not adjusted for inflation at all - a view I have never seen advanced 
by anyone. My mentions in relevant blogs of potential problems for his methods of assumptions 
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concerning temporal and/or cross-country differences in relative prices faced by the poor and needs of 
the poor have received no answer. 

 

    ..................... 

 

 

Email of 18 May 2007 

 
Dear Dr Ravallion 

 
I am a member of the public with an interest in international development. I would be grateful for any 
comments you might have on the importance or otherwise of the following. 

I worked in Bangladesh in the mid-1980s, and lived with an illiterate family. A theme at the time was 
landlessness due to population rise: parents' land would be divided among several offspring. 

Apart from the general problem that income or spending do not directly measure assets, it seems to 
me that if people move to cities for work, they may begin paying rent, having previously lived on 
family land. 

It was not clear to me from Absolute Poverty Measures whether this kind of thing - changes in 

consumption needs - was taken into account, or whether the new urban/rural adjustments were solely 
for prices. 
 

Secondly, in respect of economies of scale, a plausible scenario might be that economic growth 

coincides with smaller household units, as single people travel to cities for work.  
 
This would be additional to considerations about economies of scale related to children's needs and 
smaller family sizes as birth rates fall. 
 

Thirdly and fourthly, it is not clear to me how surveys have generally dealt with expenditure on 

personal debt, or costs which are sometimes the subject of public concern and whose incidence 
varies across countries and times, such as charges for water, medicine or schooling. 

I would be grateful for any light you might be able to shed on these issues. 

Thank you. 
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Yours sincerely, 

 

Matt Berkley. 

  
 
[End of email to Martin Ravallion of 2007, posted to Lawrence Haddad blog,  7 November 2012] 

Comments on: 
Development Horizons by Lawrence Haddad: Poverty is urbanising and needs different thinking on 
development 
October and November 2012 
http://www.developmenthorizons.com/2012/10/poverty-is-urbanising-and-needs.html 

 

 
 
…………………………… 
 
 
 

"2000 when the current set of Millennium Development Goals were formulated."  

From: Department for International Development and The Rt Hon Justine Greening MP  
23 October 2012 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/justine-greening-bonds-annual-general-meeting 

 

 

....................................... 

 

"...next development goals. The last lot, ratified in 2000, were the product of what was possibly the 
last global concord that actually did something good, or even got agreed. 

The millennium development goals (MDGs) are global targets to reduce poverty by 2015."  

Claire Melamed 
31 October 2012 
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https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2012/oct/31/david-cameron-post-
2015-aid-mdg  
 
 
 

 

"In September at the turn of this century, the leaders of the world convened at the Millennium 
Assembly of the United Nations. The Assembly was the culmination of nearly a decade of United 
Nations summits and conferences to address development and poverty.  
 
It was in 2000, however, that the world’s leaders adopted the United Nations Millennium 
Declaration, a commitment to a noble new partnership to drastically reduce poverty worldwide. All 
193 member states of the United Nations and 23 organizations have agreed to achieve a set of eight 

goals [?] by 2015. They are: 

Eradicate [?] extreme poverty and hunger..." 

Financial Transparency Coalition 
Transparency as Funding for the Millennium Development Goals 
31 October 2012 
https://financialtransparency.org/transparency-as-funding-for-the-millennium-development-goals/  

 
 

 
 

 

 

  



1470 

More on the BBC: 
 
Three days after sending a "reply" to the complaint, the More or Less team suddenly, after all the 
years, casts doubt on the World Bank method of claiming numbers of extremely poor people - 
 
but garbles the "criticism" and repeats the false information exaggerating the thoroughness of what 
the World Bank researchers have done.    
 
 
It is not true that the researchers used national accounts, household surveys and census data to 
calculate how much money you would need in different countries.   
 
Instead of reporting what the World Bank has not done, the BBC falsely claims it has. 
 
The BBC version is like what a very young child would say if they were garbling something they had 
seen and had very little understanding of the words.  
 
It makes the economics profession, and economists' claims, look better than they are. 
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Does the BBC's removing the word "essential" make a substantial difference?   
 
No. 
 
The page still implies that economists look at prices which poor people actually face.   
 
 
 
Is there any hint that the figures comparing different things in different countries might be 
questionable? 
 
No.  It is supposedly a "comparable basket" that "would" cost you a dollar in the United States.  
 
But there is no such basket. 
 
So economists' large-scale advice from studies supposedly on "poverty" in different countries and 
with different policies, is not what it may seem. 
 
Instead of correcting the misinformation, the More or Less team repeated it only three days after 
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sending what was claimed to be a response to the complaint.   
 

 
 

"...$1.25 a day. [A UN civil servant, who was in fact a public relations specialist from the journalism 
profession, not a social scientist] says this absolute poverty measure is the best for international 
comparisons, "because it's a constant across countries, [!] it's useful because you can look at that 
measurement regardless of what country you're in".   
 
[That makes little sense.  Just because something is set to be the same across countries does not mean 
it is suitable for comparing them.   
"It's useful because you can look at that" is not a sensible way of reasoning when we are talking about 
how to compare well-being across nations and time.] 
 
By this standard, according to the UN, there are 1.3 billion people worldwide living in poverty.   
 
[But poverty is, by common consent, (unless it is relative poverty) where your needs are greater than 
your resources.  So how would a "constant" amount be a "standard" of "poverty"?] 
 
 
"We can say with confidence that, whereas as recently as 1980 more than half of the world fell into 
that category, today it is less than 25%. And it's probably getting closer to 20% which is a huge 
amount of progress across countries," says Orme." 

 
[Again, More or Less is asking a communications specialist working for an intergovernmental 
organisation.  The complaint of 27 May had pointed out the imbalance of contributors who had 
worked at the World Bank. 
 
If large broadcasters had reported the basis of the World Bank claims, it might have been less likely 
that world leaders in 2015 would agree a "poverty" target with no baseline in defined needs.] 
 
More or Less story 
BBC 
11 November 2012 
http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-20255904   
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Frances Moore Lappe asked a sensible type of question about discrepancies between official hunger 
and poverty claims (though I would not advise making firm statements based on FAO "hunger" 
claims or the World Bank claims): 

 
 
"How could the world have made huge strides against extreme poverty when, since the mid-nineties, 
the number of chronically undernourished people has risen to record highs — now roughly one 
billion? Given that the poor spend at least half their income on food and global food prices have hit 
historic highs, how is it possible that poverty is truly decreasing? ... 
 
Most important, Pogge helped me see, it’s easier to win the game when you move the goal post. And 
the World Bank and UN have moved it twice.  

First, the World Bank and UN changed what gets measured to determine progress in overcoming 
world poverty: Pogge notes that the 1996 Rome Declaration — the product of representatives of more 
than 80 countries convened by the UN’s Food and Agriculture Organization — promised to reduce, 
relative to 1996, the number of hungry people by half by 2015.  

But in 2000, the Millennium Declaration, and the subsequent Millennial Development Goals, shifted 
the measurement from numbers of people to their share of the population affected. And this is a telling 
change, especially because poverty — a root of hunger — itself contributes mightily to population 
growth. So a poverty-spurred growth in numbers of people has, ironically, helped meet a poverty-
reduction target measured by a decline in the percentage of people affected. 

Note well: The advance-against-poverty picture looks quite different when using absolute numbers:  

[MB:  It is not clear why Moore Lappe is here trusting the strange methods of the World Bank] 
 
World Bank statistics reveal that between 1990 and 2008 the number of people still in the below-
$1.25 category has not fallen by half but by less than a third; and excluding China, the drop is an 
unimpressive 9 percent.  

Suddenly, it is much harder to celebrate. 

And mentioning China brings us to a second goal-post fudge. Pogge points out that while the 
Millennium Declaration adopted by the UN in 2000 makes that year its baseline, the eight specific 
Millennial Development Goals are measured against 1990. 

And how does this baseline shift make the story appear rosier?  
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Starting the race in 1990 makes it possible to include the hundreds of millions of Chinese who 
officially escaped extreme poverty during the decade following. ... 
 
...almost 42 percent of Indian children younger than five are underweight and almost 60 percent are 
stunted in height. Both estimates are much larger than the overall percent of Indians below the 
poverty line.  

But wait: How could there be so many more children suffering from obvious hunger than Indians 
in “official poverty”?  
 
In other words, how could you be excluded from the poverty count if you don’t even have enough to 
feed your children? 

So it’s clear I’ve not figured this out. But I do have a new question. Why aren’t more people 
questioning the World Bank’s numbers game?" 

Frances Moore Lappe 
Poverty Down! Inequality & Hunger Up... Huh? 
13 September 2012, updated 13 November 2012 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/frances-moore-lappe/poverty-down-inequality-up_b_1878850.html 

 
 
[MB: It is not necessarily wise to trust official claims, which even if they are labelled "UN or  "World 
Bank "may be based on claims by national statistical departments.    
 
Those - like the intergovernmental organisations - are not necessarily immune from influence by 
governments.    
 
Nor is it necessarily wise to trust any large-scale claims about people's economic activity or health in 
countries with many very poor people.   
 
But Moore Lappe was raising sensible types of question which surprisingly few "experts" seem to 
ask.] 

 

 
 
"The Millennium Declaration targets were agreed on amongst governments without wider 
consultation and the subsequent MDGs were finalised in 2001 by a small UN inter-agency group 
(Bissio, 2003).  
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This process encompassed backsliding by States on earlier commitments to address income poverty, 
nutrition and reproductive rights (Antrobus, 2003; Pogge, 2004)  while the UN inter-agency group 
quietly omitted some Declaration targets, such as affordable water, fair trade and support to 
orphans (UN-OHCHR, 2008)." 

 
"Critics pointed to an array of targets that were modestly framed. This range from reducing various 
poverty gaps by fifty per cent or a mere 11 per cent in case of slum dwellers.  
 
A transformative sounding goal on gender equality and empowerment was reduced to eliminating 

gender disparity in education  
 
while the lone universal target was only concerned with access to primary education. ..." 
 
[MB: It was worse.  
 
In a climate of pronouncements about citizen participation, the "MDG" framework omitted, for 
example, adult illiteracy, which was a goal of the World Summit for Children in 1990 – and so among 
the goals constantly reaffirmed by governments right up to 2015.] 
 
"This cautiousness was reinforced by the choice of a 1990 baseline, which allowed many States to 
reach the targets shortly after, or even before, the goals were announced."  
 
[MB:  The MDG framework did not set a 1990 baseline for water.] 

Malcolm Langford 
Background Paper for Governance and human rights: Criteria and measurement proposals for a post-
2015 development agenda, OHCHR/UNDP Expert Consultation, New York 
(13-14 November 2012) 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/776langford.pdf  

 

 

 
 
"The global development landscape has evolved significantly since the MDGs were agreed in 2000" 

[But not, by the look of that statement, evolved in key aspects of honesty and accountability] 
 
UK Department for International Development  
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Submission to International Development Select Committee of the House of Commons 
14th November 2012 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201213/cmselect/cmintdev/writev/post2015/m79.htm  
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Reasoning behind World Bank global poverty claims 

 

"I have attempted to understand the reasoning in Dr Ravallion's and Dr Chen's methodology papers 
underlying statements on global poverty... 
 
Since the FAO adjust for rising food needs per person due to rising adult-child ratios, it is not clear 

why the World Bank does not do likewise. Other things being equal there would be an element of 
spurious progress. ... 
 
It is not clear why the Bank has not factored in numbers of AIDS deaths, especially in sub-Saharan 
Africa, into an assessment of the progress of poor people since 1981" 

Matt Berkley 
Query for Dr Ravallion 
19 November 2012 
http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/should-we-care-equally-about-poor-people-wherever-
they-may-live 

 
 

 

Glenys Kinnock is incorrect on one or two important matters, and correct on another: 
 

"Baroness Kinnock of Holyhead: ... In the MDGs, we have a common, agreed agenda. It is time-
bound and measurable [? -  in practice?] and includes priorities which have multiplier effects in other 
areas. ... we must work to accelerate progress towards meeting the MDG objectives before 2015.  

[why not the actual pledges by world leaders?] 
 
The framework we have had since 2000 has helped to raise global awareness of the interrelated and 
multi-dimensional nature of poverty. In addition, and importantly, MDGs have made the development 
process more understandable by both the public and policymakers. They are goals drawn up by 187-
odd heads of state, 

[!] 
 
...Regrettably, the promise offered by the millennium declaration in 2000, which preceded the MDGs, 
has not been met.  
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This declaration promised freedom, solidarity, equality, tolerance, the right to development and 

human rights, and that this would be for everyone.  
 
Together, these objectives spell out a firm commitment to social justice as the guiding spirit of the 
millennium declaration.  
 
However, that promise was lost in translation when the eight MDGs with targets and indicators 

were drawn up.  
 
Now we see clearly that the failure to retain an explicit commitment to equality has led to uneven 
progress and the persistence of inequalities and social exclusion.  
 
These omissions must be the major focus of efforts to devise a post-2015 programme." 

Glenys Kinnock 
UK House of Lords  
22 November 2012 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201213/ldhansrd/text/121122-0001.htm 

 

MB:  Glenys Kinnock is right that the MDGs missed much of what was in the Declaration.  I think 
that she missed another point.    
 
For example, the MDGs did, as she says, fail to "retain an explicit commitment to equality" (apart 
from an indicator which commentators seem generally to have ignored or underemphasised, on "share 
of poorest quintile [fifth] in national income" for MDG1).   
 
But she does not mention the commitments that UN member states kept making, in reaffirming 
the Millennium Declaration and other outcomes of summits and conferences.   
 
Nations did "retain" their "commitments".    
 
The heavily-publicised MDG targets, which were not what member states in 2001 proposed 
publicising, succeeded in distracting people, perhaps including Glenys Kinnock, from the actual 
commitments in both past and subsequent UN resolutions. 
 
 
 
 
 



1480 

 

Response to points by Richard Vadon, editor of BBC More or Less. 
 
 
 
Sent to Jessica Cecil, BBC Chief Complaints Editor/Head of Director-General's Office  
6 December 2012 following multiple previous BBC failures to reply.   
 
 
 
Extracts: 
 
"...The complaint was of bias, factual error and/or other breaches of BBC editorial guidelines over an 

extended period in coverage of global poverty. ... 
 

The BBC stated that [More or Less of 3 March 2012] examined and scrutinised the [dollar a day] 
statistic.  
 
The programme's stated basis is "what do statistics actually measure?".  
 
The significance of this can be seen in context: it is not apparent that the BBC has done such an 
examination about this use of statistics by the World Bank in any coverage."  

 
 
 

 

 

 

Questions for Dr Milanovic 

 
Submitted by Matt Berkley on Sun, 12/16/2012 - 11:23  

 
Branko Milanovic wrote:  
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"...thanks to a database of household surveys put together recently by the World Bank, we can 
actually find out for the first time, from a single and consistent data source, who the real winners and 
losers of globalization are."  
 
Matt Berkley: As a non-economist, perhaps I am failing to understand your thinking.  
 
The data omit:  
 
a) analysis of what people need to spend,  
 
b) capital gains or losses,  
 
c) changes in debt levels,  
 
d) non-traded benefits such as health or education services or environmental factors,  
 
e) spending on things which may be neutral or harmful such as overuse of drugs (tobacco, alcohol),  
 
f) spending on things which may represent partial or total compensation for disbenefits such as in the 
case of medical expenses;  
 
g) demographic influences on population or population-segment statistics, as distinct from influences 
deriving from trend changes for individuals and/or families  
- you are inferring aggregate longitudinal trends for individuals from cross-sectional statistics.  
 
 
There may be a reason or reasons why you make that statement in the light of those omissions.  
 
Could you please explain what such reasons are?  
 
 
 
Secondly, could you please explain why you say there is a single and consistent data source (see 
below on survey methods and possible variation)?  
 

 
BM: Household surveys are nationally representative surveys of people’s income or consumption.  
 
 
MB: Strictly speaking, the surveys are not of either.  
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They are of answers to questions about income, consumption expenditure and/or the value imputed by 
researchers to answers on own produce consumed.  
 
 
 

My third question is:  
 
Why do you say they are nationally representative when:  
 
 
a) Martin Ravallion has said that the rich and the destitute are hard to reach, and  
 
b) the survey methods may vary across time or countries in respect of recall periods, questions asked, 
methods of imputing value to own produce (farm-gate prices versus market prices) and so on?  
 
 
BM: This adjustment is done by converting incomes into so-called dollars of equal purchasing parity 
(PPP dollars) such that with $PPP 1 dollar, a person can purchase the same amount of goods and 
services in any part of the world.  
 
 
MB: Fourthly, I am unable to see how what you say about what has been done with these adjustments 
is true.  
 
Why do you say people can purchase the same amount of goods and services in different places with a 
PPP dollar, and by implication could do so at different times?  
 
For all years prior to 2005 the conversions were done wholly from national CPI rates.  
 
These were not adjusted for spending or consumption patterns, or prices faced by the people, at any 
different levels of spending/income/imputed-value-of-own-produce-consumed.  
 
In practice, I cannot purchase the same amount (or the equivalent amount) of goods and services in 
different countries with such a PPP dollar's worth of local currency, because I cannot buy a tiny 
fraction of an expensive item.  
 
Expensive items have disproportionate effects relative to the numbers of people buying them on the 
CPI.  
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So it is hard for me to see how what you say is true even for purchasing power over the mix of all 
goods and services that the national CPI measures.  
 
Whether it is true for purchasing power over items people actually buy at different levels of 
spending/income etc - for example at the PPP $1.25 level - is not known.  
 
There may be some reason why you infer that the buying power of PPP dollars does not vary across 
countries or times according to levels of spending etc - if so, perhaps you could explain the reason.  
 
Similarly, your references to "real income" are in the context of national PPP rates for all levels of 
spending/income etc, at least most of the period.  
 
 

 

BM: ...the proportion of what the World Bank calls the absolute poor (people whose per capita 
income is less than 1.25 PPP dollars per day)...  
 
MB: The context (your mention of those slightly less poor than the poorest 5%) does relate it to the 
kind of level you are talking about.  
 
But your phrase "what the World Bank calls the absolute poor" is incorrect.  
 
They are in fact people the World Bank calls "extremely poor" in the context of claims that what is 
being measured is absolute poverty.  
 
Also, it is not really simply income, as mentioned above.  
 
The World Bank Millennium Goal monitoring team of Chen and Ravallion chose the $1.25 line you 
mention because they see it as representative of the lowest 15 or so national "poverty lines" in the 
years closest to 2005.  
 
They chose the $2 line as representing the median "poverty line" in "developing countries".  
 
The mean line would be somewhat higher.  
 
 
Fifthly, why are you using the terms "real income" or "absolute income gains" when it is not really 
income,  

[Later clarification: "when it is mostly not income but what people say they remember spending and 
the guessed value of some things people consumed without buying"] 
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and the inflation adjustments are not for prices faced by people at different levels, and there is no 
mentioned thought about needs for expenditure on rent, food or other things?  
 
 
BM: In 1988, a person with a median income in China was richer than only 10% of world population. 
  
Twenty years later, a person at that same position within Chinese income distribution, was richer 
than more than one-half of world’s population. Thus, she leapfrogged over approximately 40% of 
people in the world.  
 
 
MB: The sixth question is this:  
 
Why are you saying she became richer than that proportion of people?  
 
The statistics on countries as a whole are based on answers to questions about what people spent etc. 
as described above.  
 
Spending is, if one assumes for some reason that the answers were accurate and the data adequately 
comparable in reliability and survey methods, a measure of flow, not acquisition.  
 
So is income.  

 
 
Matt Berkley 
Questions for Branko Milanovic 
16 December 2012 
http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/the-real-winners-and-losers-of-globalization 
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"“The post-2015 agenda needs to return to the principles of human rights and justice, peace and 

democracy as enshrined in the Millennium Declaration” said Nobel Laureate Amartya Sen at the 
official launch of International Centre on Human Development." 

Amartya Sen, quoted by United Nations Development Programme 
4 January 2013 
http://www.in.undp.org/content/india/en/home/ourwork/humandevelopment/videos/amartya-sens-
lecture-at-the-launch-of-the-international-centre-for-human-development-in-india.html 

 
 
 
 

"I've always had a bit of a grumble about the MDGs, not because I don't approve of them and indeed 
I do, but because it was the successor to something called the Millennium Declaration which 
preceded it and that had an enormously bigger role. 

It had democracy; it had human rights, many other things.  
 
For anything that wasn't immediately measurable, was dispensed with in the MDGs and that was the 
victory of the concreteness of the foundation of concerns.  
 
Sorry, it’s unfortunate...and I've had an opportunity of speaking at the General Assembly last fall 

and trying to urge that they restitute that and when it renews they go into that.  ... 
 
I think that when the post‐2015 things come, we have to look at both the millennium development 
goals, which of course put China way ahead of India, as well as the millennium declaration" 
 
Amartya Sen  
Human Development in the Post‐2015 Era  
Lecture delivered at the launch of the International Centre for Human Development at the Stein 
Auditorium, India Habitat Centre, New Delhi 
4 January 2013 (date seems to be wrongly given in the document as 2012) 
http://www.in.undp.org/content/dam/india/docs/human-
development/Amarty%20Sen%20Lecture_%20Human-Development-in-the-Post-2015-era.pdf     
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"the clear signs of a trend break in about 2000 in figure 4 might be taken to suggest that the MDGs 
have helped because they were officially ratified that year at the Millennium Summit." 
 
[!] 

Martin Ravallion 
World Bank 
January 2013 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/248361468025472051/pdf/wps6325.pdf 
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"Thursday, 24 January 2013 

Competition: A chance to Shape the Future" 
 
 
 

 

 

 

"An exciting competition which has been developed by a number of organisations, including the 

Geographical Association, in association with DFID has been set up, and details were released 

earlier today. 
 

You can find out all the details at the GLOBAL DIMENSION website, which also has a link to a 

useful 4 page PDF document which provides all the necessary information. 
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The theme of the competition is connected to the UN's MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS. 
 

Here is a description of the background to the competition: 
 

Since their creation in September 2000, [!] the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have 

encouraged the many countries committed to them to work towards meeting the needs of the 

world’s poorest people.  

 

The target date for the MDGs is 2015 so beyond that, a new set of goals will be needed. The MDGs 

were debated and agreed in the late 1990s [?] when the world looked quite different, so a new 

global strategy for development in 2015 will have to build on their successes and confront different 

challenges with new solutions." 

 
Pearson 
Geographical Association 

IoE 

Royal Geographical Society 

Oxfam 

SSAT 
Think Global 
2013 
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"Getting Critical about the post-2015 Global Goals 

... 

Since their creation in September 2000, the Millennium Development Goals….The target date for the 
MDGs is 2015… 

Originally created to assist with the Shape the Future Competition, this activity introduces learners to 
the views of a range of development experts and organisations interested in the post-2015 framework. 

It asks them to consider what they are saying, look at the similarities and differences, and decide for 

themselves which things they agree or disagree with.  [!] 

We suggest you use this resource after teaching about the MDGs using Change the World in Eight 
Steps."     

"The production of this resource was funded by DFID [UK Government] for the Shape the Future 
competition in 2013." 
 
Getting Critical 
Oxfam Education 
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http://www.oxfam.org.uk/education/resources/getting-critical  
 

 
 
 

"her plain-speaking approach is getting her noticed ... 
 
As talk turns to who might be the party's next Thatcher, the name of Justine Greening often pops up. 

Born two generations apart, they share a key characteristic: a no-nonsense approach to politics. 
"I like to cut through the crap and get things done," she says. 

Like Thatcher, Greening has no qualms about speaking truth to power...[!] 

Achieving universal primary education was the second of the eight UN goals agreed in 2000 [!] and 
due to be delivered by 2015. Greening has inherited eight UN development goal posters, displayed 
above her desk, which provide a daily reminder of the challenge."  
 
[In reality the challenge set by leaders in 2000 was significantly different.] 
 
 
"Waving up to the posters, she says the goal on primary education has nearly been met." 

 
[A puzzling claim, perhaps misheard. The estimated progress from 100 million to 57 million children 
not going to school at all, with no obvious assessment of quality or achievement in the basic official 
statements, is  nowhere near "achieving universal primary education".] 
 
 
"They have been massively galvanising," she says of the MDGs."  

Justine Greening: 'I like to cut through the crap'  [!] 
The Guardian 
2013 
http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2013/jan/25/justine-greening-interview-cut-crap 

 

 
"A high-level meeting in Norway has brought government leaders, health experts and private sector 
together... 
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The Global Campaign for the Health Millennium Development Goals was initiated by Prime 
Minister Jens Stoltenberg of Norway in 2007.  
 
The Campaign brings together a number of actions and initiatives, all aimed at fulfilling the 

promises given by world leaders in the Millennium Declaration in 2000." 

WHO | High-level Conference launch Global Campaign Report in Norway 
2013 
www.who.int/pmnch/media/news/2013/20130122_global_campaign/en/ 
 

 

 
 
 
"MINISTERIAL DECLARATION    

The Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the Member States of the Group of 77 and China met at the 
United Nations Headquarters in New York on 26 September 2013 on the occasion of their Thirty-
seventh Annual Meeting.  
 
The Ministers reviewed the world economic situation and the development challenges faced by 
developing countries, and adopted the following Declaration:  

… 

2. The Ministers stressed the fact that  
the focus of the developing countries is to  
continue to find means to achieve their developmental objectives,  
in particular the attainment of  
the internationally agreed development goals, including the Millennium Development Goals.  
 
They also stressed the importance of elaborating a post-2015 development agenda that truly meets the 
needs of the developing world.  
 
… 
 
35. … Ministers reiterated that a strengthened ECOSOC must …remain the principal organ of the 
United Nations for  
 
coordination, policy review, policy dialogue and recommendations on issues relating to sustainable 
development, as well as for  
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the implementation of international development goals, including the MDGs and coordinate the 
follow-up of the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits.  
 
They recognized the key role of the council in achieving the balanced integration of the three 
dimensions of sustainable development. Ministers noted with satisfaction the adoption of General 
Assembly resolution on the review of 61/16. 
 
… 

38. The Ministers reaffirmed the Rio Declaration, Agenda 21, the Millennium Declaration, the JPOI, 
the Monterrey Consensus, the Doha Declaration on Financing for Development, the outcome of the 
Conference on the economic and financial crisis and its impact on development and the outcome 
document of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development (Rio+20)."  
 
 

Ministerial Declaration 
Group of 77 and China 
September 2013 
http://www.g77.org/doc/Declaration2013.htm 

 
 

 

 
"Reflecting the priorities of this year’s UK Presidency of the G8,  
which will prioritise tax, trade and transparency,[!]  
the Prime Minister [David Cameron] added: 

"We must also look at those things that keep countries poor..." 

Millennium Development Goals 

The MDGs are the blueprint agreed in 2000 by governments [!]  
and international development organisations for meeting the needs of the world’s poorest people by 
2015." 

 
UK Prime Minister's Office 
1 February 2013 
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/liberia-pm-chairs-development-meeting  
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"David Cameron calls for the next wave of international development targets to focus on extreme 
poverty."  
 
[Compared to what?  The existing targets, and all those since 1943?]   
 
 
"The eight original [!] Millennium Development Goals, adopted by the United Nations in September 
2000" [!] 

[Incorrect.  
 
There was no mention of "eight" or "Millennium Development Goals" in 2000, and clearly readers or 
those watching would think the phrase means the easier targets.   
 
What was "adopted" in 2000 was in fact a far wider, as well as in general more ambitious 
individually, set of pledges.]   
 
Channel 4 News 
Cameron calls for focus on extreme poverty 
1 February 2013 
https://www.channel4.com/news/prime-minister-calls-for-focus-on-extreme-poverty 

 

 

 

BBC Media Action, a charity supposedly helping people hold governments to account: 

 
"the key MDGs of reducing maternal mortality by three quarters and reducing the deaths of children 
under five from preventable causes by two thirds... 
 
The 2015 deadline for achieving the Millennium Development Goals.... 
 
Eight [?] international development goals along with measurable targets were established at the 
Millennium Summit of the United Nations in 2000." 
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February 2013 
http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/mediaaction/policybriefing/bbc_media_action_health_on_the_move.pdf   
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"Case Study: The United Nations Millennium Development Goals  
 
In 2000, the United Nations devised the antipoverty Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), 
consisting of eight international development goals to achieve by 2015" [!] 
 
Cambridge IGCSE and O Level Economics 
Paul Hoang, Margaret Ducie  
Endorsed by Cambridge International Examinations 
Hodder 
2013 
"Cambridge International Examinations and Hodder Education  
Hodder Education works closely with Cambridge International Examinations and is an authorised 
publisher of endorsed textbooks for a wide range of Cambridge syllabuses and curriculum 
frameworks. Hodder Education resources - tried and tested over many years but updated regularly - 
are used with confidence worldwide by thousands of Cambridge students." 
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=144419643X  
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John McArthur, former deputy director of the UN Millennium Project: 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals — a set of time-bound targets agreed on by heads of state in 2000 
[!] ...The overarching vision of cutting the amount of extreme poverty worldwide in half by 2015..." 

"...progress in the lead-up to 2000 that helped set the groundwork for the MDGs." 
 
"At the 2000 UN Millennium Summit...all the UN member states agreed on a set of measurable, time-
bound targets in the Millennium Declaration. In 2001, these targets [!] were organized into eight 
MDGs...Each goal was further broken down into more specific targets. For example, the first goal 
involves cutting in half “between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than 
$1 a day.”" 

"In practical terms, the MDGs were actually launched in March 2002, at the UN International 
Conference on Financing for Development, in Monterrey, Mexico. The attendees, including heads of 
state, finance ministers, and foreign ministers, agreed that developed countries should step in with 
support mechanisms and adequate financial aid to help poor countries committed to good governance 
meet the MDG targets." [!]  
 
[Misleading.   
The 2002 Monterrey agreement says nothing about MDGs.   
It in fact called for a global campaign on the 2000-baseline Declaration goals and other agreed goals.  
These included the more ambitious 1996 commitment on food.   
UN staff ignored this campaign requested by member states and replaced it by publicising the 
"MDGs" as if they were the agreed goals.] 
 
 

 
"In 2002, with a mandate from Annan and Mark Malloch Brown, then the administrator of the UN 
Development Program, the economist Jeffrey Sachs launched the UN Millennium Project, which 
brought together hundreds of experts from around the world from academia, business, government, 
and civil-society organizations to construct policy plans for achieving the goals. Sachs also tirelessly 
lobbied government leaders in both developed and developing countries to expand key programs, 
especially in health and agriculture, in order to meet the MDG targets."   

 
[MB:  Again, the mandate from the General Assembly was on internationally-agreed goals including 
those of the Millennium Declaration, not the MDGs.   
 
The General Assembly resolution of 9 July 2002 requested the Secretary-General to report on 
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progress on outcome of the Monterrey Consensus, which included an information campaign on agreed 
goals including those of the Declaration.    
 
The Assembly on that date endorsed the Consensus, which requested "the Secretary-General...to 
provide...sustained follow-up...to the agreements and commitments reached at the present Conference 
and to ensure effective secretariat support....The Secretary-General of the United Nations is further 
requested to submit an annual report on those follow-up efforts." 
 
The Assembly was referring to the Consensus commitments including:  
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration." 
 
The UN campaign which the Assembly asked to be undertaken was therefore on the World Food 
Summit commitments, the Millennium Declaration commitments, and others.   
The idea that Sachs and McArthur had a "mandate" from civil servants to promote easier goals is not, 
in context, impressive.] 
 
 
 

"In the lead-up to the 2005 G-8 summit, in Gleneagles, Scotland, advocacy organizations worldwide 
championed the MDGs. In developing countries, NGO leaders, [Salil Shetty's UN Millennium 
Campaign is perhaps better described as an intergovernmental organisation, not a non-governmental 
organisation] such as Amina Mohammed, Kumi Naidoo, and Salil Shetty, encouraged civil-society 
leaders to hold their governments accountable for meeting the goals. In developed countries, 
organizations such as ONE, co-founded by the activist Jamie Drummond, the rock star Bono, and 
others, petitioned politicians and conducted public awareness campaigns to demand that world 
leaders step up their efforts to meet the targets. At the summit, British Prime Minister Tony Blair and 
Gordon Brown, then British chancellor of the exchequer, put the MDGs and foreign aid commitments 
at the top of the agenda." 
 
[MB: In reality, the Gleneagles Summit G8 statement repeatedly referred to the Millennium 
Declaration and Millennium Summit goals.  It includes this:  
"The core aims for education and health are stated in the UN Millennium Declaration."] 
 
 
[John McArthur:] 
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"Bush even endorsed the UN Millennium Declaration and the Monterrey agreements, but he refused 
to support the MDGs, largely because his administration viewed them as UN-dictated aid quotas."  

 
[MB:  Bush did say he was committed to the "Millennium Development Goals" at the 2005 World 
Summit.   
However, afterwards the State Department said the Summit outcome document meant the goals in the 
Declaration actually agreed by states, not the framework proposed by civil servants in 2001. 
Common sense would seem to mean that he was in fact committed to both the "MDGs" and the 
outcomes of UN summits and conferences reaffirmed in the 2005 Summit document he agreed.] 

 
"Holding a similar view, State Department officials regularly claimed that they supported the targets 
of the Millennium Declaration but not the MDGs, despite the fact that the MDG targets were drawn 
directly [!] from the Millennium Declaration." 
 
 
[MB: The idea that the easier targets were direct from the Declaration is the same false and anti-
democratic statement as in the official MDG list.] 

 
 
"As of late 2010, five years before the deadline, the world had already met the overarching MDG [!] 
of cutting extreme poverty by half." 
 
 
[MB: Not an "MDG" but a target.  
The FAO and WHO parts of the goal were officially far behind.  
In any case, I do not understand how someone can get an economics degree and still think a fixed 
amount of money measures its own adequacy.] 
 
 
"The estimated share of the developing-world population…"  
 
[MB: Mr McArthur is referring to the wrong reference population for the "MDGs", which like the real 
pledges, were in fact global.] 
 
 

"…living on less than $1.25 per day (the technical MDG measurement of extreme poverty) had 
dropped from 43 percent in 1990 to roughly 21 percent in 2010. This statistic is somewhat skewed by 
progress that was under way in China and other Asian countries long before the MDGs were 
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adopted." [!] 
 

[MB: I do not know what Mr McArthur means by "adopted", which is a word used for UN 
resolutions.   
 
It was clear then, and later, that according to the Assembly's own resolutions the Assembly and UN 
staff were supposed to follow up on those commitments.   
 
It may seem unlikely that the historic Declaration, with all the symbolism of the new millennium, 
could have been forgotten if the easier MDG framework had not been devised.] 

 
 
"Without the Monterrey agreements of 2002 and the financial commitments made at the Gleneagles 
summit in 2005, the MDGs might well have faded from the international agenda." 
 
[MB:  To reiterate:   
The 2002 Monterrey and 2005 G8 Gleneagles agreements in fact emphasised the Millennium 
Declaration pledges.    
The Monterrey Consensus called for an information campaign on the actual pledges made by 
governments.   
Instead of carrying that out, UN staff publicised the MDGs, giving the public the wrong impression 
that they were what leaders had agreed in 2000.   The "Millennium Project", including in material by 
Sachs and McArthur themselves, contributed to deceiving the public in the same way.]  
 

Own the Goals: What the Millennium Development Goals Have Accomplished 
John McArthur 
Brookings Institution 
February 2013 
This version online 25 August 2016 
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/own-the-goals-what-the-millennium-development-goals-have-
accomplished/  

 

 
 

John McArthur, the next month, March 2013: 

 
"What about the baselines?  
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In the period between the 2000 Millennium Declaration and the 2001 formal branding [?] of the 
MDGs," 
 
 
[Liable to mislead.  In fact all that happened in 2001 was: 

 
6 September 2001:  Secretary-General produced the "MDG" proposals as one part of his extensive 
"road map". 
  
6 November 2001:  UN agencies sent the MDG framework to country representatives, offering 
countries UN money to report on the "MDGs". 
 
19 November 2001:  Member states debated the "road map", with the European Union stating that the 
Declaration should be the "touchstone" and one of the authors of the Declaration saying that this new 
"road map" may be an error because the Declaration was already a "road map".   
 
14 December 2001:  Member states  
i) welcomed the "road map" in general,  
did not say anything about "MDGs", but instead  
iii) called again for the Secretary-General to report on the actual commitments by nations and  
iv) called for publicity for the Declaration. 
 
21 December 2001:  Member states reaffirmed  
i) the Declaration, and  
ii) the baseline of 2000 for water. 
 
 
So McArthur's apparent implication that the 1990 baseline was "formally branded" in 2001, which 
sounds like it means a UN resolution, seems likely to mislead. 
 
But in any case it would make no difference to the actual commitments by member states to the more 
ambitious goals in conference and summit documents, which they keep reaffirming - or to goals in 
other General Assembly resolutions.]  
 
 
 
"the  one substantive adjustment made by UN officials was to identify a 1990 baseline for all [!] the 

2015  Targets."   
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[Incorrect.  The water target is an exception, in that the baseline agreed was 2000.  Also, the idea that 
the change of baseline was the one substantial change "affordability" criterion was dropped and 
"sustainable" inserted.  But then since there were no estimates of water quality, it was not a sensible 
exercise anyway.] 
 
 
"This was important because most of the proportionate Targets in the Millennium Declaration are not 
explicit regarding a baseline, otherwise the question would have been: to halve poverty by 2015 
compared to what?"  
 
 
[In fact in an important sense that is still the question, since no-one knows what living conditions 
people were in who were at the "$1" level in 1990 compared to any other year.   
 
It is not difficult to see that a fixed amount of money does not measure poverty where there are 
relevant demographic, technological and large-scale economic changes unless you can say how those 
things affected people's needs.   
 
As regards the baseline, see the next comment below.] 
 
 
 
"The one exception is the Millennium Declaration language for child and maternal mortality, which 
specifies ambitions “compared to current rates,”   although a common sense reading of the 
Declaration might presume the year 2000 applies throughout."    
 
[Correct.  But you do not even need common sense. 
 
The evidence from 2000 and 2001 clearly shows that nations, journalists, the head of the UNDP and 
the President of the General Assembly said either  
 
a) that the Declaration confirmed Annan's 2000-baseline proposals or  
b) that particular goals were for fifteen years. 
 
In addition, several nations including the US and UK specifically said they supported Annan's 
Millennium Report, which has baselines of 2000.] 
 
 
"The 1990 baseline was identified for two key reasons.  First, as Doyle’s team assessed the available 
information, the statistical experts pointed out that data for 2000 were not yet available for a wide 
range of countries, and were not likely to be for another few years.  Referencing the year 1990 
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allowed monitoring efforts to begin much more quickly."    
 
 
[MB:  I do not understand why McArthur makes a definite statement that that was a reason.  
 
I do not understand how choosing a baseline might "allow monitoring efforts to begin much more 
quickly", apart from the trivial difference of being able to say you are monitoring progress on the 
target rather than progress in general. 
 
The monitoring of recent trends can be done anyway, using whatever statistics you have at the time.    
 
That is independent of the period you choose for a target.] 

 
 
"Second, the team determined that 1990 would be a more reasonable fit compared to historical 
trends, thereby lessening the pressures on world leaders for 2015.  Even though the MDGs were 
squarely created to change trajectories,"  
 
[McArthur contradicts statements by others, who said the MDG drafters basically drew straight lines 
using estimates of past progress.   
 
The Declaration's ambition, in contrast, was described by the head of the UNDP in 2000 as a "stretch 
target".] 

 
 
"the UN leadership did want the new Goals to be viably achievable.   
 
Thus anyone who prefers the “goals of the Millennium Declaration” to the MDGs is arguing for more 
ambitious goals..."  
 
 
[Sort of correct – but since the Declaration said what leaders "resolved" to do, and nations never 
rescinded those resolutions, they did not have the choice of watering the commitments down.   
 
This is even more clear because nations reaffirmed the more ambitious pledges including those in 

the Millennium Declaration.   So McArthur's idea of "preferring" the Declaration goals doesn't 
really make a lot of sense.    
 
In each area, member states were committed to the most ambitious pledge from the relevant 



1503 

conference or summit - and perhaps other agreements such as from regional or G8 conferences, and 
perhaps arguably in other UN resolutions as well.  
 
Any similar targets which were less ambitious – such as several in the "MDGs" and the hunger pledge 
in the Millennium Declaration - were redundant.    
 
You can't in a substantive sense "prefer" one commitment or the other.] 

 
 
"Such an argument also implicitly advocates a more expansive set of objectives, since the MDGs 
include only a subset of the goals of the Millennium Declaration." 
 
[Sort of correct, and related to an important point: the "MDGs" omitted much of what nations had 
actually agreed.     
 
They were not just a "subset": the so-called "MDGs" did, for example, add sanitation as a result of the 
World Summit in 2005.   
 
But that was already in the set of agreed goals which UN staff were supposed to report on, since 
nations agreed it at Johannesburg in 2002.  It is not just the Millennium Declaration which member 
states reaffirmed in subsequent years. 
 
McArthur distracts from a very important point which I repeat here:   
 
In reality nations keep on reaffirming what they promised in earlier conferences and summits.   
 
This adds to the validity of the point: any easier targets, such as many in the "MDGs", are redundant.] 
 
 
John McArthur 
March 2013 
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Declaration_of_the_MDGs.pdf 

 

 
 
 
"It should be noted that there have been concerns raised by the academic 
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community about the quality of data reported by UNICEF.  
 
For example: 
Neonatal, Post Neonatal, Childhood and Under-Five Mortality...The Lancet, 2010....and  
 
Rapid Scaling up of Insecticide-Treated Bed Net Coverage in Africa...PLoS Medicine, 2010" 
 
Independent Commission for Aid Impact  
DFID’s work through UNICEF 
Report 21 
March 2013 
icai.independent.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/ICAI-report-DFIDs-work-with-UNICEF.pdf 
http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/ICAI-report-DFIDs-work-with-UNICEF_0.pdf 

 

 

 
 

"David Woodward, fellow at the New Economics Foundation and previously an adviser at the IMF 
and World Bank, said.... 
 
the goal to reduce to 3% the share of the world's population living on less than $1.25 a day would 
still leave 200 million people in extreme poverty." 

21 March 2013 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2013/mar/21/world-bank-vision-poverty-
unambitious 

 

 

    

"The MDGs were agreed in 2000 by over 180 world leaders. They picked eight focus areas to make 
the world a more equal and better place for everyone by 2015. " 

Transparency International  
Building anti-corruption into the Millennium Development Goals 
[MB:  But the "MDGs" were themselves the result of corruption, apparently tricking Transparency 
International as they had tricked me.] 
25 March 2013 
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http://www.transparency.org/news/feature/building_anti_corruption_into_the_millennium_developme
nt_goals 

 

 

" “If countries can achieve this, then absolute poverty will be brought below three percent,” said 
Kim, speaking in Georgetown's historic Gaston Hall.  
 
“Our economists set the goal line here because below three percent the nature of the poverty 
challenge will change fundamentally in most parts of the world.  
 
The focus will shift from broad structural measures to tackling sporadic [?] poverty among specific 

vulnerable groups.”" 
 
 
[MB: In reality, vulnerable groups were supposed to be the focus of development efforts decades 

ago, and at the time Mr Kim was speaking.] 
 

World Bank President: Ending Extreme Poverty Possible by 2030 
Georgetown University 
April 2, 2013 
https://www.georgetown.edu/news/president-of-the-world-bank.html  

 

 

 

 
USAID: 
 

"The MDGs, agreed to at the UN in 2000, constitute the world’s first global development agenda.  
 
[Is that not misleading even apart from the usual confusion?   
 
What about Agenda 21?   What about the human rights agreements?] 
 
Together, world leaders committed to tangible, ambitious targets... 
 
"we have made substantial progress ...since the Millennium Declaration was signed 13 years ago. 
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For the first time since we’ve measured world poverty, the number of people living on less than 
$1.25/day is falling in every developing region—including sub-Saharan Africa.  
 
In 1990.... 
 
...we expect the proportion of undernourished to drop to 12.5% by 2015. This, however, falls short of 
MDG 1 target of 11.6% (half of the 1990 level). ... 
 
...maternal mortality has been halved since 1990..." 

[What have these claims of progress since 1990 got to do with the Millennium Declaration?] 
 
USAID Impact 
5 April 2013 
https://blog.usaid.gov/2013/04/the-final-1000-days-of-the-mdgs-accelerating-progress-and-working-
to-end-extreme-poverty/ 

 

 
Note: At some point the World Bank dropped its 2012 claim that the number of people in extreme 
poverty had "fallen" in Africa south of the Sahara (see press release of 17 April 2013, below). 
 
The claim was fragile anyway, even in the World Bank's own terms which confuse income and profit.   
 
The Africa claim had been based on a small purported percentage change in a preliminary estimate.  
That was based on data known to be unreliable for measuring spending, let alone poverty.   
 
The maternal mortality figures were known to be unreliable, as the World Bank had repeatedly stated: 
 
"generally of unknown reliability" 
 
 - Main World Bank statistics book, every year 2001-2012. 

http://openknowledge.worldbank.org/discover?scope=/&query=World+Development+Indicators  
 
 

 

 

"Sub-Saharan Africa is the only region in the world for which the number of poor individuals has 

risen steadily and dramatically between 1981 and 2010." 
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World Bank 
17 April 2013 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2013/04/17/remarkable-declines-in-global-poverty-
but-major-challenges-remain   

 
 

 

"World Meets Poverty Reduction Goal [!] 

By Kathryn McConnell 
Staff Writer 
19 April 2013 

Washington — Global extreme poverty fell to 21 percent in 2011, less than half of the poverty rate in 
1990, the World Bank reports. 

The World Bank said the drop in the percentage of people living in poverty means that the world has 
met the first Millennium Development Goal [!] to significantly reduce hunger [!] and poverty." 
 
[In reality the World Bank was only reporting on one of the two targets, not one of the "eight goals".] 
 
"Eight goals centered on improving people’s lives were set by world leaders at the United Nations in 
2000 " 
 
[Not true] 
 
"with a target date of 2015." 

... 
 
"Extreme poverty is defined as living on $1.25 or less a day." 
 
[! - implies a real dollar, far too much] 

... 

"The mortality rate for children age 5 and younger fell from an average of 95 per 1,000 live births in 
1990 to 56 in 2011."  
 
[Wrong period for what "world leaders at the United Nations" "set" in 2000] 
 
"In all, 41 countries are set to reach the child mortality reduction goal by 2015...the bank said." 
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[That refers to meeting a 25-year target, which the US in 2002-6 generally kept insisting it had not 
agreed.  But what about the actual 15-year pledge those countries – and the US - made, and reaffirmed 
in 2005 and at the UN high-level Special Event later in 2013?] 

 
World Meets Poverty Reduction Goal [!] 
US State Department 
19 April 2013 
http://web.archive.org/web/20150715000548/http://iipdigital.usembassy.gov/st/english/article/2013/0
4/20130419146137.html 

 

 

 

 

Bill Gates: 
 
 
"Jerven uses all these discrepancies to argue that we can’t be certain whether one poor country’s 
GDP is higher than another’s, and that we shouldn’t use GDP alone to make judgments about which 
economic policies lead to growth. 

Does that mean that we don’t know anything about what works in development and what doesn’t? 

Not at all. For years, researchers have used techniques like periodic household surveys to collect 
data. In health, a survey called the Demographic and Health Survey is done regularly to determine 
things like childhood and maternal death rates. Although they aren’t perfect, these methods aren’t 
susceptible to the same problems as GDP."  
 
MB note: Child deaths are easier to find out about than when mothers died. 
 

"A measure called Purchasing Power Parity looks at how much it would cost to buy the same [!] 
basket of goods and services in different countries" 

 
That would not be a sensible idea. 

In fact researchers judge how much it would cost to buy equivalent goods and services.   



1509 

Which raises questions about, for example, what is nutritionally equivalent, or what is equivalent 
housing in different climates, or whether the housing is near clean water.   But there are in general no 
clean water statistics.    

So we don't know about the basics.  

Also, as with GDP, there isn't a right number.    

One reason is something Mr Gates has mentioned elsewhere.    
 
 
Technological change  
 
means  
 
people buy different things at different times,  
 
which affects  
 
judgements about what is equivalent at different times,  
 
which affects  
 
judgements about inflation,  
 
which affects  
 
judgements about changing income or spending or GDP.    
 
 
It is not just technological change which causes changes in items bought. 
 

So there is no right answer about GDP for that reason, as well as because deciding what to include in 
GDP itself is a matter of judgement. 
 
What looks like objective "looking" – Mr Gates' word – or adding up, may be, in economics, actually 
"judging".   

[end of MB comment for the present document] 
 
If We Can Get the Numbers Right, We Can Help More People 
Bill Gates 
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2 May 2013 
https://www.gatesnotes.com/Books/Poor-Numbers  
 

 

................................................................................. 
 
 
 
 

MB:  The passage below prompted me to wonder whether part of the problem may be that some 
better-off people, perhaps in some unconscious way, don't see the poor as fully human.  I realise it 
may not be true in this case, and that the words may be the result of the editing process: 

 
 
 
"Extreme poverty could be wiped out [! - not what the World Bank is in fact saying, and contradicts 
the Guardian's statement below] by 2030, World Bank estimates show [?] 
 
...The Bank's target of eliminating "extreme" poverty by 2030 does not include the poorest 3%, which 
[!] it defines as being sporadic rather than structural poverty." 
 
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2013/apr/02/global-poverty-wiped-out-world-bank  
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"some express doubts about whether the MDG 1a (income poverty) goal has been met, 
because of the limited progress on MDG 1c (hunger).  
 
They point to the “poverty-hunger” disconnect, whereby the headline statistics on hunger 

have fallen very little over the same time period; this raises questions about the achievement 
of income poverty, given that the measurement of income poverty is largely based on food 
expenditures (Pogge, 2013)." 
 
Andy Sumner 
2013 
https://europa.eu/capacity4dev/file/17305/download?token=cIvEZ8ja 
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Oxfam helps brainwash children again 
 
May 2013 

  



1513 

African Union governments commit in 2013 to end violent conflict by 2020 

 

"During the 50th Anniversary of the Organization of African Unity/African Union (OAU/AU) in May 
2013, the AU Assembly of Heads of State and Government ...made a commitment to end violent 
conflict on the continent by 2020.  
 
This was translated into the AU initiative: Silencing the Guns by 2020." 

https://au.int/en/pressreleases/20170127/main-successes-au-peace-and-security-challenges-and-
mitigation-measures-place  
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"...strong critique of the MDGs from Professor Thomas Pogge...that the goals were diluted so that 
they could be reached. 

For example, at the 1996 world food summit in Rome, policymakers pledged to halve the number of 
chronically under-nourished people between 1996 and 2015.  
 
By 2000, however, when the eight MDGs were declared, [!]  there was a subtle change so that the 
pledge became to halve the proportion of hungry people between 2000 and 2015." 

Mark Tran 
The Guardian  
15 May 2013 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2013/may/15/tax-arms-exports-
protectionism  

 
 

................................................. 
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David Cameron misleads at the United Nations, May 2013 

 

"...we want to build on the historic work done under the current Millennium Development Goals."  
 
 
[Why not mention the "current" Millennium Declaration goals  – the historic commitments of 2000, 
which UK governments kept reaffirming, which his government as a member of the General 
Assembly was supposed to follow up, and which he was committed to achieve? 
 
What he is actually doing is to criticise, in effect, his own wrong focus on the wrongly-named 
"MDGs". 
 
It is like saying "Remember that five pounds I owe you?  I think it wasn't enough" when in reality he 
promised ten pounds.] 
 
 
 
"But we also agreed that they weren’t perfect.  
 
There wasn’t enough focus on the devastating effect of conflict, of violence.  
 
They overlooked the importance of strong institutions, accountable government, the rule of law.  
 
 
[The Millennium Declaration, which governments were still committed to, did not overlook these.   
The truth was not "people were wrong in the past", which is what he is implying, but "we are failing 
now to do what we are committed to".  He is shifting blame to past governments rather than accepting 
responsibility for what his own is pledged to.] 
 
 
So, we’ve agreed, on this panel, that there must be a transformational shift in the way that we do 
things. .. 
 
This, I believe, is a totally new [!] addition to the Millennium Development Goals: the importance of 
good governments, lack of corruption – what I call the golden thread of development." 

 
 
[Mr Cameron misleads.   
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The fact that institutional commitments are not in the development goals might be characterised as a 
trivial, semantic point.   
 
It is a distraction from the fact that UK and other governments had agreed and reaffirmed those 
institutional commitments.  
 
In reality, it could be said that the reason why the "MDGs" omit those things is not because past 
governments left them out from their stated intentions, but because they were outside what was called 
"development" goals.    
 
Governments and their agencies publicised what was basically an easier version of paragraph 19 – not 
even the whole "Development and poverty eradication" chapter - of the Millennium Declaration.    
 
They called this "MDGs", rather than the other commitments and goals discussed and agreed by UN 
member states.    
 
Mr Cameron's own government continued to publicise the wrong goals, and that was his own 
responsibility.   
 
The fact that the MDGs became well known because governments including the UK publicised them 
does not show that his approach is better than what governments were actually committed to in 2013. 
 
It is true that past governments had given the impression that the narrower goals were what was 
agreed in 2000, and so past governments had neglected the wider commitments.   
 
But his government was guilty of the same misinformation, and continued to be after this speech. 
 
 
 
First, governance is in the Millennium Declaration – as his own Department for International 
Development 2014-15 Annual Report later mentioned.   
 
It is also in the agreement of the 1995 World Summit for Social Development – another agreement 
which member states kept reaffirming.  
 
In general, Mr Cameron's government persistently obscured the Millennium Declaration by giving the 
false impression that the pledges of 2000 were the "MDGs".    
 
Although the Millennium Declaration did not mention corruption, that would seem to be implied by 
"governance".    
 
Truth is a governance issue. 
 
Governance includes truthfulness.  
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Leaders in 2000 did say,  
 
"9. We resolve... 
 
• To strengthen respect for the rule of law in international as in national affairs and, in particular, to 
ensure compliance by Member States with the decisions of the International Court of Justice, in 
compliance with the Charter of the United Nations, in cases to which they are parties. ... 
 
• To intensify our efforts to fight transnational crime in all its dimensions, including trafficking as 
well as smuggling in human beings and money laundering."  
 
 
Mr Cameron ignores the Monterrey Consensus.  Here is what President Bush said in 2002 a few days 
before that agreement: 
 
"Today, I call for a new compact for global development, defined by new accountability for both rich 
and poor nations alike... 
the Millennium Challenge Account will reward nations that root out corruption" 
 
 
At the huge conference in Mexico, nations did make a commitment to "finalizing" a convention on 
corruption in paragraph 65.  Here is how President Bush put it in his 2005 speech to the UN at another 
huge summit: 

 
"At Monterrey in 2002, we agreed to a new vision for the way we fight poverty and curb corruption 
and provide aid in this new millennium.  
 
Developing countries agreed to take responsibility for their own economic progress through good 
governance and sound policies and the rule of law.  
 
Developed countries agreed to support those efforts" 

 
MB: I am not sure if he was right to call it a "new vision". 
 
 
Second, governance and corruption were in the Secretary-General's Millennium Report which various 
countries explicitly supported in 2000. 
 
The UK government on 15 May 2000 said it was trying to build international support for that 
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document.   
 
A Foreign Office spokesman was reported on 27 August 2005 as saying that countries should not 
"row back" from the Millennium Declaration  – which Mr Cameron is here doing by talking about 
future goals rather than his existing commitments.] 
 
 
 
 
Mr Cameron continued: 
 
"And as I’ve said, it is a real breakthrough [!] that agreement is emerging [!] to include goals that 
go to the heart of this golden thread that links open economies and open societies:  
 
fair and accountable institutions,  
 
equal economic and political opportunities for women,  
 
open and fair rules to boost enterprise and growth." 

 
MB: Again, these important aspects of government were largely in existing international agreements 
to which he and other leaders were already committed, rather than a "real breakthrough".    
 
The idea that "agreement is emerging" is likewise misleading, as is obvious from the texts of previous 
agreements.  
 
 

"I believe this clarity will be a real achievement [!] which will help the panel’s ideas [?] stand the test 
of time in the years ahead." 
 

David Cameron's speech to the UN 
15 May 2013 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/david-camerons-speech-to-un 

 

 

The man appears to be patting himself on the back for "ideas" put forward publicly many years 
before, and for suggesting things he is already required to do.    
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................................. 

 

World Health Assembly goals for 2020 on non-communicable diseases 

 

 

 

"Goal: To reduce the preventable and avoidable burden of non-communicable diseases  

 

(World Health Assembly 2013, WHA66.10) 

 
Targets, by 2020:  

 
(1) A 25% relative reduction in risk of premature mortality  

 

from cardiovascular diseases, cancer, diabetes, or chronic respiratory diseases 

- Unconditional probability of dying between ages 30 and 70 years from CVD, cancer, diabetes and 
chronic respiratory diseases 

 
 
(2) At least 10% relative reduction in the harmful use of alcohol, as appropriate, within the national 
context  

- Total alcohol per capita (15+) consumption 

- Age-standardized prevalence of heavy episodic drinking among adolescents and adults 

- Alcohol-related morbidity and mortality among adolescents and adults 

 
 
(3) A 10% relative reduction in prevalence of insufficient physical activity 

- Prevalence of insufficiently physically active adolescents 

- Age-standardized prevalence of insufficiently physically active persons (18+) 
 
 
 

(4) A 10% relative reduction in mean population intake of salt/sodium 
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- Age-standardized mean population intake of salt (sodium chloride) per day (18+) 
 
 
 

(5) A 30% relative reduction in prevalence of current tobacco use  
 
in persons aged 15+ years 

- Prevalence of current tobacco use among adolescents 

- Age-standardized prevalence of current tobacco use (18+) 

 
 
 
(6) A 25% relative reduction in the prevalence of raised blood pressure  

 

or contain the prevalence of raised blood presure, according to national circumstances 

- Age-standardized prevalence of raised blood pressure (18+) 
 
 
 

(7) Halt the rise in diabetes and obesity 

- Age-standardized prevalence of raised blood glucose/diabetes (18+) 

- Prevalence of overweight and obesity in adolescents 

- Age-standardized prevalence of overweight and obesity (18+) 

 
 
 
(8) At least 50% of eligible people receive drug therapy and counselling  
(including glycaemic control) to prevent heart attacks and strokes 

- Proportion of eligible persons receiving drug therapy and counseling to prevent heart attacks and 
strokes 

 
 
(9) An 80% availability of the affordable basic technologies and essential medicines, including 
generics, required to treat major noncommunicable diseases  
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in both public and private facilities 

- Availability and affordability of quality, safe and efficacious essential NCD medicines, including 
generics, and basic technologies in both public and private facilities" 

 
Targets for 2020 agreed at the 2013 World Health Assembly 
according to: 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/3507Existing%20targets_1_April_version.x
lsx  
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Transparency International: 

 
"Transparency International, the anti-corruption organisation, welcomes the proposal to make 
transparent and accountable governance a cornerstone in the drive to end world poverty and reduce 
inequality, as outlined in the report published today by the High Level Panel convened by the United 
Nations" 

[How is making governance a cornerstone, a "proposal"?    
Was that not already agreed in the Millennium Declaration and elsewhere?] 
 

"The panel -- established to recommend new goals and targets after 2015 when the original 
Millennium Development Goals are set to expire – " 
 
 
[Correction: The targets have their deadlines.   
I do not know why people think the actual undated Goals expire.   Nor do I really understand why 
people think the targets should expire, rather than spurring extra effort to meet them as soon as 
possible if the deadline is missed.  
But in any case, the formal agreements with no deadlines, such as on corruption, clearly do not expire 
just because some social-science targets do have deadlines.] 
 
 
 
"calls for a stand-alone goal to ensure good governance and effective institutions, including a target 
to reduce bribery and corruption." 

 
[It is true that the Declaration did not mention bribery or corruption.   But governance, human rights 
and the rule of law are fairly common concepts in international agreements. 
 
Corruption is mentioned in at least: 

the 1996 World Food Summit agreement;  
the Millennium Report; 
the March 2002 Monterrey Consensus;  
the September 2002 Johannesburg agreement; and  
the 2005 world summit document. 
 
 
The March 2002 agreement reads: 
 
"12. We will pursue appropriate policy and regulatory frameworks ... 
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13. Fighting corruption at all levels is a priority. 
 
65. We commit ourselves to negotiating and finalizing as soon as possible a United Nations 
convention against corruption in all its aspects". 
 
 
The September 2002 agreement reads, 
 
"19. We reaffirm our pledge to place particular focus on, and give priority attention to, the fight 
against the worldwide conditions that pose severe threats to the sustainable development of our 
people, which include:  
 
chronic hunger; malnutrition; foreign occupation; armed conflict; illicit drug problems; organized 
crime; corruption; natural disasters; illicit arms trafficking; trafficking in persons; terrorism; 
intolerance and incitement to racial, ethnic, religious and other hatreds; xenophobia; and endemic, 
communicable and chronic diseases, in particular HIV/AIDS, malaria and tuberculosis." 
 
 
In 2005, perhaps not entirely in a classic display of redundancy and "fake newness", leaders said,  
 
"We resolve...To make the fight against corruption a priority at all levels". 
 
 
Those are three of the agreements which member states keep reaffirming.   
 
So a "stand-alone SDG goal on reducing corruption" is of limited relevance to anything in the real 
world, unless we are more interested in what governments publicise than what they promise, which I 
suggest is often inadvisable.] 
 
[Transparency International continues:] 
 
"The High Level Panel is a group of specially selected individuals representing broad global 
constituencies.  
 
Its report identifies 12 areas for post-2015 United Nations goals, three of which are new [?] additions 
to the eight original [?] MDG goals identified in 2000 [!] as the Millennium Development Goals." 
  

[The last part is incorrect.   
Also, it is not clear why the organisation is saying there are three "new additions" to the MDGs.   
Is part of the proposal just a change of language to call things "sustainable development" or part of a 
single list of goals? 
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It is not clear that Transparency International has fully taken on board what nations were already 
committed to in 2015.] 

 
"Because of the success of the initiative the United Nations plans to extend and broaden the post 2015 
goals." 

Transparency International welcomes good governance goal proposed [?] by new United Nations 
report 
30 May 2013 
http://www.transparency.org/news/pressrelease/transparency_international_welcomes_good_governa
nce_goal_proposed_by_new_un 

 

 
 
................................................. 

 

 

 
 

 
"Michael Blastland somehow learned to count, devising the Radio 4 programme about numbers More 
or Less and writing, with Andrew Dilnot, The Tiger That Isn’t, a guide to numbers in the news.  
 
David Spiegelhalter is a statistician who rejoices in the title of Winton Professor for the Public 
Understanding of Risk at Cambridge University. He is, or was, a proper academic and has far too 
many letters after his name... 

 
The Millennium Development Goals were set up by the United Nations in 2000, [!] and the fourth 
goal was to reduce infant mortality by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015, from 61 per 1,000 live 
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births to 20." 
  
The Norm Chronicles: Stories and numbers about danger 
David Spiegelhalter, Michael Blastland 
Profile Books 
30 May 2013 

 
 
 
 
 
"the UN Millennium Goals, agreed in 2000"     

 IB report - primaryeducationaliteraturereview.pdf 
International Baccalaureate Organization 
2013 
http://www.ibo.org/globalassets/publications/ib-research/primaryeducationaliteraturereview.pdf  
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The Economist's account conflicts with its coverage of the Millennium Summit and also perhaps its 
previous doubts about whether its pledges could be properly monitored. 
 
 
 
The Economist: 
 
"the president of the World Bank, Jim Yong Kim, scrawled the figure “2030” on a sheet of paper, 
held it up and announced, “This is it. This is the global target to end poverty.” He was echoing 
Barack Obama who, in February, promised that “the United States will join with our allies to 
eradicate such extreme poverty in the next two decades.” 

"Mr Ravallion calculates that the acceleration in growth outside China since 2000 has cut the number 
of people in extreme poverty by 280m. 

 
[Comment:  Apart from its misrepresentations of world leaders' pledges and of spending statistics as 
showing people did better, the Economist is wrong to claim this was research about the effect of 
"growth", as I explained in material sent to the editor.   
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In fact Ravallion was not here making any "calculation" about "growth".  
 
All he did was to convert his own "poverty" claims from proportions to numbers.  Ravallion had in 
fact written: 

"the developing world outside China has moved to a steeper trajectory of poverty reduction since 
2000.... 
 
If the pre-2000 trajectory had continued, then 29.6 percent...would have lived below  
$1.25...representing an extra 280 million people". 
 
 
As with the complaint that the Economist had repeatedly given the wrong baseline for world leaders' 
pledges of 2000, partially described at 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/2%20Matt%20Berkley%20supplementary%20report%2029%20Aug
ust%20Economist.pdf , 
neither the editor nor the Press Complaints Commission gave any coherent response. 
 
See also http://www.millenniumdeclaration.org/economist.htm. ]  

 
 
"Can this continue? And if it does, will it eradicate extreme poverty by 2030?" 

"Mr Ravallion provides an optimistic projection. If developing countries were to maintain their post-
2000 performance, he says, then the number of extremely poor people in the world would fall from 1.2 
billion in 2010 to just 200m in 2027. 

This would be a remarkable achievement. It took 20 years to reduce the number of absolutely poor [?] 
people from 1.9 billion in 1990 to 1.2 billion in 2010 (a fall of less than half). Mr Ravallion’s 
projection would lift a billion people out of poverty [?] in 17 years and implies almost halving the 
number in just ten (from 2012 to 2022). 

But even this projection does not get to zero poverty. The figure of 200m poor implies a poverty rate 
of just over 3%. To get to zero would require something even more impressive. Mr Ravallion 
estimates that to reach a 1% poverty rate by 2027 would require a surge in household consumption 
of 7.6% a year—an unrealistically high level. 

 

[The Economist means largely "spending".] 
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[Nutty writers equate more spending with benefit, on the basis of unreliable "growth" figures, 
unreliable inflation figures and unreliable "household expenditure" surveys, and a confusion of 
income and profit after necessary expenditure:] 
 
 
Drops of good cheer 

Mr Chandy and his co-authors get similar results. They take a projection of falling poverty based on 
forecasts of consumption by the Economist Intelligence Unit, our sister company. If growth were two 
points better than forecast, then the poverty rate would be just over 3%; if two points worse, it would 
be almost 10%—a big disappointment. If income distribution within countries gets progressively 
better or worse (ie, if the poorest 40% do better or worse than the top 10%), then the range of 
outcomes would be the same as if growth were higher or lower.  
 
And if you combine all these variables, then the range is wide indeed, from a miserable 15% poverty 
rate (lower growth, more inequality) to a stunning 1.4% (higher growth, less inequality). 

Two conclusions emerge from these exercises. First, the range of outcomes is wide, implying that 
prospects for eradicating poverty are uncertain. The range is also not symmetrical, suggesting the 
risk of failure is greater than the hope of success. It is also noticeable that no one is forecasting zero 

poverty." 

 
Not always with us [!] 
The Economist 
1 June 2013 
http://www.economist.com/news/briefing/21578643-world-has-astonishing-chance-take-billion-
people-out-extreme-poverty-2030-not 

 

 
 
 
"Open and accountable government is key to successful development, according to a report by a 
United Nations (UN) panel released May 30. The report, titled A New Global Partnership: Eradicate 
Poverty and Transform Economies through Sustainable Development, was produced by a panel of 
global dignitaries at the request of UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon. The report's emphasis on 
transparency represents the growing consensus among world leaders in favor of open government 
and could bolster support for transparency within the U.S. 
 
The report recommends a framework for future progress on the Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs).  
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Adopted by UN members in the 2000 Millennium Declaration, the MDGs set global development 
targets for the year 2015" 
 
Transparency is Key for Sustainable Growth, Global Panel Says 
Center for Effective Government 
4 June 2013 
http://www.foreffectivegov.org/transparency-is-key-to-sustainable-growth-global-panel-says 
 
 
 
The authors may have meant the Declaration goals.  But by 2013 the others were well known. 
 
 

............................. 
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BBC Media Action blog: 
 
" "Eradicating poverty" is the headline recommendation of a report published last week outlining a 
new development agenda for the 21st Century."  
 

[What exactly does the BBC Media Action author claim is new –that countries are not already 
supposed to be committed to, or aiming at?] 

 
"If the panel's recommendations are accepted, another issue will have found its way into the heart of 
the international development agenda for the first time [!]: a commitment to support free and 
independent media and access to information." 
 
 
[It is puzzling why he says that, since the commitment was in the Millennium Declaration already.] 

 
 
"The Report of the High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons Report on the post-2015 development 
agenda titled A New Global Partnership proposes an "indicative" set of 12 new universal goals, the 
first of which is to end extreme poverty by 2030.  
 
One of the 11 other goals – alongside those focused on health, the empowerment of girls and women, 
improving food security and so on - is one designed to "ensure good governance and effective 
institutions". " 
 
[So, at least one goal is similar to what the UN has been officially aiming at for decades rather than, 
as the BBC Media Action article may be understood to mean literally, "12 new universal goals".] 

 
 
"Five elements are identified in the report as necessary for achieving this goal.  One of these is to 
"ensure people enjoy freedom of speech, association, peaceful protest and access to independent 
media and information".  
 
[So, basic "rights" and "fundamental freedoms" which were a main point of starting the UN in the 
first place. 
 
Why is the author talking about rights being a means to good governance, rather than the other way 
round?] 
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"Another is to "guarantee the public's right to information and access to government data"." 

[The BBC, including the World Service Trust/BBC Media Action, has been misleading the public 
about global pledges and progress, swamping the public discourse and drowning the truth.] 

 

"Commissioned by UN Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon,  this report offers an impressive reframing 
of what is required to move the development agenda on from the existing Millennium Development 
Goals [!] due to expire in 2015."  
 
[Liable to mislead.   
 
In reality governments keep reaffirming the goals in agreed outcomes of conferences and summits, 
and the rights in agreed texts.    
 
That is the formally agreed "development agenda", not the "MDGs" which the BBC and others for 
some reason have been obsessed with. 
 
It was true that governments were going to publicise things not in the MDGs.    
But it is to a significant degree the fault of the BBC and the World Service Trust/BBC Media 
Action that the actual "development agenda" Millennium Declaration and other agreed goals and 
pledges on human rights, violence, the media and other matters were not publicised. 
 
Their job is supposed to be to hold power to account.] 

 
"It manages to integrate just about all the key development challenges that humanity faces" 

[Hardly.  The leaders avoid the same key challenge as the BBC does – accurate reporting of pledges 
to, and research on progress in, the species.   Humanity faces a "development challenge" that citizens 
are being significantly misled on what they were promised and what research on progress on those 
promises actually says.] 

 
"whilst avoiding – mostly – what many had feared would simply be a long wish list without clear 
priorities.   
The report blends a fresh set of targets with a clear commitment to rights and good governance and 
does so more explicitly than the existing development agenda it seeks to replace." 
 
 
[That seems likely to be based on the same confusion of "MDGs" with "the UN development 
agenda".] 
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"The original Millennium Declaration agreed in 2000 – which articulated the Millennium 
Development Goals due to expire in 2015 
 
[! - usual BBC nonsense] 
  
 
– also affirmed freedom as one of the fundamental values underpinning the MDGs and urged [?]  a 
commitment "to ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the right of the 
public to have access to information". " 
 
 
[! Leaders did not merely "urge a commitment".   They pledged: 
 
"V. Human rights, democracy and good governance 
 
24. We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as respect 
for all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to 
development. 
 
25. We resolve therefore: 
 
• To respect fully and uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 
 
• To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of civil, political, economic, 
social and cultural rights for all. ... 
 
• To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by all 
citizens in all our countries. 
 
• To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the right of the public to have 
access to information." 
 
The BBC Media Action employee continues:] 
 
 
 
That Declaration has tended to be forgotten, however. Instead, it is the eight Goals it laid that have 
galvanised international attention in the interim years."  

 
Comment: The Declaration did "articulate" most of the eight undated goals in the "MDGs". 
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However, the article is talking about "goals" which "expire in 2015" and galvanised attention.   
 
So the article seems to refer not simply to the undated goals but to, or to what includes, the time-
limited targets, and so seems to mislead.   
 
The likelihood of this, as elsewhere, is increased by the fact that journalists and others often refer to 
the targets with end dates of 2015 as "goals". 

 

"The new High-Level Panel report goes a step further and recommends that media freedom and 
access to information should be included in the targets in themselves.  
 
This is no great surprise.  David Cameron, the co-chair of the Panel, has repeatedly called for a set of 
"golden threads" to be woven into the development agenda. These include good governance, the rule 
of law, clear and stable property rights, strong civil institutions, free and fair trade and free media. 
All of these objectives are reflected in this report. 

The fact that "access to independent media and information" has ended up as a recommended target 
is welcome on many levels. It is especially so as the focus is not just on the existence of a free and 
independent media (which tends to be captured in most media freedom indicators), but on access to 
media and information."   
 
 
[Not much point if the BBC drowns out the truth with false and misleading information about pledges 
– which the author is contributing to here - and progress] 

... 
 
 
"This report is hugely welcome. It presents a fresh, ambitious agenda that provides a comprehensive 
framework for meeting a set of immense development challenges. It does so by putting issues of 
governance and rights – including freedom of the media – at its heart, not its periphery. That has not 
happened before. 
 
[! -  That is part of a pattern in which journalists, academics and others make huge statements on 
important matters relevant to holding governments to account, without making efforts to do the most 
basic research. 
 
If you take what is publicised by governments and their agencies, and confuse it with what 
governments have committed to do, then your "holding power to account" "speaking truth to power" 
and so on are liable to be severely defective, as in the case of the BBC and the charity which is 
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claimed as doing exactly that but is not. 
 
We might perhaps say there is a damaging tendency for people to look at appearance, or 
misinterpretation, or spin, or governments' own later focus, rather than the reality of what 
governments promise.] 
 
 

"The hope is that this agenda will be embraced by the international community and be reflected when 
a new set of goals are eventually agreed in 2015. Much needs to be done to transform that hope into a 
reality. 

James Deane is Director of Policy and Learning at BBC Media Action, the BBC's international 
development charity. These views should not be taken to reflect those of the BBC itself." 

BBC Media Action blog 
5 June 2013 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/bbcmediaaction/posts/What-would-a-post-2015-development-goal-on-
free-media-mean-   

 
 
 
 
 
 
................................................ 
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"Unlike the World Bank, which seems to have targeted reducing the percentage of people living in 
extreme poverty to 3% by 2030, the high-level panel apparently envisages its reduction to nothing." 

How progressive is the push to eradicate extreme poverty? 
David Woodward 
Global development 
The Guardian 
7 June 2013 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2013/jun/07/eradicating-poverty-
shift-in-focus 

 

 

 

 

David Cameron: 

 
"So this is where government, aid and development all need to change and do things differently. Real 
transparency about who is pledging what [!]  and making sure they deliver. 

Because it’s not the commitments made today that will beat hunger - it’s the way they are followed 
through tomorrow, and the next day and the day after. 

And we don’t just need transparency about our pledges. [!]  

We need something much wider and much deeper: a transparency revolution."  
 
"For the first time we have agreed international recommendations for a specific goal on ending 
hunger 
 
[Hardly the "first time".]   
 
"and for specific targets on chid stunting, wasting and anaemia." 
 
"For the first time we have proposals for goals on open, effective and accountable institutions, the 
rule of law and free speech, and targets on property rights and ending child marriage. 

And for the first time a target to end  
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[! - the World Bank in fact announced a goal of 3%, meaning around 250 million people]  
 
absolute  
 
[! - in fact supposed to be extreme poverty]   
 
poverty  
 
[! - the target is largely to increase spending by the poor: the figures are clearly not on poverty, since 
no account is taken of needs]  
 
by 2030." 
 
David Cameron 
Speech at G8 Nutrition for Growth event  
8 June 2013 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pm-speech-at-g8-nutrition-for-growth-event 
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Pearson Edexcel document for markers of potentially career-influencing school examinations:  “eight 
MDGs... three global goals had been met by 2012” ! 
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"Mark scheme 
 
A level  
 
Global Development 

 
...The eight MDGs set specific targets... 
 
By 2012 three global goals had been met"   [!] 
 
[For a start, that confuses goals and the larger number of targets.  But it is worse than that.] 
 

Pearson Edexcel: 
 
"The 2012 report says that the number of people living in extreme poverty and the poverty rates have 
fallen in every developing region, including sub-Saharan Africa" 
 
 
[So what?   
 
If you look at the World Bank's claim about Africa south of the Sahara, it is based on a small claimed 
change using preliminary estimates.    
 
Unsurprisingly, in the April before the summer examination, the World Bank had dropped that claim, 
and so also dropped the other trumpeted announcement about "every...region".  It now said: 
 
"Sub-Saharan Africa is the only region in the world for which the number of poor individuals has 
risen steadily and dramatically between 1981 and 2010." 
 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2013/04/17/remarkable-declines-in-global-poverty-
but-major-challenges-remain ] 
 
 

"Preliminary estimates indicate that in 2010, the share of people living on less than a $1.25 a day"  
 
[Does that not imply a real $1.25, when the units actually used are worth a fraction of that?] 
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"dropped to less than half of its 1990 value. This means that MDG 1 – cutting the extreme poverty 
rate to half its 1990 level – has been achieved [!] at the global level, well ahead of 2015."  
 
 
[It does not mean that MDG1, one of the "eight" mentioned above, was achieved, and would not even 
if the statistics were reliable and the concept made sense.  
 
MDG 1 is to "eradicate extreme poverty and hunger".   
 
Its targets are not only on "poverty":  it has targets and indicators from the WHO, FAO and ILO.   It 
has an indicator on "share of the poorest quintile in national consumption".    
 
The MDG1 targets for 2015 were not, according to the official statistics, all achieved.   
 
But in any case I do not know why students – or teachers -  are not being taught to question more.   
Why mention one claim by two researchers at the World Bank, apart from the fact that people with 
power have chosen to publicise it?] 
 
 
 
Pearson Edexcel:  
 
"The report notes that the target of halving the proportion of people without access to improved [!] 
sources of drinking water by 2010 [sic] has been achieved."  
 
[There is no such target. 
 
So what if a report says so? 
 
Government agencies say all sorts of stupid things, which is one reason why critical thinking skills are 
a useful thing to nurture.   
 
The actual "target" is officially half of a target, and it is on sustainable access to safe water. 
 
Can I "note" something as the case if I do not have evidence? 
 
In its description and purported result, Pearson also gets both the target's start date and its end point 
wrong.   There was no target with the required 1990 baseline.] 
 
 
 
"The proportion of people using improved water sources rose from 76 per cent in 1990 to 89 per cent 
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in 2010."  
 
[Even if that were known to be true, whatever "improved water sources" is supposed to indicate, so 
what?   
 
Again, the target is on sustainable access to clean water, and says nothing about 1990. 
 
Why is Pearson itself saying that the claim is true? 
 
Do the authors know what "improved water sources" are? 
 
Do they know that that is just a phrase referring to the type of source, and that the data on water 
quality is such that we cannot know if "improved sources" 
 
If they have not thought about what it might mean, why are they making the statement?] 
 
 
 
"In addition, the share of urban residents in the developing world living in slums has declined from 
39 per cent in 2000 to 33 per cent in 2012."  
 

[Can you think of any problems defining what a slum is?   I would hope A level students could.] 
 
 
Mark scheme - Unit 1 (6GL01) 
ALWAYS LEARNING 
PEARSON 
June 2013 
qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/A%2520Level/Global%2520Development/2013/Exam%
2520materials/6GL01_01_msc_20130815.pdf  
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"in 2000, the United Nations (UN) drew up a list of aims to improve life in the world's developing 
countries, including Uganda, by 2015. These are known as the Millennium Development Goals." 
 
Pearson Edexcel 
Geography GCSE  
Resource Booklet provided with examination paper 
17 June 2013 
https://revisionworld.com/sites/revisionworld.com/files/imce/Questionpaper-Unit3Paper1F-
June2013_1.pdf  

 
 

How many mistakes and problems are there in the information provided by Edexcel for the exam? 

 

 
1. Contrary to the booklet's claim, the MDG targets are not what the UN drew up in 2000. 
 
Many students will already know that some of the MDGs have baselines of 1990.   
The pledges in the Millennium Declaration reaffirmed in subsequent years have a standard baseline of 
2000. 
 
 
2. The booklet's list of MDG targets omits any baseline.   
 
So its most natural meaning is that the MDG targets, and achievements, have a baseline of 2000 when 
in fact the baseline is 1990. 
Some African countries may be special cases because the situation was worse in 2000 than 1990, so 
they used 2000.  That may apply to Ghana. 
But the booklet may give the wrong impression for the global targets. 

 
3. The UN pledges of 2000 relating to development are only partially reflected in the official MDG 
list.   
The booklet's list does not reflect the commitments. 
 
 
4. In 2000 the UN did not merely "draw up aims" but made firm pledges. 
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5. The official figures do not use a real US$1, which would be worth far more than the World Bank 
units.    
 
The World Bank staff said it does not include the value of living in your own home, and there are 
other severe difficulties with talking as if it is equivalent to a specific amount in the US.   But that, 
and not a real US dollar, is what it is in name. 

 
6.  Is the booklet's hunger claim really based on people "suffering from hunger" or chronically 
malnourished? 
 
7. Is the booklet's claim that the hunger target was achieved based on numbers known to be reliable 
enough for that purpose? 
 
8. There was no goal to "provide primary education for everyone".  The adult illiteracy goal was 
dropped. 
 
 
9. There was no target to "increase" access to safe water and sanitation.   
 
The booklet claims this was an agreed target that was met.  But the actual target is on halving. 
 
 
10. There are generally no "safe" water statistics, so the booklet's claim about a water target being 
achieved would be on thin foundations even if it had stated it correctly. 

 
11. The pledge in the Millennium Declaration is on affordable water.  
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Miseducating Malala 

 

 

 
"A 15-year-old Pakistani girl targeted by assassins – Malala Yousafzai – is the first signatory of a 
new worldwide petition calling for urgent action to ensure the right of every child to safely attend 
school, launched today with the backing of the United Nations Special Envoy for Education. … 

…her first major public speech since she was shot last October…. 

The petition and the UN event are part of an effort to establish universal primary education by 
December 2015, the deadline for the Millennium Development Goals, or MDGs, a set of anti-poverty 
targets set by UN Member States in a 2000 summit." [!] 



1548 

UN News Centre 
17 June 2013 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=45194 

 

 

 

Vladimir Putin: 

 

"Improving maternal and child health, reducing maternal and child mortality rates were two of the 
eight UN Millennium Development Goals adopted in 2000.  
 
[!]  
 
This initiative was supported by UN member states, and naturally Russia too. 

We can now witness the results [?] of these joint efforts.  
 
Globally, maternal mortality has nearly halved,  
 
[! –  The main World Bank statistics book, World Development Indicators, consistently said maternal 
mortality statistics were unreliable.  Also, is he not wrongly implying the baseline for what he pledged 
and is now reporting is 2000?] 
 
and child mortality has been reduced by more than a third." 
 

Vladimir Putin, President of Russia 
22 June 2013 
http://en.special.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/18393 

 

 
 
So Mr Putin, who made the pledges in 2000, may have got one out of three facts right.  
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Thomas Pogge interview: 
 

"[Interviewer:] The [official] document [recommending post-2015 goals] makes many references to 
fairness and equity, arguing that its 5 transformative paradigms are the “right, smart, and necessary 
thing to do.”  
 
Do you notice any shifts in the ways in which the international development discourses have been 
talking about justice, and how do justice-based considerations impact assigning responsibilities and 
accountability for pragmatic targets? 

 
[Thomas Pogge:] I cannot notice any shift from, for example, the 2000 Millennium Declaration.  
 
Both documents make positive references to justice but leave entirely open what might be meant by 
this word.  
 
The word occurs often in lists, with freedom, security, peace and such. But it has no substantive role 
in the document.  
 
And the same is true of “fairness” and “equity.” 
 
http://academicsstand.org/blog/2013/06/23/q-asap-after-the-mdgs-thomas-pogge-sees-some-promise-
many-potential-pitfalls-in-first-official-recommendations-for-millennium-development-goals-
replacement-effort/  

 

 
 

"The EU and its Member States reaffirm their commitment to the Millennium Declaration" 

EU@UN 
EU Council Conclusions on the Overarching Post 2015 Agenda 
25 June 2013 
http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_13692_en.htm  
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Helen Clark: 
 
"Launched in 2000 [!], the MDGs mobilised the international community around common goals. The 
MDGs were set as global targets, and were considered feasible at that level." 
 
[More than a little strange that the head of the UN Development Programme might not know 
what was actually agreed in 2000 - especially as she herself agreed it at the Millennium Summit as 
Prime Minister of New Zealand.  
 
Her predecessor as head of UNDP in 2000, Mark Malloch Brown, had explicitly said the goals of the 
Millennium Declaration  were a "stretch target".] 
  
 
 
"When translated to the national level, however, some developing countries had surpassed many of 
the targets [?] at the time of their launch" 
 
[Many of the targets?  Which countries is she talking about?] 
  
"Helen Clark became the Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme on 17 April 
2009" 

Helen Clark: Speech at Commonwealth Local Government Forum Conference 2013 | UNDP 
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/presscenter/speeches/2013/05/16/helen-clark-speech-at-
commonwealth-local-government-forum-conference-2013-.html  

  

 

 
"We, the Commonwealth Heads of Government....recognise the importance of meaningful social 
protection for all..." 
 
MB note: But telling citizens what governments are committed to is social protection, and telling 
them falsehoods about this is to act against social protection. 
 
 
"...in achieving inclusive development, and also as an important tool in addressing poverty, 
inequality, vulnerability and social exclusion.  
 
Given the varying degrees of vulnerability to crises, particularly among the developing states, we 
underline the need for having proactive national initiatives on social protection, based on relevant 
international agreements... 
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We recall the Millennium Declaration and the outcome of the United Nations General Assembly 
special event on the MDGs. We reaffirm their commitment to the Millennium Declaration..." 
 
 
Colombo Declaration on Sustainable, Inclusive and Equitable Development 
Commonwealth Heads of Governments' Meeting 
2013 
http://thecommonwealth.org/media/news/colombo-declaration-sustainable-inclusive-and-equitable-
development  
 

 
 
 
 
"The Global Campaign for the Health Millennium Development Goals was initiated by Prime 
Minister Jens Stoltenberg of Norway in 2007.  
 
The Campaign brings together a number of actions and initiatives, all aimed at fulfilling the promises 
given by world leaders in the Millennium Declaration in 2000." 

WHO 
2013 
http://www.who.int/woman_child_accountability/news/post_coIA/en/index1.html 

  

  

UK Secretary of State for International Development: 

"Almost 15 years ago, the international community came together to agree some simple, powerful 
objectives. No one should live on under $1.25 a day. Denying girls an education isn’t acceptable. The 
terrible scale of deaths from malaria and HIV/AIDS must be addressed. These were things we could 
agree to tackle together, and the eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) [!] were born." 

[Misleading.  Apart from confusing the MDGs with the Millennium pledges, the part about the 
"international community" agreeing things in 2000 misleads in view of previous and subsequent 
commitments which the UK has agreed in UN resolutions. 
 
Freedom from want has been an international objective since the Second World War, so the "$1.25" 
objective was hardly new. 
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The idea that discrimination and disease were not already firmly on the UN agenda before 2000 
would be ludicrous, but if she does not mean that, it is not clear what she does mean.] 
 
 
"These goals drove [?] more than a decade of remarkable progress." 
 
The goals "drove" the "remarkable" progress?    
 
What was remarkable compared to progress since the 1970s?    
 
What is the evidence for saying that it was the goals which were the main cause of an improvement?   
  
 
 
"Today the international community faces a renewed test. 2015 is the end date for the MDGs, by 
which time we will judge huge progress on the commitments we made in the Millennium 
Declaration." 

[!] 

[MB: Actually the UK in 2015 failed to carry out that promise to judge progress on the Millennium 
commitments, preferring instead to talk misleadingly about the "MDG" targets which are something 
else.   
 
The UK also obscured other commitments from major UN summits and conferences – even though 
these were formally on the agenda for review at the 2015 Summit. 
 
The 2013 passage clearly misleads that the easier targets were what leaders agreed in 2000. 
 
There was no "end date" for the actual Millennium commitments, which included "spare no effort" 
and much not in the "MDGs".] 

 
Justine Greening  
Secretary of State for International Development 
2013 
http://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/8732.pdf 
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The Economist's false statement on world leaders' historic pledge: 
 
 
 

"In September 2000 the heads of 147 governments pledged that they would halve the proportion of 
people on the Earth living in the direst poverty by 2015, using the poverty rate in 1990 as a baseline." 
[!] 
 
1 June 2013 
From the print edition 
http://www.economist.com/news/briefing/21578643-world-has-astonishing-chance-take-billion-
people-out-extreme-poverty-2030-not  

 

 

 

"...targets to replace the Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs), which were set in September 2000 
 
[untrue - understates UN commitments] 
 
 and expire in 2015...The world's achievement in the field of poverty reduction is, by almost any 
measure, impressive.  [!] 
 
[The Economist omits the actual pledges of 1996 and 2000 and misleads on the latter.] 
 
Although many of the original MDGs — such as cutting maternal mortality by three-quarters and 
child mortality by two-thirds —will not be met, the aim of halving global poverty  
 
[not a UN aim: it had a target on the proportion living on under, in theory, what the local equivalent 
would be to a dollar a day in the US] 
 
between 1990 and 2015  
 
[not what leaders promised in "September 2000"]  
 
was achieved five years early" 
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1 June 2013 
From the print edition:  Leader 
http://www.economist.com/news/leaders/21578665-nearly-1-billion-people-have-been-taken-out-
extreme-poverty-20-years-world-should-aim  
 

 
 

 

 

"Mr Ravallion estimates that to reach a 1% poverty rate by 2027 would require a surge in household 
consumption of 7.6% a year—an unrealistically high level. 

Drops of good cheer 

Mr Chandy and his co-authors get similar results. They take a projection of falling poverty based on 
forecasts of consumption by the Economist Intelligence Unit, our sister company. If growth were two 
points better than forecast, then the poverty rate would be just over 3%... 

It is also noticeable that no one is forecasting zero poverty." 

The Economist 
1 June 2013 
http://www.economist.com/news/briefing/21578643-world-has-astonishing-chance-take-billion-
people-out-extreme-poverty-2030-not 

 

 

 

The editor of The Economist and the Press Complaints Commission claimed to respond to the 
complaints, but in fact did not.  See PCC response of March 2014. 
 
 
 

.................................................................................. 
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African Union governments in 2013 "resolve to end hunger by 2025"  

 

 

 

"We, the Heads of State and Government of African Union Member States, together with 
representatives of international organizations, civil society organizations, private sector, 
cooperatives, farmers, youth, academia and other partners concerned with ending hunger in Africa, 
meeting in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, from 30 June to 1 July 2013, to commit to innovative and 
appropriate ways to end hunger in Africa... 
 
Noting that the African Union, FAO, the Lula Institute and broader Non-state Actors are committed 
to actively support implementation of this Declaration;  

1. DECLARE our resolve to end hunger on our Continent by 2025" 

 
Final Draft  
1 July 2013  
DECLARATION OF THE HIGH-LEVEL MEETING  
Toward African Renaissance:  
Renewed Partnership for a Unified Approach to End Hunger in Africa by 2025  
under the Framework  
the Comprehensive Africa Agriculture Development Programme  
http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/newsroom/docs/DECLARATION_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 
 
.............................. 
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2013:  General Assembly agrees that two main UN intergovernmental organisations for 

sustainable development will follow up all relevant existing conferences and summit goals. 

 

 
 
"The General Assembly...  
 
Recalling the commitments in the outcomes of all the major United Nations conferences and 
summits... 
 
Reaffirming also the commitment to strengthen the Economic and Social Council, within its mandate 
under the Charter, as a principal organ in the integrated and coordinated follow-up  
of the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social, 
environmental and related fields...." 
 
"2.  Decides that the high-level political forum...shall...follow up and review progress in the 
implementation of sustainable development commitments" 
 
"7... the meetings of the forum [open to all member states]... 
 (d) Shall follow up and review progress in the implementation of all the outcomes of the major 
United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and environmental fields..."  
 
"14.  Stresses the need for the forum to promote transparency" 

 
UN General Assembly Resolution 67/290 
Format and organizational aspects of the high-level political forum on sustainable development 
9 July 2013 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/67/290  
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"The working group on monitoring and indicators was created by the UN System Task Team on the 
Post-2015 UN Development Agenda to initiate thinking about the challenges of designing an 
appropriate monitoring framework for the post-2015 agenda.  
 
This document represents the collective thinking of over 50 UN entities and is intended to support the 
multiple discussions taking place about the post-2015 agenda and the identification of sustainable 
development goals. ... 

Setting up the monitoring programme for the Millennium Declaration 

10. When the General Assembly approved the Millennium Declaration in 2000 (A/RES/55/2), it 
requested the Secretary-General to prepare a road map towards its implementation.  
 
[!] 
 
The road map, including a list of indicators for the development and environment chapters of the 
Declaration, was developed by the Executive Office of the Secretary-General in consultation with the 
United Nations Development Programme, United Nations Statistics Division, Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development, World Bank and statisticians from other concerned 
specialized agencies and international organizations (A/56/326).  
 
The road map was accepted by the General Assembly in 2001 as a guide for monitoring  
 
[!]  
 
implementation of the Declaration (A/RES/56/95)." 

 
UN System Task Team on the Post-2015 UN Development Agenda 
Statistics and indicators for the post-2015 development agenda 
July 2013 
www.un.org/en/development/desa/policy/untaskteam_undf/UNTT_MonitoringReport_WEB.pdf  

 
 

MB note:  The task team's statements could be taken as meaning the Assembly agreed the 1990 
baselines for monitoring the commitments in the Declaration.  This impression would be wrong.  

It is not clear why the team did not mention the actual commitments.   
 
The task team did not report accurately.  The more important part is that the Assembly did not talk 
about "monitoring".  But first, the Millennium Declaration did not say anything about a "road map".  
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Its last-but-one paragraph is:  
 
"31. We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic 
reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further action." 

At the end of the Millennium Summit, the co-chairperson from Namibia said: 
 
"I ... call upon [the new President of the General Assembly, Harri Holkeri] to ensure the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration and pay particular attention to paragraph 31."  

The Assembly asked for a "road map" in its resolution of December 2000, 55/162.  

In the 2001 debate on the "road map", one delegate said that the Assembly had made a mistake 
because the Declaration was a "road map". 
 
The road map contained many things other than "monitoring".  The General Assembly mentioned in 
the resolution of 14 December 2001 the road map being used not for "monitoring" as the Task Team 
claims, but for "implementing".   
 
While it talked about the Secretary-General "drawing on the road map" for his reports, the Assembly 
made clear that he was to be reporting on "all the commitments made in the Declaration."    

The Assembly's "invitation" to civil servants "in cooperation with member states" to publicise the 
Declaration is not really compatible with the idea that it accepted the 1990-baseline MDG framework 
as the monitoring guide.   It said: 
 
 

"The General Assembly... 
 
2. Recommends that the “road map” be considered as a useful guide in the implementation of the 
Millennium Declaration by the United Nations system, and invites Member States, as well as the 
Bretton Woods institutions, the World Trade Organization and other interested parties to consider the 
“road map” when formulating plans for implementing goals related to the Declaration;  

 3. Requests the Secretary-General to prepare an annual report and a comprehensive report every 
five years on progress achieved by the United Nations system and Member States towards 
implementing the Millennium Declaration, drawing upon the “road map” and in accordance with 
resolution 55/162, and requests that the annual reports focus on cross-cutting and cross-sectoral 
issues, as well as on the major areas set forth in the “road map”, while the quinquennial 
comprehensive reports examine progress achieved towards implementing all the commitments made 
in the Declaration; 
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4. Invites the United Nations system, in cooperation with Member States, to adopt specific measures 
to give widespread publicity to the Millennium Declaration and to increase the dissemination of 
information on the Declaration..." 

 
 
The reference to the Secretary-General reporting in accordance with resolution 55/162 is another clue, 
since it reads: 
 
"The annual reports should reflect the broad array of specific goals and [in some cases, 2000-
baseline] commitments enunciated in the Millennium Declaration". 
 
 
 
Bearing this evidence in mind, we can now review again the 2013 UN task team's statement: 
 
 
"The road map [containing the, in some cases, 1990-baseline MDG targets] was accepted by the 
General Assembly in 2001 as a guide for monitoring implementation of the Declaration". 

 
In reality the Assembly did not accept the "road map" as a guide to monitoring, but as a guide to 
implementing.    
 
The Assembly in fact recommitted itself to the 2000-baseline, wider Declaration. 
 
 
 

 

 
................................................................................. 
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July 2013: The BBC again appears to breach own rules by altering web pages but neither noting the 
changes nor changing the date on the pages, giving public the impression that it got the facts right the 
first time and making it less likely that the misinformation will be rectified in readers' minds. 
 
 
 
From BBC News 25 July 2013: 

 

Dear Mr Berkley 

Thanks for your email. The article and the complaints you have are about the text of the article rather 
than Barbara Plett's analysis box  
 
[? - not true of the actual complaint],  
 
so please accept this as a response to your comments on this article and please accept our apologies 
for the delay  
 
[? - In reality this was a failure to reply at all to formal complaints, not a "delay"]  
 
in replying to your emails. 

 
Taking your points in order: [? - clearly untrue, given the numbering] 

 

1) We have added the word 'targets' into the line about 2015 deadline. 

 
3) The $1.25 (83p) a day figure is the one given in the report itself. Having had a look through the UN 
reports I can't see a specific definition saying that the measure is what can be bought in the US for 
$1.25 - if you have a link please send it on and we'll happily amend - in the meantime this has not 
been changed as it seems that the key point is that the call is for the figure to be higher (rather than 
worked out in a different way). 

 

4) The clean water reference has been changed to "improved sources of water". 

 

6) That reference has been removed. 
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7) The reference to the poverty line has been amended in the news story amongst the "related stories". 
The other two are David Loyn authored pieces - I've passed your email on to him to consider whether 
his piece needs amending. 

 
… 

 

 

BBC News website 

 
 
-----Original Message----- 

 
 
Sent: 11 July 2013 14:58 

To: NewsOnline Complaints 
 
... 

 

{Reference case number:} 

 

{Complaint title:} Breach of due accuracy in major matter 

 

{Complaint:} "UN urged to embrace 2030 goal... ", 30 May 

 

Below is an edited version of selected points from a complaint to 

barbara.plett@bbc.co.uk yesterday, 10 July.  I send this version to help the 

 BBC deal with and track the complaint in view of past BBC failure to 

respond to complaints of inaccuracy in global poverty reports. 
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Parts of the article seem to breach guidelines on due accuracy and major 

matters, when viewed either separately or in combination: 

 

1. "2015 deadline for achieving...Goals" should refer to the intermediate 

"targets". The claim that the new goal is "more ambitious" is not as true as 

 suggested. 

 

3. "$1.25 (83p) a day" and "one dollar..." give a misleading impression that 

 the purchasing power of the poorest is much higher than it is. The $1.25 is 

 in "purchasing power parity" dollars. 

 

4. "Goal for access to clean water has already been reached" conflates MDG 7 

 (environmental sustainability), target 7C (safe drinking water/sanitation) 

and indicator 7.8 (improved drinking water).  It thus overstates progress in 

 terms of both number of goals met, and evidence for the water being clean. 

The official monitors' research is in fact on "improved", not "clean" water 

sources: http://www.wssinfo.org/data-estimates/graphs/ 

 

6. The claim that "growing" pressure from population increases is hampering 

progress appears not to be well-sourced. 

 

7. All three "related stories" conflate goals with targets and/or 

indicators, wrongly claiming that poverty or water goals were met. 

 

{URL:} http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-22719812 
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......................................................................... 
 
 
 
 
 
"The World Bank wants to galvanize international and national support around two goals: to 
virtually end [! - in reality about 250 million people, though clearly spending on its own does not tell 
us about poverty] extreme poverty in a generation and to push for greater equity." 

LIVE Q&A: The World Bank's Twin Goals by 2030: Ending Extreme Poverty and Boosting Shared 
Prosperity 
World Bank 
Page for event of 6 September 2013 
http://live.worldbank.org/sites/default/files/archive/en/world-bank-ending-extreme-poverty-boosting-
shared-prosperity 
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Human Rights Watch make a sensible point, though with an error: 
 

"The MDGs were drawn from [! – watered down from?] the Millennium Declaration and other 

international agreements, but were much more limited in scope.  
 
They gave priority to a subset of internationally recognized social and economic rights in areas like 
child and maternal mortality and access to primary education, but they set no targets in respect of 
political freedom or democratic participation, equality for ethnic minorities or people with 
disabilities, freedom of expression, or rights to peaceful protest or assembly, and they emphasized 
only limited elements of these social and economic rights." 

Human Rights Watch 
May be September 2013 
https://www.hrw.org/sites/default/files/related_material/MDG_brochure0913_LOWRES_SPREADS.
pdf 
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UN member states "reaffirm commitments to outcomes of all the major UN conferences and 

summits":    

 

UN Special Event towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals, 

25 September 2013 

  

 
"The landmark Millennium Declaration ....and the 2005 World Summit Outcome Document... 
reflect the commitment of Member States to reach specific goals..." 

UN Press Kit 
2013 
"United Nations General Assembly opens on 17 September 2013" 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/president/68/pdf/presskit/backgrounder.pdf 

  

 

 
"We, the Heads of State and Government and heads of delegation... 
 
reaffirm our commitment to  
 
the Millennium Declaration...and  
 
the outcomes of all the major UN conferences and summits in the economic, social, and 
environmental fields."  

 
 

 

More extracts: 

 
"We reaffirm our commitment to the outcome document of the High Level Plenary Meeting of the 
General Assembly on the MDGs held in 2010." 

"We reaffirm the importance of promoting human rights, good governance, the rule of law, 
transparency and accountability at all levels." 
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"Post-2015 Development Agenda 

In parallel with intensification of efforts to accelerate achievement of the MDGs, we are determined 
to craft a strong post-2025 development agenda, which will build on the foundations laid by the 
MDGs, complete the unfinished business and respond to new challenges.  
 
As we take the work forward, we reaffirm our commitment to  
 
the Millennium Declaration,  
 
the outcome document of Rio+20,  
 
the Monterrey Consensus,  
 
the Doha Declaration on Financing for Development and  
 
the outcomes of all the major UN conferences and summits in the economic, social, and 
environmental fields.  
 
We will continue to be guided by the values and principles enshrined in these texts." 
 
 
"…preparation of the post-2015 development agenda... 

In arriving at an inclusive and people-centred post-2015 development agenda, we look forward to a 
transparent intergovernmental process which will include inputs from all stakeholders including civil 
society, scientific and knowledge institutions, parliaments, local authorities, and the private sector." 
 

Outcome Document 
UN Special Event towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals 
25 September 2013 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Outcome%20documentMDG.pdf  
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MB:   
 
Governments spectacularly failed to provide a "transparent intergovernmental process", since they, 
including in the 2015 summit outcome document, obscured what they had pledged, and reaffirmed 
here just two years before.    
 
The General Assembly in the early 2000s requested itself to follow up the commitments in the 
Millennium Declaration.   
 
Clearly, that implies reports in 2015 on progress rather than keeping quiet. 

Unsurprisingly, states were also supposed to follow up the commitments in other summits – which is 
clearly visible in the formal description of the agendas for the 2010 and 2015 Summits. 
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Member states failed to provide a reasonably adequate review of performance against the formal 
pledges.    
 
Instead, leaders at the 2015 Summit misled the public by claiming that the "MDGs" were agreed 
almost 15 years ago, while barely mentioning the Millennium Declaration or other highly relevant 
promises their nations were supposed to be, by both the letter and the spirit of formal UN resolutions, 
following up.  
 

 

 

 

………………………………… 
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"As Thomas Pogge has documented,  
the global, political target level for  
'acceptable' dollar a day poverty in 2015 rose from  
828 million in 1996, to  
993 million in the original MDG target, 
[MB: Alex Cobham means the Millennium Declaration pledge] 
 to more than  
1.3 billion in the revised MDG target.  
Dollar a day seems not to have driven ambition and progress so much as requiring a shifting of the 

goalposts in an unambitious process."  
 
Alex Cobham 
9 October 2013 
https://www.cgdev.org/blog/extreme-poverty-too-extreme#comment-1076499914  
 
 
 
[MB: I am not sure about that conversion of the 1996 hunger pledge to the "poverty" numbers.   I 
would prefer to leave numbers out of the discussion, since like Peter Townsend I regard the use of 
reports about spending, without looking at what people need, as "statistical farce".   But Pogge's basic 
point is clearly right.] 
 
 
 
"the deliberately misleading use of the term  
"eradicating poverty"  
rather than  
"eradicating extreme income poverty"  
will come back to bite the development industry when people realise that poverty isn't even close to 
being eradicated by 2030.  
 
And to throw the curveball of climate change at the un-nuanced over-positive poverty reduction 
predictions currently being bandied about.."  
 
Jonathan Glennie 
16 October 2013 
https://www.cgdev.org/blog/extreme-poverty-too-extreme#comment-1084636428  
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Some of Hans Rosling's amazing mistakes 

 
 

 
 
 
 
According to Hans Rosling in his BBC2 special in 2013, the typical human lives on US $10 a day. 
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There are two mistakes involved.  
 
One at least is related to the fact that his chart illustrated nowhere near what he claimed – that one out 
of seven billion people were extremely poor.  
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Unanswered Stage 2 complaint to the BBC, 20 May 2014: 

"This [chart above, in the TV programme] clearly does not represent a sixth of people as in extreme 
poverty." 
 
 
It looks more like a sixteenth than a sixth.  
 
Also: Africa here is blue. On 9 March 2012 BBC More or Less factcheckers gave the figure of 47.5% 
of Africans living below $1 a day.  The chart shows vastly fewer. 
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There is another problem with his presentation.  
 
The audience would naturally assume the programme meant real dollars. 
 
Accompanying web material more explicitly misinforms them that these are real dollars.   
 
In fact these units are pretend dollars.  They are supposed to be based on what a real dollar would buy 
in the US. 
 
If people were on a real US dollar or ten US dollars, they would be, other things being equal, mostly 
far better off than they are in reality.  
 
Taking the two errors about dollars into account, we can guess that in real dollars, the middle billion 
would be officially (on the basis of weak data and strange concepts) on nearer to $2 a day than $10.   
 
Professor Rosling's source for the ten GDP dollars said in effect that the figure had to be perhaps 
halved to correspond to the World Bank units.   
 
And the World Bank "purchasing power dollars" could be worth 1.6 to 4 times less in poor countries 
as real dollars - for both the "extreme poverty" line and the "middle billion". 
 
In the so-called "correct" chart,  the proportion to the left of $1 is again ludicrously small.  The 
problem is worse because the audience would think it was referring to World Bank dollars.   
 
The shape of the so-called "correct" chart is also wrong for real dollars.  It is wrong for both the 
World Bank household survey numbers and the GDP numbers Professor Rosling confused with them. 
  
It is hard to see why viewers and readers around the world would not think real dollars are what is 
meant.   
 
One question is whether in real dollars, the right-hand side would have a bulge because real dollars 
are worth far more in rich countries than the pretend dollars the chart is based on.   
 
The fact that a reader chooses A or C does not mean they are ignorant.   The figures are based on 
GDP, not what people "gain per day", and not in US dollars.   
 
The chart does not, as the description claims,  show the "distribution of income".   That kind of graph 
would have an extremely steep rise at the right-hand side, because high earners tend to get a lot of 
money. 
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The chart is in fact on numbers of people at different levels of income – or would be if the figures 
were correct, reliable and objective.  
   
2015: Despite the complaint, Professor Rosling still presented the strange chart with tiny proportions 
of people under a dollar, and with the strange "$10" for the middle billion - here in a talk at the World 
Bank.   Note the small proportion of Africans (blue) to the left of even the "y" of "$1/day". 
 
How many World Bank employees noticed either error? 
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1579 

As I told the BBC in 2014, it appears that a large amount of BBC output has misled the public that the 
World Bank line is in real dollars worth far more than in reality (though remember than they have not 
looked at what it really buys or what people need, or counted the benefit of living in your own home): 
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"the costs of these diets vary enormously although they are all treated equivalently in inferring the 
dollar a day poverty line."  
 
Robert Allen 
December 2013 
https://www.economics.ox.ac.uk/materials/papers/13124/paper685.pdf 

 

............................. 
 
 
 
 
"The General Assembly… 
 
Reaffirming also its commitments contained in resolution 55/2 of 8 September 2000, entitled “United 
Nations Millennium Declaration”..." 
 
Resolution 68/188  
18 December 2013  
The rule of law, crime prevention and criminal justice in the United Nations development agenda 
beyond 2015  
http://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CCPCJ/Crime_Resolutions/2010-
2019/2013/General_Assembly/A-RES-68-188.pdf  
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"En 2000, lors du Sommet du Millénaire, organisé par les Nations unies, l'Union européenne (UE) et 
les chefs d'État et de gouvernement du monde entier ont pris ensemble l'engagement de réduire la 
pauvreté et de sauver des millions de vies dans le monde." 
 
[Yes, leaders in 2000 promised to save lives.  But more lives than the EU is telling the public.] 
 
"Les dirigeants de 189 pays se sont mis d'accord sur huit objectifs spécifiques à atteindre d'ici 2015."  
 
10 January 2014 
http://www.europe-en-france.gouv.fr/Centre-de-ressources/Etudes-rapports-et-
documentation/Contribution-de-l-UE-aux-objectifs-du-millenaire-pour-le-developpement 
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A co-chair of the group which set the MDG framework in 2001 seems to mislead again in 2014: 

 
 
"At the United Nations Millennium Summit in September 2000, UN member states took a dramatic 
step by putting people rather than states at the center of the UN’s agenda.  
 
In their Millennium Declaration, the assembled world leaders agreed to a set of breathtakingly broad 
goals touching on peace through development, the environment, human rights, the protection of the 
vulnerable, the special needs of Africa, and reforms of UN institutions.  
 
Particularly influential was the codification [!] of the Declaration’s development-related objectives, 
which emerged in the summer of 2001 as the now familiar eight Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs), to be realized by 2015" 
 

[Misleading. "Codification" is not the same as "weakening". 
 
I don't know why this political scientist involved in the formulation of the MDG structure is talking 
about what was "influential" rather than what states were actually committed to. 
 
Also, these two authors here give the same false impression as in some other material, that there were 
no pledges for 2015 in the Declaration.  There were.  Instead of pointing out the actual promises by 
leaders to citizens, the authors here simply mention "objectives" – which indicates neither promises 
nor time-bound targets.   They contrast this misleadingly with "goals to be realized by 2015" in the 
"influential", "familiar", wrongly-named "Millennium Development Goal" structure.] 
 
 
"The original indicator was $1 a day, which has since been raised to $1.25 to reflect inflation."  
 
[MB: "Raised to reflect inflation" is inadequate.  See below.] 
 
Michael W. Doyle and Joseph E. Stiglitz 
Ethics & International Affairs 
March 20, 2014 
https://www.ethicsandinternationalaffairs.org/2014/eliminating-extreme-inequality-a-sustainable-
development-goal-2015-2030/ 

 
"Raised to $1.25 to reflect inflation" is not an adequate account of why it was $1.25, or what it 
"reflects".  
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25 per cent clearly does not reflect countries' inflation over twenty years. 
 
The original base year for the "purchasing power parity dollar a day" was 1985. 

The base year for the "PPP $1.25" was 2005.   
 
We would expect it to be higher than $1.25 if it were just "reflecting inflation" (in national terms).  
 
The reason why the $1.25 was lower than we would expect from national or US inflation rates is that 
the methodology changed for comparing prices.   
 
When the World Bank began using the new $1.25 level in 2008, the researchers stated that adjusting 
the previous 1993-based line for US inflation gave a line of $1.45.   
 
They were now using different price ratios between countries, and had also anchored the line to a 
different set of countries' national lines. 
 
But perhaps more importantly, we cannot say if the line changes "reflect inflation" since we do not 
have data on changing prices faced by the poor.   
 
Even if we did, and even if the data were good and comparable, we would still not be sensible to say 
the figures were measuring poverty, because the World Bank leave out other essential elements.   
 
To say "I have measured your poverty by looking at your spending but not your needs" is incoherent.   
 
And that is just for "consumption poverty", with the World Bank also leaving out assets, debts and the 
environment, for example.  In any case, the approach is obviously wrong for another reason:  it 
ignores how many people died, so that as a "measure of the scale of poverty" during a period, it is for 
that reason also incoherent. 

 
 

............................................................... 
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"The WBG [World Bank Group] is better focused on delivering the twin goals of eliminating extreme 
poverty by 2030 and  boosting  shared  prosperity" 
 
"If the Bank is to achieve its goal of effectively eradicating poverty by 2030..." 

"the Bank’s goal to reduce the extreme poverty rate to 3% globally by 2030" 

UK engagement with the World Bank Group 
Department for International Development 
2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/361616/UK-
engagement-World-Bank-Group.pdf  

 
 
 
 

"Accelerating  progress is essential if the goal of zero extreme poverty by 2030 is to be achieved." 

UK Government 
Economic development for shared prosperity and poverty reduction:  
a strategic framework 
31 January 2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/276859/Econ-
development-strategic-framework_.pdf  

  
 
 
 
 
"The creation of globally agreed sets of indicators to monitor human progress, most famously the 
Millennium Development Goals agreed on in 2000, [!] created new incentives to invest in a limited 
range of indicators to measure progress. Increasingly, the public is demanding better data too:  
 
As democratic government becomes the norm in most countries in Africa, Asia and Latin America, 
people expect data so they can judge the success of the politicians"  
 
[! – with the wrong "commitments"?] 
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"they vote for, and politicians need data to know how to satisfy people’s expectations and be re-
elected. 
 
Many countries have strong campaigns calling for greater transparency [!] of both outcome and, 
crucially, input data, so that citizens can track government spending and the results it is producing. ... 
 
Dr. Claire Melamed is the head of the Growth, Poverty and Inequality program at the Overseas 
Development Institute, and leads the institute’s work on the post-2015 global agenda. Prior to 
working at ODI, she worked for 10 years in a number of different U.K. development NGOs as well as 
for the United Nations in Mozambique. She also taught at the University of London and the Open 
University. Her recent ODI reports on the post-2015 development agenda can be found here." 
 
Claire Melamed 
28 January 2014 
http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:Z5bnQQBvzaQJ:www.worldpoliticsreview.c
om/articles/13523/data-revolution-developments-next-frontier+&cd=1&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=uk 
https://archive.is/uc1IL  
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False and misleading statements by the UK Press Complaints Commission  
 
 
 
Media generally mislead by understating Millennium pledges 
 
 
 
UK Press Complaints Commission's decision on complaints about the Economist's coverage, which 
for some reason it did not publish: 
 
 
 
"The complainant expressed concern about eight [!] articles – published over a two-month [!] period" 
 
 
Incorrect: in fact 15 articles over a 13-year period. 

 

The complainant suggested that The Economist make a statement such as  
 
"We referred to a "baseline of 1990" which is not in the text of the resolution."   
 
 
The commissioners simply omit the real complaint: 
 
"The complainant also believed that readers had been misled by the claim [singular] that the 
Millennium Development Goals were set in the year 2000." [!] 
 
 
Misleading.  The claim that the MDGs were set in 2000 is false, but the PCC strangely omits the basic 
facts which show why it is important.  
 
In reality I complained about The Economist making explicitly false statements that the UN Summit 
of 2000 made pledges with the easier 1990 baselines. 
 
Far from what the PCC account said  - that the complaint was related to the date when goals were 
agreed - the complaint in fact made perfectly clear that it was about The Economist reporting the 
wrong pledges.   The complaint indicated that the magazine had  
 
"referred to a "baseline of 1990" which is not in the text of the resolution."   
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Having misdescribed the complaint, the supposed guardian of UK press accuracy repeated another 
common falsehood: 
 
 
"Given that the MDG’s were signed in the year 2000..." [!] 
 
That is untrue - as I had already shown the PCC with UN documentation (see below, document of 29 
August 2013). 
 
On this false basis, the PCC continued:   
 
 
"...the Commission was satisfied that readers had not been misled." 

 
UK Press Complaints Commission 
Response to what were in fact complaints against The Economist's coverage of global poverty over 
many years 
March 2014 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/5%20Matt%20Berkley%20Complaints%20to%20Press%20Complai
nts%20Commission%20The%20Economist%20.pdf 

 
 
 
 
The Press Complaints Commission was incorrect on the relevant facts and produced a misleading 
account of the complaint.  
 
This particular complaint on UN goals was not on one "article" or one claim.   
 
The problem was not essentially anything to do with dates.  It was on misrepresentation of UN 
pledges - as the complaint made abundantly clear. 

In reality, the first page of text in the complainant's detailed document of 29 August 2013  

http://millenniumdeclaration.org/2%20Matt%20Berkley%20supplementary%20report%2029%20Aug
ust%20Economist.pdf 

read, 
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"The Commission may consider that systematic distortions can add up to something more 
significant."   

The first page contained a "Proposed form of a statement by the Economist".   Its first paragraph 
contained this: 

"...We referred to a "baseline of 1990" which is not in the text of the resolution.   
 
...Millennium Development Goal target, which is substantially easier to meet than the pledge.   
 
.... The pledge was therefore not "enshrined" in the Goals as we stated.  The pledge in the Millennium 
Declaration implies, by the current World Bank line and method, a target of under 17% rather than 
21.5%."   

 
 
The "proposed form of statement by the Economist" also read: 
 
"In the context of our analysis including "the world's achievement in the field of poverty reduction is, 
by any measure, impressive"... 
 
[the complaint erred here, but not in all instances, in omitting the word "almost" from "by almost 
any..."] 
 
We accept that the achievement on poverty reduction is not impressive by other measures:  heads of 
governments' pledge in 1996 on a plan for the number of undernourished people to be under 400 
million by 2015 - the current official numbers are almost 900 million;  and their pledges of 2000 to 

cut the proportion of hungry people by half the 2000 rate by 2015, and to cut child and maternal 

mortality by half and two-thirds respectively of their levels in 2000. 
 
"We overstated the official report of progress on extreme poverty;  the significance of the World Bank 
target in the MDG structure;  progress relative to a UN pledge" 

  

The main complaint document to the Press Complaints Commission read:  

"The world's achievement in the field of poverty reduction is, by almost any measure, impressive" 
misled, since it is contradicted by other official measures in the field of poverty, and by the 
implications of intergovernmental pledges."   
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A footnote read:  
 
..."By any measure impressive"  
 
[again, I should here and elsewhere in the complaint have written "by almost any measure" as above, 
but the point still holds 
 
misled in view of the UN pledge of 2000 to halve the proportion of hungry people in the world, with 
no indication that the starting point was to be backdated as in the MDG target.  ... 
 
The UN MDG Report 2013 Statistical Annex gives the following figures, among others, for "Indicator 
1.9 Proportion of population below minimum level of dietary energy consumption (Percentage)": 

World:   
 
1990-92  18.6  
1999-01  15.0  
2010-12  12.5 
 
... 

 
The heads of state and governments pledged to halve the world proportion from around 15% to 
around 7.5%."  

 
"Goals...which were set in September 2000" misleads that "original MDGs—such as cutting maternal 
mortality by three-quarters and child mortality by two-thirds" refers to pledges in the UN resolution.  
 
Those particular pledges clearly had a baseline of 2000. 
 
The text of the UN resolution refers to "current rates".   
 
"By [2015] to  have  reduced  maternal  mortality  by  three  quarters,  and under-five child mortality 
by two thirds, of their current rates."   
 
The pledges were to achieve the targets in 15 years, not 25 years as in the MDG targets.  
 
The shortfall in progress on them is therefore greater than for the MDG targets.  "By any measure" 
therefore misleads in in relation to these measures."  
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I did also write what the PCC chose, inexplicably, to take as the actual complaint: 
 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals were not "set in September 2000"" 
 
 
The footnote explained what the actual complaint was, which the PCC chose to ignore: 
 

"The Economist misled that the Goals' intermediate targets are the same as the UN pledges of 2000.  
In reality some of the current targets are easier than the pledges."  

 
I told the PCC which words I was complaining about, including this quotation: 

 
"The Millennium Declaration pledge on a dollar a day did not use "1990 as a baseline".   
 

The footnote read:  
 
"a) The reference to a "1990... baseline" is incorrect, and significantly understates the pledge.  The 
text of resolution 55/2, the Millennium Declaration, gives no reason to believe that a baseline would 
be other than 2000.   
 
b) The pledge as written was therefore not, as the Economist claimed, "enshrined.. in the.. Goals".   
 
If the baseline were the only difference, then if the current World Bank statistics, level of line, and 
method are applied to the Declaration's mention of a dollar a day, the UN pledge would have a target 
of 17%, not 21.5%.  However, that is not the only difference."   
 
 
 
"The pledge on a dollar a day was not what was "enshrined" in the Goals, since the pledge was to 
achieve more progress than the target now used."   
 

"The article would reasonably be taken as implying that any other pledges of 2000 with counterparts 
in the MDG targets were also "enshrined", meaning taken unchanged, into the MDG targets."  
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The footnote read, 
 
"The article would reasonably be taken as implying that pledges on hunger, water, and child and 
maternal mortality were also among a "litany of worthy aims" "enshrined" in the Goals' targets.  
These pledges, like the pledge on a dollar a day, were in fact to achieve greater statistical progress 
than the targets now used.   
 
For example, according to the figures in the UN's MDG Report 2013, the global maternal mortality 
rate in 2000 was 320 per 100,000 live births.  The pledge of 2000 was to reduce it by three quarters 
from "current rates", and the pledge does not say it was limited to "developing countries".   The 
pledge therefore implies bringing the global rate below 80.     
 
The MDG target has a baseline of 1990.  The MDG Report's stated levels for 1990 imply that the 
target is either 110 for "developing regions", or 100 for the world  -  compared to the UN pledge to 
bring the global level down to 80 deaths per 100,000 live births."   
 
 

 
 
"'The Millennium Development Goals: Global targets, local ingenuity' 
Sep 23rd 2010 
http://www.economist.com/node/17090934 

..."Goals...a set of targets adopted by world leaders at the UN ten years ago. The leaders gave 
themselves 15 years to reach the goalposts set in 2000... This week they returned to the UN for 
another meeting" and in the context of that passage "targets set at UN-sponsored summits" misled 
that the pledges became MDG targets, as explained above." 

...  
 
Heads of governments' pledges and MDG targets 
 
 
1996: Heads of governments' pledge on plan for 400 million hungry by 2015 
Rome Declaration 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.HTM  
 
2000: Secretary-General's recommendation document to Millennium Summit, March: 
http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/un/unpan000923.pdf 
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2000: Heads' of governments' pledges, General Assembly resolution,  
Millennium Declaration September: 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm  

... Professor Pogge's analysis of implications of differences  a) between Millennium Declaration 
pledge and MDG target on the "dollar a day"; and b) between Rome Declaration plan and MDG 
target on hunger:  
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=401" 

 

The above quotations are from the long complaint document sent to the UK Press Complaints 
Commission on 29 August 2013. 

 
 
.............................................. 

 
 
Not only was the PCC's response on this point misleading and untruthful, but also it was far from 
what it advertised: 
 
 
 
"The burden of proof, as always in the PCC system, falls on the editors.  
 
If they wish to claim the story was true, then they will need to demonstrate that there were no 
significant inaccuracies or distortions and that it was not misleading." 
 
"The context would be crucial. The PCC might need to decide if the alleged error, taken alone, was of 
consequence, or even if a series of relatively minor errors, taken together, were likely to mislead or 
distort." 
 
Press Complaints Commission 
http://www.pcc.org.uk/assets/449/Clause_1.pdf  
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BBC2: Don't Panic – The Truth about Population and associated web pages 

 
[Hans Rosling material] 
 
Illustrations of one point in complaint to the BBC  

 
 
This clearly does not represent a sixth of people as in extreme poverty.  
 
 
 

 
 
A similar image is at:  

http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-24835822   
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The World Bank claimed 42% of people were extremely poor in 1981.  
 
Professor Rosling showed this: 
 
 
 
 

 

 

.......................................... 
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Complaint to Press Complaints Commission, November 2013 on two further articles 
 

"Growth or safety net? 
September 21st 2013 
Print edition  
www.economist.com/news/international/21586601-eradicating-extreme-poverty-no-longer-pipe-
dream-first-governments-must-agree   ... 

The Economist misleads that the intergovernmental pledge of 2000 on halving extreme poverty has 
been met:  "That enabled the 189 governments who signed a pledge to halve the share of the poorest 
between 1990 and 2015 to claim they had met their goal early"."    
 

"The analysis below stems from the observations of Thomas Pogge, as did related observations in a 
previous complaint. 
 
First, the pledge was not to halve "between 1990 and 2015".   There are no grounds in the resolution 
of 2000 or the Secretary General's recommendation document to the Millennium Summit to think that 
the start date would be backdated at all.   Both documents refer in the context of at least one aim to 
"current rates".    The MDG target agreed later is easier. 
 
The pledge is in the Millennium Declaration, a UN General Assembly resolution.  The text does not 
include any reference to 1990.    
 
http://www.unrol.org/files/United%20Nations%20Millennium%20Declaration.pdf  ... 
 
 
Not even the easier MDG target has been officially met for hunger.   Progress towards both the 
Declaration drinking water target and the part of the MDG target on drinking water are currently 
technically unmeasurable. 
 
The Economist wrote,   
 
"...$1.25....That enabled the 189 governments who signed a pledge to halve the share of the poorest 
between 1990 and 2015 to claim they had met their goal early". " 
 
“Goal” is inaccurate in relation to not only the pledge but also the Millennium Development Goals 
agreed later.  ... 
 

The next frontier 
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Sep 21st 2013 
http://www.economist.com/news/finance-and-economics/21586512-guest-article-jeffrey-sachs-
director-earth-institute-columbia  

From the print edition 

 

...."the end of extreme poverty by 2030, a goal recently adopted by the World Bank" 
 
misleads, since the goal of 3% would leave something like 250 million or so under the line.  In 
practice, that would mean many more being below the line sometimes, because as is well known 
among academics (who refer to "churning") people's economic situations fluctuate.    
 
It is not clear that any research has been done even to establish a baseline for what the poor's money 
can buy now, so it is not clear what the $1.25 in 2030 will be compared with.   
 

[end of extract from complaint to Press Complaints Commission] 
 
 

.......................... 
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John McArthur: 
 

"Q3: Where do the 1990 baselines come from? 

A: In the period between the 2000 Millennium Declaration and the 2001 formal branding of the 
MDGs, the one substantive adjustment made by UN officials was to identify a 1990 baseline for all 
the 2015 Targets. This was important because most of the proportionate Targets in the Millennium 
Declaration are not explicit regarding a baseline, otherwise the question would have been: to halve 
poverty by 2015 compared to what? The one exception is the Millennium Declaration language for 
child and maternal mortality, which specifies ambitions “compared to current rates,” although a 
common sense reading might presume the year 2000 applies throughout the Declaration.  
 
The 1990 baseline was identified for three key reasons. First, as Doyle’s team assessed the available 
information, the statistical experts pointed out that data for 2000 were not yet available for a wide 
range of countries, and were not likely to be for another few years.  
 
Referencing the year 1990 allowed monitoring efforts to begin much more quickly."  
 
 
[MB:  I do not understand that.  The availability of statistics already collected could not be influenced 
by a subsequent choice of baseline.] 
 
 
"Second, most of the targets affirmed in the Millennium Declaration were derived from the global 
conferences of the 1990s, which used 1990 as a baseline,"  
 
[MB: John McArthur misleads.  In reality some Declaration targets were already diluted from what 
those conferences had agreed.   
 
First, it is not sensible, transparent or helpful to point to a 1990 start date without mentioning the end 
date or what the goals actually were.   
 
The targets now proposed were for 25 years, 1990-2015.    
 
The fact that the baseline was the same does not mean that "most...targets...were derived 
from....conferences of the 1990s". 
 
In reality the 1990 World Summit for Children had ten-year goals, for 1990 to 2000.   
 
The child malnutrition goal set in 1990 was for a halving in 10 years, not 25. 
 
Second, McArthur's words are naturally taken to mean all the 1990s conferences had a 1990 baseline, 
which is not true.   
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The 1996 World Food Summit pledge had a 1996 baseline (despite the FAO later strangely 
contradicting their own documents by claiming it was "1990-2").]   
 
 
 
"as described in Paragraph 6 and Annex Paragraph 3 of the 2001 Road Map." 
 
[The fact that the Secretary-General said or implied that does not make it true.   
In fact he misled in his document proposing the MDG structure, saying that is did not undercut 
previous conferences.   
In reality, not only were the goals of previous conferences in some cases wider and more ambitious, 
but member states keep on reaffirming them.] 
 
 
 
"Third, the team determined that 1990 would be a more reasonable fit compared to historical trends, 
thereby lessening the pressures on world leaders for 2015.  
 
Even though the MDGs were squarely created to change trajectories, the UN leadership did want the 
new Goals to be viably achievable.  
 
Thus anyone who prefers the “goals of the Millennium Declaration” to the MDGs is implicitly 
arguing for more ambitious goals, which would presumably require even more aid financing.   
 
Such an argument also implicitly advocates a more expansive set of objectives, since the MDGs 
include only a subset of the goals of the Millennium Declaration" 

[MB:  The last two sentences are basically correct (apart from the fact that the "MDGs" did have more 
than the Declaration in at least one respect: sanitation) and sensible - except that there is no question 
of "preferring" the Declaration goals, given that world leaders kept reaffirming them at summits long 
after the "MDGs" were proposed.   Like many supposed experts on global goals, McArthur fails to 
tell his readers what nations actually said they were committed to -  concentrating on targets which 
governments chose to publicise instead of holding them to account for the real promises.] 
 
John McArthur  
The Origins of the Millennium Development Goals 
November 2013 
johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/Origins-of-the-MDGs-Ver-Nov30-131.pdf  

 
 
....................................... 
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Limitations of the Millennium Development Goals: a literature review 

by Maya Fehling, Brett D. Nelson  and Sridhar Venkatapuram : 
 

"the MDGs are also often described as being an outcome of various global summits in the 1990s.  
 
Yet several authors believe that for political reasons some ‘hard-fought goals’ got left behind,  
 
such as the importance of reproductive health agreed upon in the International Conference on 
Population and Development (Cairo, 1994) and the Fourth World Conference on Women (Beijing, 
1995; Haines & Cassels, 2004; Mohindra & Nikiema, 2010).  
 
Pogge (2004) sees MDG 1 (‘Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger’)  
as being far less ambitious when compared to the poverty [?] reduction goal set at  
the 1996 World Food Summit in Rome.  
 
With the MDGs, the choice was made to halve the proportion of people suffering from hunger and 
poverty instead of halving the absolute numbers of people suffering. Pogge calculates that this would 
result in a reduction of only 101.5 million instead of 547 million people living on less than $1 per 
day." 
 
[MB: The authors of this 2013 article do not mention Pogge's observation on the baseline, or his 
observation that the baseline was changed for other targets.] 

 
"In regard to education,  
 
Robinson (2005) explains that  
only two out of the three timed goals discussed at the  
Dakar World Education Forum in 2000  
were included in the MDGs;  
 
the target of adult literacy, especially for women,  
and equitable access to basic and continuing education for all adults  
were not integrated into the MDGs. 

 
Fukuda-Parr (2010) doubts that the original intent of eight goals – to be indicators of progress in the 
implementation of the objectives presented in the Millennium Declaration [!]" 
 
[MB: That was not the stated "original intent" of the "MDG" exercise when it was undertaken, 
starting with the large World Bank-hosted seminar of March 2001.   
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The intention was to "harmonise" the OECD's seven International Development Goals with the  
Declaration's "development" goals.   
There was no intention to look at for example the Millennium Declaration goals on human rights, 
governance, disarmament or reform of the Security Council. 
Fehling, Nelson and Venkatapuram make that clear in their next point.]  
 
 
"– was indeed achieved in the formulation of the MDGs.  
 
Various authors explain that only one of the seven key objectives of the Declaration  
(that of development and poverty eradication) became fundamental to the MDG framework,  
 
whereas other goals such as peace, security, disarmament, human rights and democracy  
were left behind  
(Hill, Mansoor, & Claudio, 2010; Waage et al., 2010).  
 
 
Langford (2010) writes that the MDGs of  
 
‘gender equality and the empowerment of women’  
were narrowed down to  
gender equality in education,  
 
and the target for ‘affordable water’ was dropped  
from the MDG list in order to allow for privatisation in the sector." 

 
Limitations of the Millennium Development Goals: a literature review 
Maya Fehling, Brett D. Nelson  and Sridhar Venkatapuram 
Glob Public Health. 2013 Dec; 8(10): 1109–1122.  
Published online November 2013  
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877943/ 
 
 
 
……………… 
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It may be that in 2013, 60 parliamentarians from 32 nations were explicitly told the baseline for the 
Millennium Declaration yet did nothing to stop citizens being misled by their own governments, 
parliaments, intergovernmental organisations and the report from their own conference (see below, 
February 2014 report from the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association). 
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"Blatant 2: Manipulation… 
 
- of data  
- '1990 revisionism' 

- …of targets (Thomas Pogge) 
 
World Food Summit 
Halve number 
Baseline year 1996 
 
MDG-1 as adopted  
Halve fraction of world population 
Baseline year 2000 

MDG-1 as revised 
Halve fraction of dev’g population 
Baseline year 1990" 
 
Alex Cobham  
Uncounted: Inequality, post-2015 and measurement as power 
Set of slides relating to the International Parliamentary Conference on the Post-2015 Development 
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Agenda, organised by the UK branch of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association with support 
from the UN Development Programme 
28 November 2013 
http://www.parliament.uk/documents/CPA/Post-2015-conference/Presentations/Alex-Cobham-Intl-
Parlt-Conf-Nov13.pptx 

 

 
MB:  In the second image above Mr Cobham wrote "MDG-1 as adopted" but clearly means "the 
Millennium Declaration pledge as adopted".  There was no goal by the name of "MDG1" adopted in 
2000 (or the General Assembly in 2001 either) or with a baseline of 2000.   
 
There is also a minor error in that in reality MDG1 does not mention the "developing world's" 
population.  It is the UN reporting on it which does. 
 
However, neither of those matters to the overall point.  If Mr Cobham did show the slide to the MPs, 
it might seem that it was clear enough for them to understand something important about what leaders 
pledged in 2000.   The problem is that the report of the conference (see below, February 2014) still 
understated the Millennium pledges, and the MPs from 32 countries seem to have failed in their 
commitment to hold governments to account. 
 

............................ 
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"The Millennium Development Goals were set at the turn of the 21st century [!] and were an 
international commitment [!], signed by all the members of the United Nations [!], to reduce global 
poverty and injustice by 2015.  
 
Many [!] of them have already been met – for example, extreme poverty has been halved since 1990, 
as has the number [!] of people without safe [!] drinking water."     

   

Four steps towards ending global poverty outlined in Cambridge International Development report 
University of Cambridge 
28 November 2013        
http://www.cam.ac.uk/research/news/four-steps-towards-ending-global-poverty-outlined-in-
cambridge-international-development-report  
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Complaint to the UK Press Complaints Commission, not answered despite clear reminder of  

January 2014 

Despite my referring to a "major error" here, and my previous quotation of the Economist's false 
claim that the Millennium Declaration had a 1990 baseline, the PCC misrepresented what this 
complaint was. 
 
I wrote in January 2014: 
 
"There may have been a serious misunderstanding. There are significant differences between the 
points answered by the editor and my complaints...the wrong statement about the UN resolution... 
 
...the Economist made a major error in claiming that the UN had met a pledge in the resolution of 

2000 ... 
 
The General Assembly resolution of 2000 is still in force.   In that resolution governments resolved to 
"spare no effort" to make sure everyone was free from extreme poverty.  So I cannot see how 
governments could get out of the commitment without a new vote in the General Assembly.   

The Commission may wish to concentrate more on the Economist's claim that the UN pledge was 

met."     

 
The above is from my communication to the PCC of January 2014 after the response, and in 
important respects non-response, by the Economist editor John Micklethwait to complaints. 

The editor had failed to respond in any way to the complaints about its incorrect statements on 
Millennium Declaration pledges (see details above in document of 29 August 2013). 

 
 

...................................................................................... 
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Tim Harford, following his pattern of pointing out flaws in statistics but omitting the same points 
about World Bank "poverty" claims:  

 
 
"What Does Living In Poverty Really Mean? 

January 13, 2014  3:08 AM ET  

Heard on Morning Edition  

... 

On defining and measuring poverty 

[Tim Harford:]  "In the United States, the definition is an idea of absolute poverty. What that means is 
we're looking at how much money you need to support a particular standard of living, to buy a 
certain amount of calories, a certain amount of vitamins, to buy a certain standard of housing. 

"Somewhat controversially, that is based on a basket of goods that was worked out by a researcher 
called Mollie Orshansky over 50 years ago, and while the prices have been tweaked, what's in that 
basket of goods hasn't been tweaked at all.  
 
It's actually based on food, and then there's a rule of thumb that says if this is how much the food 
costs then you need another allowance for accommodation and for clothes.  
 
It's all about the basic standards of living, but it doesn't incorporate any changes in the economy 
that have happened since the early 1960s [like cellphones and televisions]." 

Tim Harford 
13 January 2014 
http://www.npr.org/2014/01/13/261393781/poverty-as-a-social-condition 

 
 
 
 

............................................................................. 
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Invited comments to the BBC on their Editorial Complaints Unit provisional response  
to a complaint 
 
 
 
[Main focus was the BBC World Service broadcast More or Less of 3 March 2012 and the "Dollar a 
Day" series; the complaint was also that the BBC had failed for years to describe properly what Mr 
Harford had presented as an extremely  important statistic.  Mr Vadon was the editor of the edition of 
More or Less.] 
 
 
 
"2. In its approach and conclusions the ECU failed to take adequate account of the fact that the issue 
is clearly a major and controversial matter.    
 
It is obvious that if people think a goal, or even a UN resolution's pledge, has been met when it has 
not, that has implications for holding governments to account.     
 
It is obvious that policy decisions are made on the basis of economic statistics and that if people 
have the wrong idea about, for example, the availability of relevant price data, they are at risk of 
making wrong decisions concerning millions of people.    
 
The ECU failed to take account of the fact that the presenter of More or Less stated that it was a major 
matter in his introductions to the programmes of 3 December 2007 and 3 March 2012.    

...... 
 
 
Mr Harford is an economist who has worked at the World Bank.  He has an honorary post at Oxford 
University.    
 
He has presented a BBC programme called "Trust me, I'm an economist".   He is known for his 
specialism "the economics of everyday life".    

A question would seem to arise as to whether there is greater burden in respect of due accuracy where 
a person with such specialist experience and trust from the public gets basic facts about the World 
Bank statistics wrong, from cases where Ms Alexander [the reporter/producer] does.    
 
... 
 
 
19. The head of the ECU failed to take into account Mr Vadon's inaccuracies.      

Mr Vadon had: 
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a) misrepresented the only complaint he dealt with as if it related to one term;  

b) based his argument on the incorrect claim that the ONS use the term "basket of goods"; 

c) wrongly  claimed that the BBC version, with its strange story of "the" economists – meaning 
those who were talking about poverty -  using "national accounts", "census data" and "household 
surveys" to estimate prices, was simpler and shorter than the truth, which was that for no year had 
they made estimates of prices faced by the "extremely poor"; 

d) wrongly  claimed that the programme team "just chose to say an essential basket" when there was 
clearly a range of language used which gave the same erroneous impression:  in reality the team chose 
to use several different phrases such as "basket of food" and "calculated...how much you would 
need".    

e) wrongly claimed that the complainant had acknowledged counterbalancing elements to the errors.   
 
...... 
 
 
20. The ECU wrongly implied that the complaint " Persistent error that World Bank estimate 
inflation for the poor" was, as Mr Vadon had erroneously claimed, about one term.   

"Basket of essential goods", etc." clearly indicated that the term was only an example.   
 
"Basket of food" was another.   The whole part about "the economists", meaning those talking about 
poverty, using a "special dollar" contributed to an overall impression likely to mislead at least a 
substantial proportion of listeners and readers that the World Bank was reporting in the light of 
inflation rates faced by the extremely poor.   
 
The part about the economists using "national accounts", "census data" and "household surveys" 
did not appear to be well-sourced.    

The ECU failed to explain why listeners or readers would draw conclusions which were true about the 
economists' method,  or why, in the absence of inflation rates faced by the poorest over a 20-year 
period, it does not matter.     

 
21. The ECU implied acceptance of Mr Vadon's failure to respond to the other complaint 
concerning the word "essential":   "2. "Essential" may mislead.  Bank does not estimate any 
consumption-need trend." 

 
22. The ECU took inadequate account in applying the principle of due accuracy, of the subject of 
the material.   
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The presenter of More or Less stated in the 3 March 2012 edition:  
 
"It's hard to think of a more important figure than the number of people in poverty".   
 
 Introducing the piece in the edition of 3 December 2007 he stated,  
 
"It's hard to think of a more important figure than the number of people living on under a dollar a 
day".     

 
23.  It is hard to imagine that the Guideline means that audience expectation is to be judged to a 
major degree by "the context of [a BBC staff member's] intention as he summarised it" where that 
summary was produced eight months after the programme had been broadcast, in response to an 
editorial complaint, rather than by the actual signposting for audience members during the 
programme, on the programme's web pages, and on that edition's web page. 
 
... 
 
[quoting the BBC head of editorial complaints:] 
 
" to expect greater rigour in this material than the UN itself observes is, I think, to apply too exacting 
a test of accuracy." 

That appears to conflict with the programme's next edition, which did consider it necessary to spend 
broadcast time pointing out a very similar error in the UN's statement about a water goal.  

It also seems to me an undesirable attribute for journalists to have – to count as true what civil 
servants say is true, even if (as in this case) the true position is also stated on the same UN web 
page.     

I complained that the BBC failed to contradict the Research Director of the World Bank when he said 
that the Goal was met.   

I think I have shown that the BBC's rigour was substantially less than the UN's.   
 
The UN did not make up a fact about using household surveys to calculate how much money you 
would need.    The BBC failed to mention the caveats which the World Bank researchers, the World 
Bank itself, and the UN Statistics Division clearly make about the numbers.   
 
... 
 
Is Mr Steel saying that if the UK Government mixes up a long-term aspiration and a dated target, and 
then claims it has met the long-term aspiration because one short-term  target of several was met and 
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some missed, the BBC's flagship programme on the truth behind statistics which announced 
that it was hard to think of more important statistics than those involved in the officially-met 
target would be achieving due accuracy by actually repeating the bogus claim? 
 
... 
 
The ECU failed to take into account the part of the complaint which began: 

"Why is this important? Public belief in wrong information on global poverty 

"As correctly implied by the presenter's introduction for the World Service programme, this matter 
affects many people's lives, and perhaps whether some people live or die." 

... 
 
The ECU's argument that due accuracy in the case of More or Less  
 
"wouldn’t mean the same as it would in (for example) a technical discussion of the pros and cons of 
various measures of poverty and their usefulness as guides to policy"  
 
wrongly ignored the fact that the edition of More or Less seems to be, to what should be its great 
shame, the closest thing the BBC has produced since 2000 to exactly that.  
 
That criticism is not simply that the BBC has failed to take up an important topic properly.   
 
It is also that the BBC has not bothered to check the basis of its own reporting in large numbers 
of broadcasts and online articles.  

The editor stated that the team aimed to describe the history of the line.   
 
That constituted imbalance, since the programmes on  
 
famine (10 Feb [2012),  
 
water (10 Mar 2012) and  
 
the International Labour Organisation (29 March 2013)    
 
were all sceptical of the official claims.   
 
 
In the case of the World Bank, there was no scepticism at all of the claims themselves.   
 
The idea of giving the history of the idea without looking at what the statistics are actually on (except 
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for a misleading segment about prices) or what they mean in real life is in sharp contrast to the 
treatment of famine and water statistics. 
 
... 
 
I did not simply complain to the BBC about abstract technical issues.   I complained because people 
use statistics to make policy on the basis of errors such as I have explained to the BBC.    
 
In order to explain the issues, it is necessary to find out what the statistics actually are.    
 
This is the same function which More or Less professes.  
 
 
.... 
 
[More or Less, BBC World Service 10 March 2012:] 
 
"This week we've been investigating another vital statistic reported around the world and here on the 
World Service. 
 
Unidentified speaker, apparently a World Service newsreader or a person reading from a World 
Service news script:    
 
The United Nations says the first Millennium Development Goal, halving the number of people who 
have no access to clean water, has been reached before the target date of 2015. 
 

Tim Harford:  Ruth Alexander's  with me.  Ruth, this is a really important goal. 

Ruth Alexander:  Yes,  the Millennium Development Goals were agreed by all the countries of the 
United Nations and the big aid agencies in the year 2000.    

 

[More or Less makes a major error.  The MDG targets agreed by consensus in 2002 [! - MB, later 
note: I was wrong: the consensus was in fact to publicised the agreed goals, not the "MDGs".] are in 
fact easier than the pledges in the Millennium Declaration of 2000.    The latter is a UN General  
Assembly resolution.   A major difference is that the resolution's pledges were not backdated, and are 
therefore to, for example halve  the proportion of people in 2000 on under "$1 ", not the 1990 level.] 
 
 
[MB, later note:  I did not note that the MDG water target itself omits "1990".  Comment to BBC 
quoting More or Less, 10 March 2012:] 
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They're a way of measuring progress in tackling poverty, education, health, equality and 
environmental issues in the developing world.  

Tim Harford:  And we scrutinised the goal of halving the proportion of those living on less than a 
dollar a day in our last edition. " 
 
[MB comment to the BBC Editorial  Complaints Unit:] 
 
[The programme contradicted itself by saying it had scrutinised the goal while confusing it with 

the more ambitious UN pledge. ]  

 
 
[MB later note:  Again, I had not taken into account the fact that MDG 7c does not mention 1990.  
But that makes little difference to the main points here.  The BBC wrongly claimed for some reason 
that the "MDG" target had a baseline of 1990, and wrongly claimed that the "MDGs" 1990 baseline 
were what nations agreed at the Millennium Summit. 
 
Interestingly, one of several problems with the accuracy of Mr Harford's claim to have "scrutinised" 
the "goal" on a dollar a day is that the "equality" mentioned in the previous sentence did appear in the 
indicators for that target, but as with the hunger indicators for the goal, the programme ignored them - 
instead merely allowing the World Bank research director to make a strange claim about meeting the 
"goal".] 

 

................. 
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"The Millennium Declaration, signed by 189 world leaders at the UN Millennium Summit in 
September 2000, recognised the relationship between development, good governance and human 
rights and set out the values, principles and objectives for the international agenda for the twenty-first 
century. This underlined the collective responsibility of leaders to uphold human dignity, equality and 
equity for all people, especially the most vulnerable and marginalised. At the heart of this was a 
powerful vision of a global partnership to reduce poverty and inequality. 
 
Out of this document [!] came an ambitious agenda for a global development framework that would 
run to 2015." 
 
 
MB comment:  
 
The "toolkit for parliamentarians" seems to be saying wrongly that the MDG structure "came" "out 
of" the Millennium Declaration.   
 
It misleadingly omits that such an agenda with a 2015 deadline was already in the Declaration.   
It appears to mislead since some pledges of 2000 were diluted for the MDGs. 
 
The document also has a timeline with a mistake, for the year 2000: 
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"Millennium Summit:  Inception of the MDGs". 

 

 

Commonwealth Parliamentary Association 
"Toolkit for parliamentarians"  
following the International Parliamentary Conference on the Post-2015 Development Agenda of 26-
28 November 2013 organised by the UK branch of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association 
with support from the UN Development Programme 
February 2014 
www.parliament.uk/documents/CPA/Post-2015-conference/Toolkit-for-parliamentarians.pdf  
 
 
 
 
The inaccuracies in the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association document may be particularly 
surprising in view of Alex Cobham's slide above dated 28 November 2013, stating that "MDG-1 as 
adopted" had a baseline of 2000.   
 
His presentation was not as clear as it could have been.  Nevertheless, if he showed this to the 
members of parliament, why did they fail to hold their governments to account as they promised? 
 
Why did they instead allow, and fail to correct, a misleading account in the report of the conference 
which in effect understated the Millennium pledges? 
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"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) remain the most prominent global initiative to address 
poverty.  
 
Drawn from the Millennium Declaration  [!] adopted 10 years ago by all UN members states, the 
MDGs represent a commitment, [!] at the highest political level, to translate the high hopes and 
ambitions of the Millennium Declaration into real improvements in the lives of people living in 
poverty.  
 
However, as deadlines draw nearer, there is a very real danger that the MDG targets will not be met 
in several areas. Amnesty International believes that human rights standards – and the duty of 
governments to fulfil them – must be put at the heart of MDG efforts in order to fulfil the promises 

made in the Millennium Declaration."   [?] 

Amnesty International 
Human rights for human dignity 
A primer on economic, social and cultural r 
Second edition 
© Amnesty International 2014 
 
 

 
 
 
The UK government and "fake newness": 

 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals have inspired a generation. These unprecedented  [!] set of 
developing world promises  [!]" 

[In reality, generally wider and more ambitious promises were already in the Millennium Declaration 
and other previous summit and conference outcomes – which the UK keeps reaffirming.] 
 
 
"We face an enormous challenge. To meet it, we need a new set of clear, inspiring, ambitious goals 
that will build on the MDGs and address the issues they left out." 
 
[Misleading, since some of these issue were not left out by the actual, agreed UN agenda formed by 
the conference and summit commitments.  Were these not "clear, inspiring, ambitious" commitments? 
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The problem is not perhaps so much the issues the MDGs left out, but what the UK Government has 
left out of its information to the public - about what it is already committed to by such documents as 
the Sustainable Development Summit plan of September 2002. 
 
It is very easy to take some targets which are narrower and less ambitious than what the UK has 
actually agreed, give the wrong impression that these smaller targets are the existing promises, then 
say that the new proposals are better.   
 
It is "fake newness".  The rest of the speech, about David Cameron's "golden thread", likewise is 
liable to give the false impression that basic aims about peace, good government, preventing violence 
and so on are not things which have already been decided by world leaders. ] 
 
Speech by Justine Greening  
UK Secretary of State for International Development  
NIDOS #Scotland2015 conference 
3 April 2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/speech-to-nidos-network-of-international-development-
organisations-in-scotland 

 

 
 

   

 

More or Less 
BBC World Service 
11 April 2014: 

 
"this $1.25-a-day measure has been criticised and that's something we've covered here on 
More or Less before."   
 
[! – in which programme did the team raise the most basic questions of the kind it usually asks: 
whether it measured extreme poverty and whether the World Bank's claim that a poverty "goal" was 
met in 2010 was justified? 
 
In which programme did the team go significantly beyond what was in the World Bank's own press 
releases and accompanying documents? 
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The reality is that the programme did not even "cover" the warnings in the World Bank's own small 
print, and instead of covering well-known criticisms, the programme gave a false description of the 
research method, claiming the Bank considers costs for the poor when they do not.] 
 
What was the proportion of contributors on that subject who had not worked at the World Bank?] 

 
Instead of mentioning the obvious flaws in using a fixed amount of money and ignoring needs, the 
programme again presented the World Bank view: 
 
"the World Bank says itself that the quality of the surveys varies from country to country but on the 
whole it does think the numbers are useful"  
 
That hardly answers the concern expressed in the complaints that the BBC was relying too much on 

people who had worked at the agency in question for assessing its performance.   
 

The World Bank assesses its own performance. 
 
Then the BBC uses ex-World Bank staff to assess that, without telling the audience about the 
contributors' backgrounds – or even the fact that the presenter/scriptwriter/economist worked at the 
World Bank and in 2014 chaired a conference session there, and also in recent years gave at least one 
lecture.   
 
I do not know if Tim Harford was paid for those trips, or given benefits in kind.   But even if not, 
there is obviously a potential problem where someone claims to "scrutinise" an organisation he has 
worked for and later returns on friendly terms to.    In the real world, people are influenced by 
emotions and attachments, even if they are not aware of them.    

Even the prospect of possible future friendly contact with an organisation's employees might 
influence a person away from being too critical.  

However, there seems to be something deeper that is wrong with Mr Harford's work, in that he has 
questioned 
 
cross-country comparisons of shelter; 
 
"purchasing power parity" rates; 
 
the arbitrary nature of inflation rates when items bought change over time; 
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the reliability of GDP statistics; 
 

and yet while these things are obviously relevant to assessing "poverty measurement" he and his 
programme had apparently not raised them on the BBC about the World Bank claims. 
 
More or Less persistently gave the impression that the economists' method was grounded in real life 
in ways which the evidence in the official documentation did not support.  
 
This official documentation was basic to understanding the "goal", as was an understanding of what 
was not said in that documentation but essential for the measure to be humane, and/or already raised 
by critics in public.  
 
For further details on BBC misleading the public: 

 

poornews.org 

 

............................................................. 

 

 

"All nations were united by a common purpose when the Millennium Declaration was issued 14 years 
ago. And we agreed then, and I quote, that “... Democratic and participatory governance based on 
the will of the people best assures these rights.” " 
 
UK Ambassador to the UN 
25 April 2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/we-have-a-opportunity-to-reflect-these-principles-within-
the-new-international-development-framework  

 
 
 
........................................................................................................................... 
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"[Foreign Minister Julie Bishop [of Australia] delivered the 2014 Magna Carta Lecture]... 
 
...A decade and a half ago both Britain and Australia were among the countries that signed up to a 
shared set of goals to reduce global poverty. The Millennium Development Goals were an 
unprecedented,  
 
[! – the Declaration preceded them.]  
 
historic achievement and international recognition that poverty was a global problem that could not 
be ignored.  
 
These goals were to eradicate hunger, improve child mortality, maternal health, communicable 
diseases and the like. 

Next year, the world will be working to sign a successor agreement to the Millennium Development 
Goals. However the global development context today is very different to the one that forged the 
MDGs in the year 2000. 

 [!] 

...some nations will not meet one of their Millennium Development Goals by 2015... 
 
In many countries, economic growth and private sector development are hindered by poor policy 
choices. They are held back by poor governments, weak governance systems, a lack of public 
accountability, corruption, personality-driven politics, and the threat of conflict. Precisely some of the 
issues that led to the drafting of the Magna Carta! ... 
 
... 
 
This is the new [?] development paradigm."  

 
Julie Bishop, Foreign Minister of Australia 
1 May 2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/world-location-news/transcript-magna-carta-lecture-2014     
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Examination paper 
Cambridge International Examinations 
Environmental Management International GCSE  
2014 
 
 
 
Errors in above examination paper: 

 
1. The UN did not set out "MDGs" in 2000, but generally wider and more ambitious aims. 
 
2. In 2000 UN members made pledges, not just "goals". 
 
3. The pledge on water was on safe and affordable water. 
 
4. The water target was not one of the series of "Millennium Development Goals" or an "MDG", but 
part of one of the targets. 
 
5. The paper makes its own claims about access to safe water.  But there are no such official or 
reliable estimates.  Nor are there any official or reliable estimates of sustainability or affordability. 
Even in its own mistaken terms, the examination paper does not give any statistics about 
sustainability.  So why does it give the impression that the numbers relate to the target? 
 
 
 
Note:  Perhaps by accident, the examination paper has given the correct baseline for the Millennium 
pledge and the MDG target. 
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Above:  The problem is not the date, but the implication that students may draw that the easier MDG 
targets were what leaders agreed in 2000. 
 
Cambridge International Examinations 
Economics 9772; Paper 03 
Pre-U Certificate  
May/June 2014 
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"Paper 3 (Investigation), maximum raw mark 40 
 
This mark scheme is published as an aid to teachers and candidates, to indicate the requirements of 
the examination. It shows the basis on which Examiners were instructed to award marks. It does not 
indicate the details of the discussions that took place at an Examiners’ meeting before marking began, 
which would have considered the acceptability of alternative answers. 
 
Mark schemes should be read in conjunction with the question paper and the Principal Examiner 
Report for Teachers. 
 
Cambridge will not enter into discussions about these mark schemes. 
  
… 
 
The Millennium Development Goals 
 
The original [?] Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were created in 2000, [!] to end in 2015." 
 
[MB: Apart from the usual error, is Cambridge University saying the undated goals end in 2015?] 
 
 
"Given the aims and achievements of the MDGs, to what extent do you agree that future global 
economic development strategy should simply extend the original MDG goals into the future?" 
 
… 
 
"Candidates should demonstrate a clear understanding of the MDGs [!] and both their aims and 
achievements to date.  
 
Weaker candidates will adopt a list-like approach of each target, but stronger candidates will 
demonstrate the ability to discuss the validity of some of the targets and their specific achievements, 
but will crucially then be able to link into how this affects future development strategy aims. There is 
a lot of independent research they can draw on as it is currently a key UN focus. The best candidates 
will propose what the next set of goals could look like, showing critical awareness."  [!] 
 
Cambridge International Examinations 
Economics 9772; Paper 03 
Pre-U Certificate Mark Scheme 
May/June 2014 
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Below: Cambridge International Examinations tell their markers a "safe" water target was met in 
2012, using apparently a baseline not in the target they cite and the wrong definition.  Even the BBC 
had sometimes correctly said that the statistics are not on safety (though always getting the baseline 
wrong): 
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International Journalists' Network: 
 
"With the Millennium Development Goals set to expire in 2015, the international development 
community is pondering what comes next. 

World leaders agreed upon eight goals [!] as part of a United Nations initiative in 2000. The leaders 
agreed their countries would strive to eradicate extreme poverty, improve gender equality, ensure 
environmental sustainability and more, but supporting free and independent media wasn't on the 

agenda." [!] 
 
[MB:  Incorrect.  An important part of the leaders' agenda of 2000, the Millennium Declaration, did in 
fact state in paragraph 25  
"We resolve ...To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role ".] 
 
 
 
"[James Deane of BBC Media Action] quotes David Hallam of the UK Department for International 
Development, who argued that citizens are eager for the improved government accountability [!] that 
media watchdogs can bring."  
 
 [! – see Press Complaints Commission and BBC Trustees' performance on the same misinformation 
the writer promotes here about Millennium pledges being the "MDGs".  The passage is comical given 
DFID's record of misinforming the public about the UK's commitments and progress.] 

"Hallam pointed to the My World survey, a global poll giving people a chance to vote for what they 
think should be included in the post-2015 goals. About 1.6 million people voted, and their top four 
issues of concern were education, health, jobs and honest, accountable government."  

[! -  After this, DFID and the media including the BBC continued to make false, misleading and 
unjustified  statements about pledges and global progress.] 

Margaret Looney 
Specialized Reporting 
How media could play a role in the Millennium Development Goals 
International Journalists' Network 
12 May 2014 
http://ijnet.org/blog/how-media-could-play-role-millennium-development-goals 
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False and misleading statement from the BBC after it was informed of the more ambitious pledges 
actually made in 2000: 
 
 

"todos os países devem conseguir cumprir as metas dos Objetivos de Desenvolvimento do Milênio, 
um conjunto de compromissos adotados em 2000  
 
 
["all the countries should fulfil the targets of the MDGs, a set of promises adopted in 2000" !]   
 
para melhorar o destino da humanidade. Um deles se referia à saúde da mulher e estipulava uma 
diminuição de 75% entre 1990 [!] e 2015 na taxa de mortalidade de mulheres durante gravidez ou 
parto."  
 
["one of those...maternal mortality by 75% between 1990 and 2015" !].   
 
BBC 
15 May 2014 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/portuguese/noticias/2014/05/140506_queda_mortalidade_materna_lgb.shtml 
 

 

The claim is one of many :  

poornews.org  

 
 
 
 
Tim Harford again questions a claim by researchers in a way he does not do with the World 

Bank 

 
Here the programme questions researchers' claim about global extreme poverty because they did not 
look at prices faced by the poor – exactly what he persistently avoids doing with the World Bank 
claims even after a complaint.    
 
When did the BBC start questioning whether the World Bank claims "stacked up"? 
 
Apparently, only after not just repeated complaints but also the statements from the High-Level Panel 
co-chaired by David Cameron in 2013, saying there was a gap in statistics.     
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The programme's edition of 3 July 2015, where the team finally questioned the World Bank claims 
which I had told the BBC since 2003 were unreliable, seems to have come only after governments 
began publicising such problems. 

 
Not exactly investigative journalism, and not exactly economics. 
 
Bizarrely, the programme of May 2014 had the chief economist of the World Bank raising the 
problem of prices faced by the poor, in relation to the researchers' claim – but no-one mentioned the 
more important fact that the World Bank itself has been making claims without that information. 
 
 

 

 
 
 
................... 
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"In 2000, the Millennium Development Goals [!] set a few, highly effective targets for the world, e.g. 
halve the proportion of poor and hungry and reduce childhood mortality by two-thirds. The goals 
have been a huge success." 

Bjørn Lomborg – Get the facts straight [!] 
2014 
http://www.lomborg.com/publications  

 

 
 

"Millennium Development Goals, which the United Nations adopted [!] in 2000 [!] to make the world 
a better place by 2015. The MDGs set 18 sharp and mostly achievable targets..." 

Setting the Right Global Goals by Bjørn Lomborg 
20 May 2014 
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/bj-rn-lomborg-identifies-the-areas-in-which-
increased-development-spending-can-do-the-most-good 
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Email to Fraser Steel, Head of BBC Editorial Complaints Unit 

 
28 May 2014 
Subject: Further information: Provisional response 1300394 
To: ECUdl@bbc.co.uk 
 
 
Dear Mr Steel, 
 
This email deals with two matters, of which I suggest the second is 
more important. ... 
 
Firstly, I wish to complain about the edition of More or Less 
broadcast on the World Service on 11 April 2014 and other material... 

 
I am sending this complaint to the ECU rather than Audience Services 
in view of the existing complaint which provides the context. 
 
a) In my view the programme misled in stating,  
 
"this $1.25-a-day measure has been criticised and that's something we've covered here on 
More or Less before."   
 
I do not see how that was well-sourced.   
 
 I refer to my previous complaint.    
 
Also, this is in my view a signpost to other More or Less podcasts, but as far as I know none of them 
dealt with the best-known criticisms. 
 
 
 
b) The statement  
 
"the World Bank says itself that the quality of the 
surveys varies from country to country but on the whole it does think 
the numbers are useful"  
 
may give an impression that a, or the, main criticism is the quality of the surveys.    
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I do not see how that is well-sourced.    
 
Even in the same programme the presenter mentioned a contributor's view that there were too many 

uncertainties to compare GDP statistics across countries.    
 
What reason might there be for thinking that household surveys are comparable?     
 
Also, is it not the interpretation as representing poverty - lack - rather than the quality of surveys 
which is the main subject of criticism?    
 
I am afraid that quoting the World Bank on criticisms did not allay my concerns at imbalance of 

contributors.   
 
Also, saying the statistics are "useful" is hardly an answer to a challenge to defend specific statements 
about poverty made in the past.  ... 

 

The BBC has often conflated easier MDG targets agreed in 2002  

 
[! –  I seem to have wrongly trusted academics or others.  In fact contrary to some claims, the 
"MDGs" were not agreed at the 2002 Monterrey conference, and the mention of  "Millennium 
development goals" in the 2002 Johannesburg text may refer to the Declaration goals, given the 
lower case letters and the footnote pointing to the Declaration.] 

 
with more ambitious (if in some ways more limited) Millennium Declaration 
promises of 2000, and I know of no evidence that any BBC output has 

noted the difference. 
 
In my comments to the ECU on provisional response 1300394 [6 February 2014], I wrote: 
 
"In More or Less of 10 March 2012...Unidentified speaker, apparently a 
World Service newsreader or a person reading from a World Service news 
script:   The United Nations says the first Millennium Development 
Goal, halving the number of people who have no access to clean water, 
has been reached before the target date of 2015. 
 
Tim Harford:  Ruth Alexander's  with me.  Ruth, this is a really important goal. 
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Ruth Alexander:  Yes,  the Millennium Development Goals were agreed by 

all the countries of the United Nations and the big aid agencies in 

the year 2000. " 
 
"More or Less makes a major error.  The MDG targets agreed by 
consensus in 2002  

[! – I was wrong to trust experts' statement on this.]  
 
are in fact easier than the pledges in the Millennium Declaration of 2000.    The latter is a UN General 
Assembly resolution.    
 
A major difference is that the resolution's pledges were not backdated, and are therefore to, for 
example halve the proportion of people in 2000 on under "$1 ", not the 1990 level. "....[The 

programme contradicted itself by saying it had scrutinised the goal while confusing it with the 

more ambitious UN pledge. ] " 
 
If you have inferred that I was requesting the ECU to treat this particular complaint as part of the 
overall matter in the interests of fairness, not least to those people to whom the commitments of 2000 
were made, you are right. 
 
Contrary to a common myth, the Declaration contains no reference at all to 1990.   That is why I find 
no references to 1990 baselines in BBC stories from 2000 about the Summit and Declaration.   I find 
no references from 2000 in BBC articles to the phrase "Millennium Development Goals" either.    
 
The phrase was used in 2001 by the Secretary-General in his "Road Map" document in relation to the 
"proposed" goals, targets and indicators. 
 
Declaration: Mortality rates reduced from "current rates": 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 
 
MDG4: Mortality rates reduced from 1990 rates: 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DATASTATISTICS/Resources/MDGsOfficialList2008.pdf 
 
This confusion appears to be widespread in BBC reports and analysis. 
The BBC could play a useful role in correcting the misinformation and thus enabling people to hold 
governments to account. ... 
 
 I expect many people tell the BBC their complaints are important.  I stated in my comments of 6 
February on your provisional response that More or Less here made a major error.  The number of 
child deaths 2000-15 is likely to be over 90 million.  The rate went down between 
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the two baselines of 1990 and 2000.   
 
You may not be surprised to hear that the difference between steady progress on the Declaration 
commitment and steady progress on the MDG target over the period 2000-15 amounts to several 
million child deaths. 
 
I do not know if ECU staff, or editorial staff, have fully taken in what I wrote.  .... 
 
I propose that a staff member let me know within perhaps a week the ECU's considered view as to 
what this particular complaint is, so that there is no misunderstanding. 

 
 

.............................................................................  

 

 

"Os oito Objetivos de Desenvolvimento do Milênio foram firmados em 2000...  
 
Eles ...se desdobram em metas concretas, como reduzir em dois terços a mortalidade de crianças 
menores de cinco anos...O prazo para o cumprimento das metas é 2015..." 

BBC Portuguese 
Brasil lidera racha polêmico sobre novos objetivos do milênio da ONU 
14 June 2014 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/portuguese/noticias/2014/06/140627_objetivos_onu_ms.shtml    
 
 
 
 

 
 
"We, the Heads of State and Government of...the Group of 77 and China.... 
 
...decide to accelerate the implementation of our respective commitments 
 
[on full and equal opportunities for women's participation and leadership in all areas of sustainable 
development]  
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...in...the United Nations Millennium Declaration..." 
 
Declaration of the Summit of Heads of State and Government of the Group of 77  
For a new world order for living well  
Annexed to letter to the Secretary-General of the UN 
June 2014 
http://www.g77.org/doc/A-68-948(E).pdf 

 

 

MB note: 
 
Women cannot have  
 
"full and equal"  
 
opportunities for  
 
"their participation...in all areas of sustainable development"  
 
if they die from childbirth, or their children die from easily preventable causes, or they have no access 
to affordable and clean water, as a result of governments' failure to meet international commitments.   
 
Nor can they "participate" fully if governments or their agents understate their pledges.  

 

 

 

"Concluding Statement 
A Pan-Commonwealth Conference for Commonwealth Women Parliamentarians 
Houses of Parliament, UK, June 2014 
 
Eight Millennium Development Goals with 21 targets were outlined in the Millennium Declaration [!] 
at the Millennium Summit of the United Nations in September 2000.   
Of these crucial eight goals, only three [?] have been met"  
 
[The members of parliaments seem to be using the wrong baselines, and confusing goals, targets and 
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subtargets?] 
 
Women in the Post-Millennium Development Goal Era 
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association 
June/August 2014 
http://www.cpahq.org/CPAHQ/CMDownload.aspx?ContentKey=9288f493-7577-4b7a-ba89-
78bab46db47e&ContentItemKey=de0abc35-5c92-40e2-a9a8-ca45b9b612a0 

 
 

 

 

"By Jeffrey Sachs ... 

When the U.N.’s Millennium Development Goals were set in 2000, [!] they included both health and 
education objectives...When the goals were set, I worked closely with U.N. Secretary General Kofi 
Annan...Nearly 15 [!] years later..." 

Washington Post 
22 June 2014 
www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/jeffrey-sachs-universal-basic-education-is-the-millennium-goal-
everyone-forgot/2014/06/22/6b7bc374-f8cb-11e3-a3a5-42be35962a52_story.html  
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"Cambridge Pre-U  

9772 Economics June 2014  

Principal Examiner Report for Teachers  

ECONOMICS  

Paper 9772/03  

Investigation  

... 
 
To do well on this paper, candidates need to show the ability to answer the specific question set, 
interweaving evidence of independent investigation. The single, most key, differentiator was those 
candidates who attempted to grapple with the specific context of the question that was asked, rather 

than operating on autopilot. ... 
 
...difference between an assertion and a justified statement... 
 
Strong candidates challenged the accuracy/reliability of measuring the MDGs and thus their 
usefulness for targeting future development strategy – whereas weak candidates merely identified that 
they were difficult to measure but not then showing critical awareness (many statistics are difficult to 
measure – that does not mean we should not try to measure them). Strong candidates here used this 
limitation of the MDGs to offer an MDG+ / SDG / future set of goals that had more accountability, 

transparency and legitimacy to them.  

Basic responses pointed out the limitations of extending the MDGs (e.g. failure to achieve previous 
targets), but the best responses understood more nuanced issues, such as the fact that they focused too 
much on aims but with a lack of action plan – no advice on how to achieve them, so the next stage 
needs to be more intelligently designed. ... 
 
The MDGs were a UN policy agreed by national governments."  

 
MB: Maybe, but when? 

And why are they what the Cambridge examiners want students to discuss, if those governments were 
in fact committed to more ambitious goals? 

 
Cambridge International Examinations 
Previously at: 
http://www.cambridge-china.org.cn/Images/193375-june-2014-examiner-report-3.pdf  
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"...said William Easterly, a development economist and co-director of New York University’s 
Development Research Institute. "The numbers on the extent of world hunger are notoriously 
unreliable. There is only fragmentary data on stunting and wasting in children, the only direct 
measure of hunger."" 

PolitiFact 
24 June 2014 
http://www.politifact.com/punditfact/statements/2014/jun/24/facebook-posts/facebook-meme-iraq-
war-dollars-could-have-ended-wo/ 
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"In the year 2000, leaders from all countries adopted The United Nations Millennium Declaration 
and committed themselves to achieve 8 Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)." 

[The book goes on to list the MDG1 targets using a baseline of 1990.    
 
It mentions "US$1 a day" and "US$1.25 a day" which are not correct, and might greatly overstate the 
purchasing power of the poor.   
 
However, an omission in the book may be more important: the fact that the so-called "poverty 
measure" fails to take into account key aspects of monetary poverty in any case.    
 
These include such fundamental things as home ownership versus having to pay rent, or the monetary 
benefits of state health or education provision, or clean water, or how much food people need.] 

Cambridge IGCSE Development Studies 
Wendy Taylor  
Endorsed by Cambridge International Examinations 
2014  
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=1107670772 
 

 
 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), a set of 8 poverty targets set by the UN in 2000"   

Press release 
From: Department for International Development and The Rt Hon Justine Greening MP  
7 July 2014  
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/greening-new-poverty-goals-must-focus-on-peace-jobs-and-
justice  

 

 
 

 
"Speech by the International Development Secretary at Standard Chartered in London on the focus of 
the UN's new poverty goals, due to be launched in 2015. 
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The Rt Hon Justine Greening MP 
 

…thank you to our hosts Standard Chartered and Omidyar Network. 

Both of your organisations do fantastic work spreading opportunity, investing in entrepreneurship 
and driving sustainable growth across the developing world. I know Standard Chartered also support 
some really valuable community investment programmes…tackling blindness, raising awareness of 
HIV/AIDS and educating and empowering adolescent girls." 

 

Ms Greening is now Education Secretary.   
 
She has been disempowering girls by in effect consistently understating the Millennium pledges, 
obscuring the truth so that they cannot hold governments properly to account.   
 
Similar considerations apply to DFID's use of statistics in other contexts to claim progress.  
 

"And DFID continues to work alongside Omidyar Network on a range of global transparency [!] 
initiatives…in particular exploiting the power of Open Data to shine a spotlight on the facts that 
bring power closer to the people. ..."  [!] 

 
DFID makes claims about "facts" based on statistics known to be unreliable, but more importantly 
uses taxpayers' money to misinform citizens of the UK and other countries - including in the same 
speech. 

 
 
"Most of you will be aware of the Millennium Development Goals…eight global goals to fight 
poverty…agreed by countries and leading development institutions at the UN Millennium Summit in 
2000. [!]  
 
These goals have played a critical role in the fight against poverty…really galvanising the 
international community around some clear and inspiring commitments…halting the spread of 
HIV/AIDS…providing universal primary education…halving the number of people going hungry. 

The 2015 deadline for achieving these goals... 
 
Our Prime Minister talks about the Golden Thread of Development: the building blocks that help 
societies, economies, and countries develop. 
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Building blocks like peaceful societies, accountable and transparent governance, the rule of law 
including property rights, an independent judiciary, free and fair trade and inclusive access to 
markets. 

In other words the rules, written and unwritten, that mean society works fairly and consistently for 
everyone. 

And you don’t need to be a development expert to instinctively understand why these things really 
matter. The public debate around aid often centres around the fear that the aid we give can’t do any 
lasting good if institutions aren’t serving the people…if girls and women are being oppressed,"  
 
 
MB:  How is it not oppression of girls and women to tell them the wrong thing about political leaders' 
commitments on maternal and child survival? 
 
 
"if justice isn’t available, if corruption is rife, if markets don’t function and business opportunities 
and jobs are restricted to the few and denied to the many. 

That’s why right now the UK is pressing hard for these issues to be reflected in the next generation of 
global development goals." 
 
 
[MB:  In reality the issues were to a large extent already in member states' existing commitments.     
 
The world summits for children and food, for example, went far beyond a narrow focus, because 
governments agreed it was clear that they had to tackle structures as well as the narrow issues.    
 
The UK Government here misleads as elsewhere on its existing commitments, not least in the 
Millennium Declaration]. 
 

"Many of you will be aware that we have already played a critical part in the early stages of 
developing these goals. Our Prime Minister along with the Presidents of Indonesia and Liberia, was 
part of a panel that made recommendations on the post-2015 goals to the UN Secretary General last 
year." 

Speech by UK Secretary of State for International Development, Justine Greening:  
beyond aid - development priorities from 2015 
7 July 2014 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/justine-greening-beyond-aid-development-priorities-from-
2015 
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"Social content from BBC Media Action" 

"Fourteen years ago this month, prime minister Jean Chrétien helped launch the Millennium 
Development Goals in New York " 

[quoting from linked article from a newspaper] 

http://unjobs.org/items/489717674369638400  

 
That links to: 

http://www.theglobeandmail.com/globe-debate/make-press-freedom-a-un-development-
goal/article19629923/  

"The MDGs, remember those? More than 100 heads of state and government joined Mr. Chrétien at 
the United Nations to adopt, with great fanfare, the declaration that would become eight international 
development goals to be reached by 2015."  

July 2014 
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BBC continues to mislead after the Head of Editorial Complaints was informed of the problem more 
than once: 

 

"a adoção dos Objetivos de Desenvolvimento do Milênio, em 2000" 

"Segundo os pesquisadores, o ritmo do declínio global no número de mortes e infecções das três 
doenças passou a ser mais forte a partir de 2000, com a adoção dos Objetivos do Milênio por 
governos ao redor do mundo....O prazo para o cumprimento dos objetivos vai até 2015. 

"A única coisa que acho que o Brasil não irá cumprir é em relação a mortalidade materna", diz 
Lotufo. "(Dos outros Objetivos do Milênio) O Brasil está alcançando tudo. O que significa que está 
cumprindo com a obrigação. Nada mais que isso." 

BBC Portuguese 
14 July 2014 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/portuguese/noticias/2014/07/140721_brasil_hiv_aids_ac_kb.shtml 

 

 
 
 
"Examiners’ commentaries 2014 

09 Human geography 
 
"...the Millennium Development Goals agreed by the UN in 2000. [!] 
 
... 
 
You need to be able to develop some detail on the characteristics of these new goals and how they 
might be achieved. There is no shortage of material on these goals so it is not difficult to see what 
they constitute" 

Examiners’ commentaries 
University of London external programmes 
2014 
http://www.londoninternational.ac.uk/sites/default/files/programme_resources/lse/lse_pdf/examiners_
commentaries_14/gy1009_exc14.pdf    
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"Back in 2000 when global development goals were first proposed and adopted  
[? – Was that not at least as far back as the 1940s?],  
governance was touted as being critical to end poverty, but countries objected to making it a goal or 
even a target to aim for."  
 
[! –  In fact countries did commit on governance, in the Millennium Declaration. 
The references to it include section V:   
Human rights, democracy and good governance"] 

Transparency International  
25 July 2014 
http://blog.transparency.org/2014/07/25/why-governance-matters-for-development-critics-listen-up/ 

 

 

There are several things in the Millennium Declaration which might be thought of as "governance".  
Let us compare Transparency International's statement with some of them: 

 

" 6. We consider certain fundamental values to be essential to international relations in the twenty-
first century. These include: 

• Freedom. Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children in dignity, free 

from hunger and from the fear of violence, oppression or injustice. Democratic and participatory 

governance based on the will of the people best assures these rights. ... 

 
12. We resolve therefore to create an environment – at the national and global levels alike – which is 
conducive to development and to the elimination of poverty. 

 
13. Success in meeting these objectives depends, inter alia, on good governance within each country. 
It also depends on good governance at the international level and on transparency in the financial, 
monetary and trading systems. We are committed to an open, equitable, rule-based, predictable and 

non-discriminatory multilateral trading and financial system" 

 

V. Human rights, democracy and good governance 
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24. We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as respect 
for all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to 
development. 

25. We resolve therefore: 

• To respect fully and uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

• To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of civil, political, economic, 

social and cultural rights for all. 

• To strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement the principles and practices of 
democracy and respect for human rights, including minority rights. 

• To combat all forms of violence against women and to implement the Convention on the Elimination 
of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. 

• To take measures to ensure respect for and protection of the human rights of migrants, migrant 
workers and their families, to eliminate the increasing acts of racism and xenophobia in many 
societies and to promote greater harmony and tolerance in all societies. 

• To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by all 
citizens in all our countries. 

• To ensure the freedom of the media to perform their essential role and the right of the public to 
have access to information. ... 

 

30. We resolve therefore: ... 

• To intensify our efforts to achieve a comprehensive reform of the Security Council in all its aspects. 
... 
 
32 ...We therefore pledge our unstinting support for these common objectives and our determination 
to achieve them." 

 

.................................................. 
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Jason Hickel: 
 

"The world's governments first pledged to end extreme poverty during the World Food Summit in 
Rome in 1996." 

[MB:  Perhaps earlier.  For example: 
 
"Let us recall the inalienable right to be free of hunger and malnutrition, as solemnly proclaimed in 
this same city by the 1974 World Food Conference ."  
 
Romano Prodi, Chairman of the World Food Summit 1996.  
http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3548e/w3548e00.htm]  
 
 
Jason Hickel: 
 
"They committed to reducing the number of undernourished people by half before 2015, which, given 
the population at the time, meant slashing the poverty headcount by 836 million"  
 
 
[MB:  That depends how you convert the hunger pledge to a poverty pledge, since the official 
numbers for each were different and trends for the so-called "poverty" numbers are different at 
different levels.   
 
More importantly perhaps, such precise-looking numbers have no place in a sensible discussion.  
These are in fact numbers wrongly described as on "poverty" since they take no account of changing 
needs for spending, or assets or debts, and based on unreliable survey data. 
 
The number Hickel gives seems to be based on extrapolating from "halving the number of 
undernourished" to derive a target of halving the reported number of "extremely poor".    
 
There is generally a faster claimed fall at lower levels of reported spending, so a halving of the 
number of "undernourished" would not imply a target halving the larger number of "extremely poor".   
 
But the numbers – and the strange inferences from "how much people say they spent" to "how 
adequate the goods and services they got in return, for their needs" - are bad anyway] .  
 
 
"Many critics claimed that this goal was inadequate given that, with the right redistributive policies, 
extreme poverty could be ended much more quickly. 

But instead of making the goals more robust, global leaders surreptitiously diluted it. Yale professor 
and development watchdog Thomas Pogge points out that when the Millennium Declaration was 
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signed, the goal was rewritten as "Millennium Developmental Goal 1" (MDG-1)" 
 
[MB:  I think it is important not to say things like that.  The Millennium Declaration goal was not 
called "MDG-1".  Apparently no-one used the term "Millennium Development Goal" at all in 2000.   
 
The phrasing here could contribute to readers letting governments and others off too lightly.  People 
often say that the UN agreed "MDGs" in 2000.  It would be natural for their listeners or readers to 
take this as meaning the 1990-baseline MDG targets, which many people have heard about, are what 
was agreed at the historic Summit of 2000. 
 
It is useful, I suggest, to be clear that:  
 
a) the "MDGs" with the generally easier baselines were not adopted in 2000;   
 
b) civil servants proposed them in 2001;   
 
c) the Assembly on 14 December 2001 and 9 July 2002 in effect called for publicity on the 
Declaration's goals and other formally agreed commitments;    
 
d) the US usually insisted in 2002-6 that "MDGs" in international agreements meant the goals of the 
Millennium Declaration.]  
 
 
"and was altered to halve the proportion (as opposed to the absolute number) of the world's people 
living on less than a dollar a day. By shifting the focus to income levels and switching from absolute 
numbers to proportional ones, the target became much easier to achieve. Given the rate of population 
growth, the new goal was effectively reduced by 167 million." 

 
[MB:  Again, that depends how you convert the "hunger" claims into "poverty" claims, and the 
underlying data and philosophy are bad anyway.  In fact there was no reliable baseline to make a 
target from, even ignoring the fact that spending cannot measure "poverty" unless changing needs are 
taken into account.] 

 
"And that was just the beginning. 

After the UN General Assembly adopted MDG-1, [! - see above] the goal was diluted two more 
times." 

[MB: I think it is more helpful to say that the Assembly ignored its actual commitment, which it said 
it was reaffirming in later years,  and taxpayers' money went on publicising easier "MDG" targets as if 
they were the actual commitments, undermining governance, democracy, participation and so on.] 
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"First, they changed it ..." 

[MB: They did not change their commitment.  The actual commitments in the formal agreements 
between nations remained the same.  Member states at the General Assembly did not formally change 
a commitment – in fact they reaffirmed them for many years.  What happened was that the focus 
shifted, and the actual commitments came to be misrepresented.] 
 
"...from halving the proportion of impoverished people in the world to halving the proportion of 
impoverished people in developing countries," 

[MB:  The authorities did not really change a written goal in that respect.  The target does not say 
anything about developing countries.  What actually happened was that the authorities wrongly 
reported figures as if they were an agreed goal - citing figures for "developing countries" as if this was 
in the MDG structure. In fact, it is not.   
 
This particular aspect of misreporting only makes a small difference to the reported results for 
"undernourishment" -  as can be seen in the chart on the first page of the present document.  It is of 
the order of half a percent fall over 15 years.  0.5% of world population is about 37 million people.  
This is a small difference compared to the effect of the baseline fraud. 
 
It is also small compared to the uncertainty in much of the global reporting on MDG/SDG indicators.   
 
In addition to the fundamentally wrong approach in calling spending figures "poverty", and the 
dubious idea of taking food availability estimates and then talking about food adequacy, uncertainty 
arises because of unreliability of the underlying data, non-comparability of survey methods and so on.   
 
The US General Accounting Office said in 1999 that estimates on undernourishment in 58 poorer 
countries varied by about 500 million.  (What that and other factors might mean for reliability of 
trends is a different question.)   
 
However, the fundamental point made by Pogge here (though both Pogge and Hickel get the detail 
slightly wrong) is still worth noting, for another reason – it tells us something about "governance" and 
the reliability of information from official sources.   
 
The significance is that the authorities have sometimes chosen to report a slightly faster-looking trend 
rather than what the MDG structure actually says.  
 
That is worth noting especially in the context of other strange practices, including reporting the wrong 
baseline  - among other places, in the official MDG list - for the Millennium Declaration pledges;  and 
the wrong baselines for the 1996 food pledge and the MDG water target.  All of these 
misrepresentations make governments and their agencies look better.] 
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"thus taking advantage of an even faster-growing demographic denominator. Second, they moved the 
baseline of analysis from 2000 back to 1990, thus retroactively including all poverty reduction 
accomplished by China throughout the 1990s, due in no part whatsoever to the Millennium 
Campaign. 

This statistical sleight-of-hand narrowed the target by a further 324 million. So what started as a goal 
to reduce the poverty headcount by 836 million has magically become only 345 million - less than 
half the original number. Having dramatically redefined the goal, the Millennium Campaign can 
claim that poverty has been halved when in fact it has not."  
 

[MB:  There is no "fact" about whether poverty has been halved.   
 
Absolute poverty is supposed to be where resources are less than needs.   
 
So it would seem natural to prefer an analysis of needs to back up statements on whether it has or has 
not been halved.  
 
Also, since poverty is subjective, I do not agree with saying categorically whether it has or has not 
been halved.  
 
I am, however, in favour of the authorities describing their results accurately.] 
 
 
"The triumphalist narrative hailing the death of poverty rests on an illusion of deceitful accounting." 
 

[MB: I think I would say this: The authorities' story of poverty reduction is, other things being equal, 
exaggerated by misleading accounting about progress and false statements about promises.   
They go beyond those described by Pogge and Hickel.    
But other things are not equal, because the so-called "poverty measures" leave out so much, the 
statistics are so uncertain and the relative value to people of escaping various components of poverty 
is subjective.] 
 
Jason Hickel 
Exposing the great 'poverty reduction' lie 
Al Jazeera English 
August 2014 
http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2014/08/exposing-great-poverty-reductio-
201481211590729809.html 
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"OBJECTIVES: 

To estimate exposure to faecal contamination through drinking water as indicated by levels of 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) or thermotolerant coliform (TTC) in water sources. 

 
METHODS: 

We estimated coverage of different types of drinking water source based on household surveys and 
censuses using multilevel modelling. Coverage data were combined with water quality studies that 
assessed E. coli or TTC including those identified by a systematic review (n = 345). Predictive models 
for the presence and level of contamination of drinking water sources were developed using random 
effects logistic regression and selected covariates. We assessed sensitivity of estimated exposure to 
study quality, indicator bacteria and separately considered nationally randomised surveys. 

 
RESULTS: 

We estimate that 1.8 billion people globally use a source of drinking water which suffers from faecal 
contamination, of these 1.1 billion drink water that is of at least 'moderate' risk (>10 E. coli or TTC 
per 100 ml). Data from nationally randomised studies suggest that 10% of improved sources may be 
'high' risk, containing at least 100 E. coli or TTC per 100 ml. Drinking water is found to be more 
often contaminated in rural areas (41%, CI: 31%-51%) than in urban areas (12%, CI: 8-18%), and 
contamination is most prevalent in Africa (53%, CI: 42%-63%) and South-East Asia (35%, CI: 24%-
45%). Estimates were not sensitive to the exclusion of low quality studies or restriction to studies 
reporting E. coli. 

 
CONCLUSIONS: 

Microbial contamination is widespread and affects all water source types, including piped supplies. 
Global burden of disease estimates may have substantially understated the disease burden associated 
with inadequate water services." 

Bain R, Cronk R, Hossain R, Bonjour S, Onda K, Wright J, Yang H, Slaymaker T, Hunter P, Prüss-
Ustün A, Bartram J. 
Global assessment of exposure to faecal contamination through drinking water based on a systematic 
review  
Tropical Medicine and International Health 
May/August 2014  
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811893 
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"In 2000, the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals [!] was met with scepticism"  
 
"Several [?] targets have been achieved, including halving the proportion of people without access to 
improved [!] water sources" 
 
"And now we must finish the job we initiated in the year 2000." [!] 

 
[Wrong pledges; wrong definition and baseline for the pledge of 2000 on water and the MDG target.] 
 
Ban Ki-moon 
UN Secretary-General 
September 2014 
www.indiaenvironmentportal.org.in/files/file/UN_MDGLeadersReport.pdf  

 
 
 
 
 
"Fifteen months remain until we will have to take stock of 15 years [!] of the MDG process. What we 
have achieved and learned so far will help us continue to fight for our goals [!] – in the awareness 
that our campaign to give the world a human face will not end with the next deadline. It is an 
enduring responsibility." 
 

Angela Merkel 
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany 
September 2014 
http://www.indiaenvironmentportal.org.in/files/file/UN_MDGLeadersReport.pdf  
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Date: 10 September 2014 
Subject: Millennium Summit pledges: Request for clarification 
To: nytnews@nytimes.com 

...I would like the Times to remedy what seems a significant problem: conflation of some Millennium 
Summit pledges of 2000 with easier Millennium Development Goal targets proposed a year later.  
 
None of the pledges of 2000 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 
 
mention the easier 1990 baseline of the MDG targets 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DATASTATISTICS/Resources/MDGsOfficialList2008.pdf . 
 
A Times report from near the end of the 2000 Summit seems to imply a baseline of 2000 for one 
pledge: 
 
"One such goal proposes to reduce by half over the next 15 years the number of people earning less 
than a dollar a day."  
 
http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/08/world/summit-in-new-york-the-orators-un-speakers-urge-
increase-in-charity-to-the-poor.html 
 
Since then, many reports seem to treat the pledges and targets as the same things. 
 
In the case of the mortality pledges, the Declaration specifies "from current rates".  
 
I did not know of the baseline problem until I read of it in work by the Yale philosopher Thomas 
Pogge. As he says, there is also a change from proportions of world human population to that of 
"developing countries". This too makes some targets slightly easier because population growth means 
a relative rise in the denominator (total population) for some countries. 
 
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=401, page 6 and following. 
 
The significance of the discrepancy is not just for global, but also for national or regional figures.  
Some countries will have greater baseline differences (from reported progress between 1990 and 
2000) than others.  
 
A search of nytimes.com using " "millennium development goals" 2000 2015" yields many results. 
Times staff may wish to search for articles including the word "mortality". 
 
Examples are below. 
 
Yours sincerely, 



1656 

 
Matt Berkley 

 
...................................................................................................................................................... 
 
 
 
Examples of New York Times articles appearing to imply conflation of more-ambitious Millennium 
Summit pledges with less-ambitious MDG targets 
 
 
Matt Berkley  
September 2014 
 
 
"The United Nations General Assembly will meet later this month to assess progress — impressive in 
some areas, halting in others — toward achieving the United Nations' Millennium Development  
Goals, which were adopted in 2000 and are supposed to be reached by the end of 2015. 
 
For instance, great strides have been made in reducing the maternal mortality rate related to 
childbirth, which has declined to 210 maternal deaths per 100,000 live births in 2010 from 400 deaths 
per 100,000 births in 1990. Still, that is far short of the Millennium target of 100 deaths per 100,000 
live births by 2015. 
 
Another goal is a reduction of death rates for children under the age of 5. That rate dropped 
significantly over two decades, to 51 deaths per 1,000 live births in 2011 from 87 in 1990.  
 
...The Millennium target is to reduce the toll to 4.3 million deaths by the end of 2015. It can be done: 
Bangladesh and Liberia, two poor nations, have already reduced their death rates substantially 
enough to meet their 2015 targets. 
 
...The 2015 goals are described by the U.N. secretary general as the "halfway mark" in a long-range 
agenda to eradicate extreme poverty by 2030..." 
 
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/09/11/opinion/the-race-to-improve-global-health.html 
 
 
Comment: That gives an impression that the easier MDG targets (baseline 1990) are the pledges of 
2000 (baseline explicitly 2000 in the case of mortality rates; implicitly 2000 for some others).  
 
It might not be misleading in itself to state that the undated Goals such as "reduce maternal mortality" 
were "adopted in 2000". Most, at least, of them can be traced to corresponding passages in the 
Declaration.  
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The problem arises when there is mention of "goals" being reached in 2015, or as a "halfway mark". 
That clearly indicates the reference is not to the undated eight goals, or not only to those, but to the 
dated targets. Journalists and others often use the word "goals" to refer to the dated targets.  
 
Errors about the year of setting the MDG targets, such as "adopted in 2000" would not be important, 
except for the fact that they imply the MDG targets are what world leaders at the Summit pledged to 
achieve.  
 
 
"The Overseas Development Institute in Britain rates Cuba in the top 20 nations for its progress 
relative to the Millennium Development Goals, which were adopted worldwide after a U.N. summit 
meeting in 2000. " 
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/06/world/americas/06iht-letter06.html 
 
 
"World leaders committed in 2000 to the Millennium Development Goals, eight anti-poverty targets 
to hit by 2015." 
"They include....cutting child mortality and halving the percentage of people in extreme poverty, a 
milestone the United Nations says was reached in 2010."  
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/04/19/world/europe/a-new-drive-toward-universal-primary-
education.html  
 
Comment: UN figures do not support a contention that a commitment of 2000 to halve the proportion 
on under $1.25 in 2005 PPP dollars (as currently used) was met in 2010. They give (for "developing 
countries") 36.5% for 1999 and 22% for 2010. 
 
UN MDG Report 2014 Statistical Annex 
http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/Progress2014/Statistical%20
Annex_2014_25%20June%202014.docx 
 
 
 
"The eight Millennium Development Goals, established at a United Nations conference in 2000, are 
central to aid policy. They include reducing child mortality, improving maternal health... They were 
meant to be met by 2015..." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/10/12/business/global/a-paradigm-shift-for-aid-to-africa.html  
 
 
"The failure to deliver the millennium development goals 
In 2000 every major world leader and every significant international institution agreed to deliver, by 
2015, education for every child, a two-thirds reduction in infant mortality, and a three-quarters 
reduction in maternal mortality on top of a halving of poverty in every continent." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/11/30/opinion/global/gordon-brown-global-economic-problems-need-
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global-solutions.html  
 
Kind of true (not the part about "every continent"), but misleading when placed under the heading 
about "millennium development goals".  
 
 
"the Organization of American States has stated that the pervasive existence of racial discrimination 
in the region will hinder the ability to meet the objectives of the United Nations Millennium 
Development Goals for 2015, which each nation committed to in 2000 as a precise and measurable 
manner of reducing extreme poverty. "  
http://www.nytimes.com/roomfordebate/2012/10/18/shrink-inequality-to-grow-the-economy/we-
need-latin-american-style-affirmative-action-for-economic-growth 
 
 
"Why have advances in child survival sped up since 2000? One plausible reason is that that was the 
year the United Nations set the Millennium Development Goals — ambitious targets to be met by 
2015."  
http://opinionator.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/12/19/at-years-end-news-of-a-global-health-success/ 
 
 
"United Nations Millennium Development Goals, adopted at the turn of this century as a vision for a 
better future. Currently 193 United Nations member states are working together to achieve these 
goals by 2015, in a promise to "free people from extreme poverty and multiple deprivations." " 
http://scientistatwork.blogs.nytimes.com/2012/12/03/malaria-or-mars/  
 
 
"Ban Ki-moon, the United Nations secretary general, warned Thursday that the first decline in 
international aid to developing countries in years is jeopardizing the United Nations' goal of reducing 
poverty by 2015 in many countries. Official development assistance in 2011 fell to $133 billion, less 
than half the $300 billion needed annually to meet the goals set by world leaders in 2000, according 
to a new report on the Millennium Development Goals.  
 
...The Millennium Development Goals include cutting extreme poverty by half,... reducing by half the 
number of people without access to clean water and basic sanitation, and cutting child mortality by 
two-thirds and maternal mortality by three-quarters." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/09/21/world/antipoverty-goals-at-risk-un-warns-donors.html  
 
 
"the United Nations' ambitious Millennium Development Goals for 2015 that world leaders set in 
2000. One of the goals was to reduce by half the number of people in extreme poverty." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/06/business/global/06micro.html  
 
 
"The two lagging areas among the 15-year development goals that United Nations member states 
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agreed to in 2000 are efforts to drastically cut the deaths of both young children and mothers in 
childbirth. The baseline to measure improvement is 1990. " 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/22/world/22nations.html 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals, a batch of targets agreed to 10 years ago for reducing abject 
poverty around the globe by 2015....Those 358,000 deaths, an estimate for 2008, were well below the 
546,000 believed to have occurred in 1990. Even so, the rate of decline has been substantially slower 
than hoped for when those development goals were set. "  
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/21/nyregion/21nyc.html 
 
 
"Ten years after the world's nations pledged to cut deeply into the problems afflicting the world's 
poor by 2015, a Millennium Development Goals Summit is being held at the United Nations today 
through Wednesday to assess progress. ...The eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were 
established as globally shared commitments back in the year 2000...with a target date of 2015."  
http://dotearth.blogs.nytimes.com/2010/09/20/a-10-year-checkup-on-global-goals/ 
 
 
"The subject of the summit meeting at the United Nations this week is...the Millennium Development 
Goals.... a grand global bargain was negotiated at a series of summit meetings and then signed in 
2000. The United Nations' "Millennium Declaration" pledged...The 2000 gathering was different, 
though, because signatories agreed to specific goals on a specific timeline: cutting hunger and 
poverty in half, giving all girls and boys a basic education, reducing infant and maternal mortality by 
two-thirds and three-quarters respectively, and reversing the spread of AIDS, tuberculosis and 
malaria. All by 2015. " 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/19/opinion/19bono.html 
 
 
"Ten years ago, leaders of rich and poor countries pledged to build a better world by 2015. Among 
their vital goals: halving extreme poverty and hunger from 1990 levels... 
Between 1990 and 2008, the mortality rate of children under 5 in developing countries declined only 
from 10 percent to 7.2 percent — far from the target of a two-thirds reduction by 2015. Maternal 
mortality declined only from 480 deaths per 100,000 live births in 1990 to 450 deaths in 2005. The 
2015 goal is closer to 120." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/23/opinion/23thu1.html 

 
 
"...to 8.8 million ... from 12.5 million in 1990. ..long way to go before achieving the goal set by 
leaders of 189 nations in 2000: to cut the child mortality rate by two-thirds by 2015.... for every 1,000 
babies born here, 125 more children survived to their fifth birthdays in 2008 than did in 1990, the 
new figures show....Here in Malawi, the mortality rate for children under 5 fell to 100 deaths per 
1,000 births in 2008 from 225 in 1990 and 336 in 1970. Other poor nations, like Niger, Mozambique 
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and Ethiopia, have also cut the number of deaths per 1,000 births by more than 100 since 1990, 
according to the new figures." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2009/09/10/world/10child.html 
 
 
"The global campaign against child mortality still has a long way to go before achieving the goal set 
by the leaders of 189 nations in 2000: to cut the child mortality rate by two-thirds by 2015." 
http://www.nytimes.com/slideshow/2009/09/09/world/20090909CHILD_11.html 
 
 
"the leaders appeared to tacitly concede that wealthy countries had failed to fulfill their pledges to the 
United Nations' Millennium Development Goals of 2000 to fight poverty." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/08/25/books/excerpt-the-coming-famine.html  
 
 
"The goals, often referred to as MDGs, are a collection of eight objectives adopted by the UN in 2000 
targeting education, health, gender issues, poverty and hunger in the developing world. ... the UN set 
a 2015 deadline to achieve the MDGs." 
http://kristof.blogs.nytimes.com/2010/01/15/progress-report-of-a-millennium-village/ 
 
 
"The numbers...are short of the aspirations of the United Nations' Millennium Declaration of 2000, 
which set a goal of slashing mortality rates of children under 5 to 31 [!] deaths per 1,000 live births 
by 2015."  
http://www.nytimes.com/2009/05/30/opinion/30sat2.html 
 
 
"In 2000, the United Nations declared an intention to reach eight Millennium Development Goals 
(MDG's) — each with one or more targets — by 2015." 
"...the 1990 baseline..." 
http://freakonomics.blogs.nytimes.com/2008/09/09/the-economics-of-clean-water-a-guest-post/ 
 
 
"That also means the rate of decline in child deaths will have to fall even faster than it has since 1990 
if the number of deaths among children under 5 is to drop below five million in 2015, the target in the 
Millennium Development Goals that UN member countries adopted in 2000." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/22/health/22iht-CHILD.4.9413329.html 
 
 
"Five years ago, about 150 world leaders gathered at the United Nations in New York and tried to 
move the mountain of global poverty. They adopted eight Millennium Development Goals - 
quantifiable measures of progress on problems like malaria, tuberculosis and child and maternal 
mortality. The achievement of those goals by 2015 would lift more than one billion people out of 
extreme poverty." 
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http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/13/opinion/13attaran.html 
 
 
"This U.N. summit is meant to review the millennium development goals, such as cutting child deaths 
around the world by two-thirds by 2015. All the goals, adopted with great fanfare five years ago, are 
feasible..." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/13/opinion/13kristof.html?pagewanted=print 
 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals make up an ambitious agenda adopted by the United Nations in 
2000. Chief among them is the goal of cutting global poverty in half by 2015. " 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/15/opinion/15thu2.html 
 
 
"..."Chasing the Dream: Youth Faces of the Millennium Development Goals," a fascinating exhibition 
at the United Nations. .. the goals the United Nations set in 2000 to achieve by 2015."  
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/02/arts/02fami.html 
 
 
"The report, "Investing in Development: A Practical Plan to Achieve the Millennium Development 
Goals," is the first in a series of initiatives this year that are meant to focus the world's attention on 
fulfillment of sweeping poverty-fighting promises made by the world's leaders in 2000." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/01/17/international/17cnd-poverty.html?fta=y 
 
 
"Eighteen months ago, the political leaders of the world agreed, at the Millennium Summit here in 
New York, that we should devote the first 15 years of this new century to a major onslaught on 
poverty, illiteracy and disease. And they set a clear set of targets, the Millennium Development Goals, 
by which to measure success or failure." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2002/03/19/opinion/trade-and-aid-in-a-changed-world.html 
 
 
"...the international development goals endorsed at the Millennium Summit of the United Nations in 
September. The goals call for halving the proportion of the world's population living in extreme 
poverty from 1990 to 2015." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2001/05/02/opinion/02iht-edstern_ed2_.html 
 
 
Note: The "International Development Goals" were previously promoted by the World Bank, OECD 
and IMF. A publication signed by the heads of all three and the Secretary-General of the UN was 
published in June 2000. These have baselines of 1990.  
http://www.paris21.org/sites/default/files/bwa_e.pdf 
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From the Secretary-General's Millennium Report, March 2000: 
 
"281. Specifically, I urge the Summit to adopt the target of reducing by half, between now  
(sic) 
and 2015, the proportion of people who lack sustainable access to adequate sources of affordable and 
safe water." 
http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/pdfs/We_The_Peoples.pdf 
http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/un/unpan000923.pdf 
 
 
 
September 2001: Secretary-General's "Road Map" quotes Declaration's "Goals" but in annex proposes 
list of "MDGs" and targets with the easier 1990 baselines, at page 56: 
 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf 
 
 
 
October 2001: UN agencies tell country representatives, in effect, that civil servants have changed the 
baseline: 
 
"Baseline year – 1990 or 2000? 
 
"...This [ie absence of baseline in Declaration except "from current rates" for mortality] would imply a 
2000 baseline year of the Millennium Declaration. After discussions within the UN system and with 
other partners, the issues have been resolved in favour of 1990 serving as the baseline year." 
 
UN Development Group, Guidance Note to country representatives, October 2001 
http://www.undg.org/archive_docs/2356-English.doc 
Sent with letter signed by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, WFP and UNFPA, November 2001. 
http://www.undg.org/archive_docs/1607-MDGs_-_letter_-_MDGs_-_letter.pdf 

  

[Later note:  Those two UNDG links did not work as of 24 July 2015, which is odd as they might be 
seen as important documents.   
 

They may be seen as the historic instruction by UN bosses to staff that the "MDG" structure, 
including the generally easier targets, is what they will use.    
 

It is worth remembering that these bosses told their staff to use the easier global targets on 6 
November 2001 without any authority from the General Assembly. 
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The Assembly debated the report they were in on 19 November, and then instead of adopting the 
easier "MDG" targets reaffirmed the Declaration on 14 December 2001. 
 
I do not know of any link to the UN bosses' letter on a UN site.  This UN search system did not find 

it: 
 
https://search.un.org/results.php?tpl=dist_search&tplfilter=null&lang=en&advanced_search=true&ad

v_exactPhrase=undg%20has%20prepared%20a%20guidance%20note&adv_resultsperpage=10&adv_
sortby=score  
 

The documents are at: 
 
UN Development Group, Guidance Note to country representatives, October 2001: 

http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/MDG/english/MDG%20Country%20Reports/MDG%
20Reporting%20Guidelines/1.%20English.pdf 

 
Letter signed by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, WFP and UNFPA, 6 November 2001 with  the note 
changing the baseline: 
http://web.archive.org/web/20140815174058/http://www.undg.org/archive_docs/1607-MDGs_-
_letter_-_MDGs_-_letter.pdf ]  

 
 
  

 

  

From: senioreditor@nytimes.com 
10 September 2014 at 23:12 

Re: Millennium Summit pledges: Request for clarification 
 
...Thanks for taking the time to bring this to our attention. If a failure to make the distinction ever 

leads to an error of fact in a news article, please feel free to let us know at nytnews@nytimes.com. 
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Best, 
 
Louis Lucero II 

Assistant to the Senior Editor for Standards 
The New York Times 

 

 

From: Matt Berkley …. 
Date: 11 September 2014 at 06:20 
Subject: Re: Millennium Summit pledges: Request for clarification 
To: "NYTimes, Senioreditor" <senioreditor@nytimes.com> 

Dear Mr Lucero, 

It has. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley. 

 

 

 
From: NYTimes, Senioreditor <senioreditor@nytimes.com> 
Date: 11 September 2014 at 22:45 
Subject: Re: Millennium Summit pledges: Request for clarification 
To: Matt Berkley ... 

Mr. Berkley, 

The most recent article to which you refer is a year old. We make every effort to correct errors of fact 
when they are brought to our attention in a timely manner. I'm afraid it's not our policy to alter 
published articles so long after the fact. 

Thanks again for writing. 

Louis Lucero II 
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Assistant to the Senior Editor for Standards 

The New York Times 

 

[I know of no public statement to that effect from the New York Times.  But even if there was such a 
policy - which would seem extremely unwise if it were without exception - the newspaper kept 
misleading in the same way after being told, and ignored complaints about more recent material.] 

 
 
Date: 15 September 2014 13:18 

Subject: Error of fact 
To: public@nytimes.com 
 

To the Public Editor 
Millennium Summit baselines: 
Errors of fact in The New York Times and International Herald Tribune 
Various headlines, dates and phrases 

Web and print 
 
Dear Ms Sullivan, 

 
I would like the New York Times to remedy misinformation in past articles, as set out in 
correspondence below. 

 
Another example of the same error occurred the day after my complaint. 
 

The MDG targets with easier baselines of 1990 were not "established in 2000". The article implies 
that they were set at the Millennium Summit, which in fact made pledges without the backdated 
baselines. This is of some relevance to holding governments to account - not just on global pledges 
but also on claims about individual countries. 
 
How to Prioritize U.N. Goals 

Sep 10, 2014 
"The previous Millennium Development Goals, established in 2000 with a target date of 2015, set 
only eight broad goals — like universal primary education, gender equality and environmental 
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sustainability — as priorities for global resources, and just 19 targets." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/11/opinion/how-to-prioritize-un-goals.html 
 
I should mention that the Buffalo News has published material with similar implications: 
 

Meeting will assess anti-poverty goals 
Associated Press 
September 19, 2010  

http://www.buffalonews.com/article/20100919/CITYANDREGION/309199866 
"At the dawn of the new millennium, world leaders pledged to tackle poverty, disease, ignorance and 
inequality -- and went beyond generalities to commit themselves to specific goals. Progress has been 

made over the past decade, but many countries are still struggling to meet the 2015 target. 
On Monday, another summit will open in New York to review what has, and hasn't, been done. 
"These Millennium Development Goals are a promise of world leaders," says Secretary-General Ban 

Ki-moon, who invited leaders of the 192 U.N. member nations to the three-day summit. 
"They're a blueprint to help those most vulnerable and poorest people, to lift them out of poverty. This 
promise must be met," he said." 

 
UN: 30 million African kids missing primary school 
June 17, 2014 

http://www.buffalonews.com/article/20140617/AP/306179626 
"The U.N. Millennium Development goals made primary education for every child a priority in 2000, 
and substantial progress was made through 2007, the reports said." 

 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
Matt Berkley. 

  

............................................................................. 
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BBC continues to understate Millennium pledges after complaints: 

 

"In September 2000, world leaders signed up to a set of eight Millennium Development Goals ... 
Using 1990 rates as a starting point [!], the MDG aim has been to cut deaths by two-thirds by the end 
of 2015." 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/health-29161620   
16 September 2014  

 

 

 

 

"En septembre 2000, les dirigeants du monde entier ont souscrit à une série de huit Objectifs du 
Millénaire pour le développement (OMD) [!] qui doivent être atteints d’ici à 2015. ... 
 
En utilisant les taux de 1990 [!] comme point de départ, l'objectif des OMD est de réduire la mortalité 
de deux tiers d'ici à la fin de 2015." 
 
BBC  
14 September 2014 
 http://www.bbc.co.uk/afrique/region/2014/09/140929_surviving_childhood_africa 
 
 

 
 
"In September 2000, world leaders signed up to a set of eight Millennium Development Goals... 
 
Key among these was the aim to reduce the number of children in developing countries who died 
before their fifth birthday. 
 
Malawi is one of the few countries in sub-Saharan Africa to have already met the target." 
 
BBC  
16 September 2014 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/health-29228448    
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"(MDGs) for 2015, adopted actively by governments in 2000 [!]... 
 
MDG4 (reduce under-5 mortality from 1990 to 2015 by two-thirds) and MDG5 (reduce maternal 
mortality from 1990 to 2015 by three-quarters)." 
 
Ole F Norheim, Prabhat Jha, Kesetebirhan Admasu, Tore Godal, Ryan J Hum, Margaret E Kruk, 
Octavio Gómez-Dantés, Colin D Mathers, Hongchao Pan, Jaime Sepúlveda, Wilson Suraweera, 
Stéphane Verguet, Addis T Woldemariam, Gavin Yamey, Dean T Jamison, Richard Peto 
Avoiding 40% of the premature deaths in each country, 2010–30: review of national mortality trends 
to help quantify the UN Sustainable Development Goal for health 
The Lancet 2015; 385: 239–52 
Published online 
19 September 2014 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61591-9  
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(14)61591-9/fulltext 

 

 

 
 

BBC: [machine translation of Hausa]: 

"In September 2000, world leaders agreed with eight other treaties and against the title of the UN 
Millennium or MDGs English. ... 
 
If used in the statistics of the 1990 UN World Dinikin is reduced mortality by two-thirds by the end of 
2015. Malawi is among the few African countries to achieve this purpose. 

...When will you achieve the UN Millennium? 

Between 1990 and 2013, 223 million children have died worldwide before their fifth anniversary - the 
equivalent amount of Brazilian society. The situation will not be able to achieve the interests of the 
United Nations reduce child mortality by the year 2026." 

BBC Hausa 
25 September 2014 
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https://translate.google.com/translate?hl=en&ie=UTF8&prev=_t&sl=auto&tl=en&u=http://www.bbc.
co.uk/hausa/news/2014/09/140925_maternal_mortality_malawi  
 

 
 

 
"In 2000 when the UN launched its ambitious Millennium Development Goals [!] to eradicate 
poverty and improve health and education, it set targets over a 15-year period in eight key areas.  
 
Several of these goals will be reached before the deadline..." [!] 

Transparency International 
Joining forces to end poverty and corruption 
25 September 2014 
https://www.transparency.org/news/feature/joining_forces_to_end_poverty_and_corruption  

 
 

 
 
 

 
"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set by the United Nations in 2000..." 
 
Statement by H.E. Wang Yi 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China 
At the General Debate of the 69th Session of 
The United Nations General Assembly 
27 September 2014 
http://sy.chineseembassy.org/eng/xwfb/t1196669.htm  

 

 
 
 
 

"in September 2000, leaders from around the world have signed a memorandum of kutiumiza eight 

development goals of the Millennium ... 
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Since 1990, the MDG has been focused on reducing deaths by two-thirds 2/3 by the end of 2015. The 
country of Malawi is among the few countries from this region to fulfill this goal."  

BBC 
September 29, 2014 
Computer translation 
www.bbc.co.uk/swahili/habari/2014/09/140929_child_mortality_afrika      
 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals adopted by the United Nations in 2000 [!] aim to decrease 
child and maternal deaths worldwide by 2015. The fourth Millennium Development Goal (MDG) is to 
reduce the 1990 mortality rate among under-five children by two thirds" 
 
World Health Organisation 
Children: reducing mortality 
Fact sheet N°178 
November 2009 
Updated September 2014  
Text current on 11 January 2016 
http://web.archive.org/web/20160111071108/http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs178/en/  
 

 

..................................................................................................... 
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From: Matt Berkley ... 
Date: 24 September 2014 23:01 
Subject: Error of fact - UN pledges do not have the easier baselines of MDG targets 
To: "NYTimes, Senioreditor" <senioreditor@nytimes.com>, public@nytimes.com 
Cc: sengupta@nytimes.com 
 
 
 
Dear Mr Lucero, 
 
Thank you for your replies. I propose that the Times consider, or consider again, the significance for 
holding governments to account. One problem is that individual governments can say they have met 
pledges when they have not, and New York Times readers risk not being in a position to know the 
difference. 
 
Recent coverage may mean the message has yet to reach all relevant departments. I refer to previous 
correspondence for details, and give more here. 
 
A September 10, 2014 article seems to imply wrongly that the Goals' targets were set at the 
Millennium Summit: 
 
"The previous Millennium Development Goals, established in 2000 with a target date of 2015, set 
only eight broad goals — like universal primary education, gender equality and environmental 
sustainability — as priorities for global resources, and just 19 targets." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/11/opinion/how-to-prioritize-un-goals.html 
 
The article was perhaps already in process or printed by the time you saw my email. But, after your 
reply, it was not corrected.  
 
September 16, 2014 
"One of the Millennium Development Goals, a set of objectives agreed upon by all United Nations 
members and the world’s leading development institutions, was to reduce by half the proportion of 
hungry people in developing countries by 2015." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/17/world/africa/hunger-poverty-united-nations.html 
 
I think that coupling "all United Nations members" with "Millennium" contributes to the wrong 
impression given by the large number of previous misleading content. Another article is perhaps more 
accurate, referring to the MDGs as "aspirations" rather than implying commitments. 
 
September 16, 2014 
"the Millennium Development Goals, a United Nations list of aspirations to meet the needs of the 
world’s poorest, are an important discussion theme." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/17/health/child-mortality-falling-un-says-but-not-fast-enough.html 
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September 23, 2014 
"Q. In 2001, countries holding United Nations memberships supported by the international 
development assistance community committed themselves to pursue the Millennium Development 
Goals, or the M.D.G.s. The goals are supposed to be achieved by 2015. [...] 
A. There has been progress on some of the M.D.G.s: The goal to reduce extreme poverty and hunger 
is on track. Maternal mortality lags behind..." 
http://www.nytimes.com/news/un-general-assembly/2014/09/23/how-to-achieve-the-millennium-
development-goals 
 
The Times did not challenge any aspect of the question it reproduced. Readers might therefore be 
justified in thinking that the Times was presenting this as a reasonably accurate version of events. But 
it is not clear in what sense it might be true or helpful for the public to be told that countries 
"committed themselves" to the MDGs. 
 
In 2001 the General Assembly referred to the MDG structure not as "commitments" but as a "useful 
guide" to implementing the actual commitments: 

  

[Later note: That is not correct.  I made a false statement to the New York Times that the UN General 
Assembly referred to the MDG structure in 2001.  Perhaps I trusted academics too much.  In fact, the 
case I was making was stronger than I thought. 
 
In 2001 member states at the UN did not refer to the Secretary-General's proposed MDG 
structure at all.   
 
The resolution of 14 December 2001 only referred to the 58-page "road map" containing the MDGs, 
not the MDGs themselves. 
 
The "road map" has many more suggestions.  Member states did not say which parts they welcomed.  
They did not say which parts they recommended as a useful guide;  or which parts they invited the 
Secretary-General to take into account for his reports on implementing the Declaration.  What they 
did say was that  
 
Far from formally adopting the easier 1990-baseline MDGs, member states reaffirmed the 2000-
baseline Declaration more than once on 21 December 2001:  

Resolution 56/188. Women in Development 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/188  
 
Resolution 56/189. Human resources development 
www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGARsn/2001/272.pdf 
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Resolution 56/191, partly on the International Development Strategy for the Fourth United Nations 
Development Decade 

http://www.worldlii.org/int/other/UNGARsn/2001/274.pdf 

They reaffirmed the Declaration in 2005 and 2013, and here: 
 
Resolution 62/206 of 2008, Women in Development 
css.escwa.org.lb/GARes/62-206.pdf . 
 
While Resolution 56/95 of 14 December 2001 invited the Secretary-General to draw on the "road 
map" for future reports, it also invited him to submit reports in accordance with Resolution 55/162, 
which requested: 
 
" a comprehensive report every five years, supplemented by an annual report on progress achieved 
towards implementing the Millennium Declaration, taking into account the following: 
(a) The annual reports should reflect the broad array of specific goals and commitments enunciated 
in the Millennium Declaration… 
(b) All reports should focus, in this respect, on the results and benchmarks achieved, identify gaps in 
implementation…" 
55/162 Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit 
14 December 2000 
http://www.un.org/Docs/journal/asp/ws.asp?m=A/RES/55/162  
 
 
Clearly, the "gaps" would be generally different if he reported on 25-year targets rather than the actual 
15-year commitments.  The resolution a year later responding to the Secretary-General's "road map" 
requested that the five-year reports  
 
"examine progress achieved towards implementing all the commitments made in the Declaration". 
 
The same resolution 
 
"Invites the United Nations system, in cooperation with Member States, to adopt specific measures to 
give widespread publicity to the Millennium Declaration and to increase the dissemination of 
information on the Declaration" 
 
General Assembly Resolution 56/95 
14 December 2001 
www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/95&Lang=E 

The texts of the resolutions make it even clearer that any idea that the Assembly in 2001 was giving 
up the pledges and replacing them with the easier MDG targets is misplaced.  The Assembly agreed 
the 2000-baseline commitments in the Declaration in 2000, and reaffirmed these in, for example, 
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2001, 2005, and 2013]  (end of later note.  Email to New York Times, continued:) 
 
 
"Recommends that the "road map" be considered as a useful guide in the implementation of the 
Millennium Declaration by the United Nations system.... 
Requests the Secretary-General to prepare an annual report and a comprehensive report every five 
years on progress achieved by the United Nations system and Member States towards implementing 
the Millennium Declaration, drawing upon the "road map"....while the quinquennial comprehensive 
reports examine progress achieved towards implementing all the commitments made in the 
Declaration... 
Invites the United Nations system, in cooperation with Member States, to adopt specific measures to 
give widespread publicity to the Millennium Declaration 
and to increase the dissemination of information on the Declaration" 
 
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/56_95/a_res56_95e.pdf . 
 
 
 
Did the General Assembly, at some point since the Declaration, somehow agree that the MDG targets 
supersede the pledges? 
 
Apparently not. 
 
In respect of the US position, there seems to have been, effectively, a specific reaffirmation in 2005 of 
the commitment to the Declaration's goals.  
 
[New York Times quoting Ambassador Bolton:] " "Quite some time ago the president said 
unequivocally we support the development goals in the millennium summit declaration," Mr. Bolton 
told reporters. "Now that's different from the goals that were actually written by the secretariat. There 
is no backing away by the United States in the support for the millennium summit declaration." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/01/international/01nations.html 
 
"In a letter to other envoys, John R. Bolton, the American ambassador, explained that the United 
States supported the goals enunciated by the millennium summit meeting but not the "package of 
goals and subsidiary targets and indicators" that were later circulated by the Secretariat." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/03/politics/03nations.html 
 
 
 
Technically, that would mean the US was recommitting itself to the more ambitious pledges to 
reduce, for example, mortality rates from 2000 levels, not 1990 levels. 
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In 2005 member states stated in General Assembly Resolution 60/1 that they 
 
"reaffirm the United Nations Millennium Declaration". 
 
unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Indicators/ares60_1_2005summit_eng.pdf 
 
 
The Declaration of 2000 stated, 
 
"We therefore pledge our unstinting support for these 
(sic) 
common objectives and our determination to achieve them." 
(sic). 
 
The 2005 resolution states: 
 
"we further resolve:...To assist developing countries' efforts to prepare integrated water... plans as part 
of their national development strategies and to provide access to safe drinking water and basic 
sanitation in accordance with the Millennium Declaration and the Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation, including halving by 2015 the proportion of people who are unable to reach or afford 
safe drinking water and who do not have access to basic sanitation..." 
 
That is a commitment to the Declaration's target, not the MDG target. 
 
 
The 2005 resolution also states, 
 
"171. We call for strengthened cooperation between the United Nations and national and regional 
parliaments, in particular through the Inter-Parliamentary Union, with a view to furthering all aspects 
of the Millennium Declaration". 
 
- which clearly means furthering not just targets but pledges. 
 
 
The August 18 article is another example of recent coverage. Its links seem to me to demonstrate that 
it confused the Goals' targets with the Declaration's pledges.  
 
August 18, 2014 
"...the United Nations Millennium Development Goals 
[links to http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/ with the easier 1990 baselines], 
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an eight-part mission 
[links to http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.pdf which does not have the 1990 
baselines] 
focusing on reducing poverty, protecting the environment and promoting peace, among other 
objectives." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/19/arts/design/humans-of-new-york-goes-global.html 
 
 
I have suggested to you that the earlier coverage on its own, irrespective of date, provided reasonable 
grounds for the public to expect to be told the truth.  
 
Another article from this year contributes to the impression: 
 
May 6, 2014 
"The new crop of objectives is meant to succeed the eight Millennium Development Goals the United 
Nations set in 2000." 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/05/07/business/economy/at-the-un-a-free-for-all-on-setting-global-
goals.html 
 
It may be that the significance of this issue has not sunk in. As you can see from the email to the 
public editor, her own paper has put out similar material. In those circumstances, I request 
information on 
 
a) by whom the Times considers the public editor's role could be properly exercised, and 
b) the Times' written corrections policy to which you were perhaps alluding in your last email. 
 
Thank you for your attention. 
 
Best wishes, 
 
Matt Berkley. 
 
 

 

 

"When the world adopted the Millennium Development Goals in 2000, [!] the intentions were good – 
but the financing tools were missing. 
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Two years later, the world came together in Monterrey to agree on a financing framework for the 
Millennium Development Goals" [!] 

Speech by World Bank Group President Jim Yong Kim at the Event: “Delivering For Every Woman 
& Every Child Within A Generation.” 
2014 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/speech/2014/09/25/speech-by-world-bank-group-president-jim-
yong-kim-every-woman-every-child 

 

 

 
From: Matt Berkley 
Date: 26 September 2014 at 00:19 
Subject: Fwd: Error of fact - UN pledges do not have the easier baselines of MDG targets 
To: publisher@nytimes.com 
Cc: editorial@nytimes.com 
 
 
Dear Mr Sulzberger, 
 
I thought I should let you know of an unusual situation. I have informed Times staff of an error 
repeated over a period of years. The Buffalo News has published a small amount of material giving a 
similar impression, which might compromise the position of the public editor. 
 
Perhaps you would like to suggest an appropriate way that the Times could implement the principles 
of independent oversight. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Matt Berkley 
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27 September 2014 at 20:09 

Subject: Fwd: Error of fact - UN pledges do not have the easier baselines of MDG targets 
To: letters@nytimes.com 

Dear Letters staff, 

The evidence for my letter is in the correspondence below. For quick reference, in 2001 the UN 

General Assembly adopted this resolution 

http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/56_95/a_res56_95e.pdf  

recommending this document proposing the "MDG" structure 

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf  

for implementing the commitments of 2000 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm  

and then in 2005 reaffirmed the pledges of 2000: 

unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Indicators/ares60_1_2005summit_eng.pdf  

Yours, 

Matt Berkley 
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Sir, 

Millennium Development Goal targets, such as halving 1990 child mortality rates, are not what UN 
member states committed themselves to in 2000. The question your journalist answers (How to 
Achieve the Millennium Goals, September 23) misleads readers. "In 2001, countries... committed 
themselves to pursue the Millennium Development Goals... The goals are supposed to be achieved by 
2015" should read "In 2000, countries committed themselves to targets in the Millennium 
Declaration...in 2001 they recommended the MDG structure, 

[!] 
 
 which has some easier baselines of 1990, as a useful guide towards implementing those 
commitments".  
 
 
 
[Later note: As explained above, I was wrong, and so understated the case for the New York Times to 
correct its output.  Countries did not "recommend the MDG structure" in 2001.  Resolution 56/95 
welcomed the 58-page road map, which contained the proposed MDG structure and much else.  The 
same resolution asked the Secretary-General to report on progress towards the commitments countries 
had actually agreed, which included those with baselines of 2000.  The letter to the New York Times 
continues:] 

 
The Declaration's commitments in resolution 55/2 do not have the 1990 baselines "recommended" in 

resolution 56/95 of 2001.  
 
[!] 

 
[MB note:  I was wrong here as well. Resolution 56/95 did not "recommend" the baselines.  It 
mentioned the Road Map.  It did not mention the baselines, the proposed MDG structure, or the 
Annex containing the structure.  In fact the same resolution reiterated the call for the Secretary-

General to report on the 2000-baseline commitments. The letter to the New York Times continues:]  
 
The mortality commitments are to reduce by the same proportions but from "current rates". The 
Times, like many news outlets, has been reporting the wrong "commitments" for many years. I 
propose that you correct that impression.  
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28 September 2014 at 04:00 

Re: Error of fact - UN pledges do not have the easier baselines of MDG targets 

To: letters@nytimes.com 

...My own letter below contains an error. "Halving 1990 child mortality rates" should read "reducing 
1990 child mortality rates by two-thirds". I am sorry for any confusion. 

Best wishes, 

Matt Berkley 

  

 

 

..................................................................................................... 

 

 

Even after complaints, The Economist contradicted the Millennium Declaration: 
 

"Achieving a two-thirds decline from 1990 mortality rates....was one of the UN’s Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs), a set of eight development targets for 2015 that were approved at a UN 
summit in 2000." 

 
The Economist 
From the print edition 
27 September 2014 
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http://www.economist.com/news/international/21620223-setting-goals-helped-save-young-lives-
causes-welcome-trend  

 
 

......................................................................... 
 
 
 
 

"The F.A.O.’s hunger estimates are based on the most reliable information available. The basic data 
are provided by our member countries as well as by other reputable international organizations (such 
as the World Bank), and the statistics undergo intensive scrutiny before publication. ... 

Keeping the spotlight on the validity of the F.A.O.’s hunger estimates is most welcome, but the debate 
should be based on facts, fairness and a solid understanding of methods, data and good practices." 

PIETRO GENNARI 
Chief Statistician 
Food and Agriculture Organization 
Rome, Oct. 1, 2014 
World Hunger: Numbers and Solutions 
The New York Times 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/10/02/opinion/world-hunger-numbers-and-solutions.html?_r=1 

 
 

 

"In September 2015, the United Nations will set its Post-2015 Development Goals,  continuation of 
the Millennium Development Goals it set in 2000." 

Fixing the World, Bang-for-the-Buck Edition 
Freakonomics 
2 October 2014 
http://freakonomics.com/podcast/fixing-the-world-bang-for-the-buck-edition-a-new-freakonomics-
radio-podcast/  
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"Lomborg:...there’s one set of goals that have had an outside influence for the U.N., and they’re like 
probably their biggest success. And that’s the ones that are called the Millennium Development goals, 
which basically set out a number of very specific targets from 2000 to 2015 with very specific goals." 

Bjørn Lomborg 
Fixing the World, Bang-for-the-Buck Edition Full Transcript 
Freakonomics 
2 October 2014 
http://freakonomics.com/2014/10/02/108967/ 

 

 

 

"...has FAO really been cooking these numbers, even if "unconsciously"?  I say no.  

Lets go back to the regional estimates.  ... 

Comparing the 1990-92 estimates for the numbers of people undernourished (millions) from the 2005 
and 2014 SOFI reports....most of the increases are from East and South East Asia, and most of those 
are from three countries: China (up nearly 100 million), Myanmar (from 4 to 27 million) and 
Indonesia (from 16 to 36 million).  In Sub-Saharan Africa the estimates have barely moved. 
 
So what is going on in  these 3 countries?  Well that would take a lot more research than this, but in 
1990 these countries were not exactly transparent with their data and information.  Arguably they are 
more so now, and as their data become more available and more scrutinised, they probably begin to 
edge closer to the realities of 1990.  
 
Governments have stronger incentives than FAO to use numbers to their advantage, and I suspect this 
is what may have happened back in the 1990s. 

Did FAO cook the books? I would have said no before seeing these numbers and now I am even more 
sure. " 

Development Horizons by Lawrence Haddad: Does FAO really cheat on hunger numbers? 
http://www.developmenthorizons.com/2014/10/does-fao-really-cheat-on-hunger-numbers.html 
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"UNICEF publishes yearly reports on child survival to track progress, promote accountability for 
global commitments made to children..." 
 
[!] 
 
Executive Summary... 
 
In 2000, the world made a promise to children: to reduce the under-five mortality rate by two thirds 
between 1990 and 2015."  

"In 2000, the world made a promise: to reduce the under-five mortality rate by two thirds by 2015 
compared to 1990" 
 
A Promise Renewed [!] 
http://data.unicef.org/corecode/uploads/document6/uploaded_pdfs/corecode/APR-2014-17Oct14-
web_194.pdf 
 
 

 

 

 

"Water quality 

According to the WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Water Supply and Sanitation, at 

least 1.8 billion people world-wide are estimated to drink water that is faecally contaminated.  
 
An even greater number drink water which is delivered through a system without adequate 

protection against sanitary hazards.  
 
Guidelines for Drinking-Water Quality recommend that faecal indicator bacteria (FIB), preferably E. 
coli or alternatively thermotolerant coliform (TTC), should not be detectable in any 100 ml drinking 
water sample (WHO 2011). An adequate protection against sanitary hazards can for example be 
public taps or standpipes, tube wells or boreholes, protected dug wells, protected springs and 
rainwater collection. " 
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UN Water 
Last update 7 October 2014 
http://www.unwater.org/statistics/statistics-detail/en/c/260727/ 

 

 

.......................................................................................... 
 

 

 

 

"In the year 2000 a Millennium Development Goal was set to reduce maternal deaths by three 
quarters between 1990 and 2015." 

Voice of America 
10 October 2014 
 
 

.......................................................................................... 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
"United Nations secretary-general Ban Ki-moon...has named an Independent Expert Advisory Group 
on the Data Revolution for Sustainable Development to help shape a future development agenda 
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beyond its Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 
 
[Is the Society confusing the MDGs with the existing development agenda from multiple conferences, 
summits and resolutions?] 

 
Eight MDGs were adopted by the UN in 2000 [!] in an effort to combat global poverty, with a target 
date of 2015."  

Royal Statistical Society 
UN calls in data experts to measure post-2015 development goals 
14 October 2014 
https://www.statslife.org.uk/news/1846-un-calls-in-data-experts-to-measure-post-2015-development-
goals 

 

................................................................... 

 

 

27 October 2014 
 

Dear Mr Steel and BBC World News staff, 
 
Recent examples of BBC giving impression of wrong baseline for 
Millennium Declaration pledges 
 
As I have stated in previous complaints to the ECU, the easier 
backdated baseline of 1990 in the "MDG" structure proposed in 2001 is 
not, as the BBC has repeatedly given the public to believe, in the 
Millennium Declaration adopted by world leaders in 2000. 
 
BBC World News, BBC America 16/9/14, from around 7.51 am EDT 
Caption: "in the year 2000, world leaders made a series of pledges 
known as the millennium development goals. one was to cut child 
mortality.  the target was a  2/3 reduction." 
https://archive.org/details/BBCAMERICA_20140916_110000_BBC_World_News?q=%22millenniu
m+development%22#start/3105/end/3165 
 
 
.... 
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http://www.bbc.co.uk/education/guides/zsnnn39/revision/3 :  
Google dates the page as 23/9/14.  
"In 2000 [MDGs] were adopted..." 
 

... In February 2014, and in subsequent communications, I requested the 
BBC Editorial Complaints Unit to investigate other instances of the 
baseline problem. 
 

 

................................................................... 

 
 
 
"Assessment of the global poverty target 

Given the broad approach taken by the World Bank to measure global poverty, this section attempts 
to provide a perspective on the target to end poverty by 2030.  
 
As was noted above, the World Bank’s target is to end poverty by reducing global poverty to 3 
percent or less.  
 
Why should a global poverty rate of 3 percent be interpreted to imply an ending of poverty?   
 
As discussed below, poverty in many countries remains extremely widespread. reducing poverty to 

zero in such countries over any reasonable time frame would be extremely unrealistic.  
 
However, a global goal of zero poverty would require the elimination of poverty in each and every 
country.  
 
It is also important to acknowledge that at any moment in time, some churning is likely to be taking 
place in which some people, possibly for reasons beyond their control,  
 
[!]  
 
 fall into poverty, even if only temporarily.  
 
It is difficult to imagine a world in which nobody at all is poor.  
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For these reasons, it seems reasonable to view global poverty as having effectively ended even if some 
frictional poverty remains at a very low level. hence, the global target is 3 percent or lower." 

 
... 
 
"Why set the global target for poverty reduction to 3 percent of the world’s population by 2030?  
 
The 3 percent target derives from conceptual and empirical considerations.  
 
Conceptually, it may be desirable to set a target to eliminate global poverty altogether.  
 
However, a global goal of zero poverty would require eliminating poverty in each and every country.  
 
Poverty in some countries remains deep and widespread, and it is simply not realistic to expect to be 

able to eliminate poverty in these countries by 2030.  
 
It is also the case that at any moment in time there is likely to be some churning taking place in which 
some people, possibly for reasons beyond their control, fall into poverty, even if only temporarily.  
 
It is thus practical to set a global target close to zero, but which allows for some heterogeneity at the 
country level.  
 
Empirically, simple back-of-the-envelope simulations can be conducted to assess the plausibility of 
the goal to end poverty by 2030.  
 
When such simulations are based on highly stylized and rather optimistic assumptions—such as 
stable and continuous annual growth rates in consumption per capita of at least 4 percent in all 
developing countries and an unchanging distribution of income—then a global poverty rate of 3 

percent is achievable.2  
 
Such analysis suggests that the World Bank’s dream of ending [!] global poverty by 2030 is a highly 
aspirational objective, but is not entirely beyond reach" 

 

A Measured Approach to Ending Poverty and Boosting Shared Prosperity 
Concepts, Data, and the Twin Goals 
World Bank 
Report stated as released October 2014 
Document dated 2015 
http://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/pdf/10.1596/978-1-4648-0361-1 
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A text search of the above document resulted in no occurrences of the words "hunger", "hungry", 
"undernourished", or "FAO", except for "hunger" in the title of one document it mentions.  
 
It is not clear why the World Bank authors, or other people, use the unreliable World Bank results 
rather than the unreliable FAO results.  

 

 
.................................................. 

 

 

"in 2000, something remarkable happened: the UN channeled its noblest aspirations into something 
more concrete.  
 
One hundred heads of state and 47 heads of government -- the largest meeting of world leaders in 
history -- descended on New York for the UN Millennium Summit and embraced a short list of 
ambitious challenges that later became known as the Millennium Development Goals [!]  (MDGs).  
 
The objectives -- to reduce poverty, fight disease, get kids in school, and so on -- essentially boiled 
down to nine specific, verifiable  targets, subject to a hard deadline: December 31, 2015." 

Bjørn Lomborg 
Promises to Keep [!] 
Foreign Affairs 
November/December 2014 
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/africa/promises-keep 
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Subject:  Further complaint: Wrong baseline for Millennium Declaration pledges 

Date:  Mon, 3 Nov 2014 16:14:37 +0000 
To:  ECU <ECUdl@bbc.co.uk>, bbcworld@bbc.co.uk, swahili@bbc.co.uk, 
portuguese@bbc.co.uk, fergus.walsh@bbc.co.uk 

Dear all, 

Factual error on Millennium Declaration baseline 

Further to my previous complaints to the ECU and BBC World News, I am waiting for replies on the 
problem I first drew to the attention of Mr Steel in February. 

This page has the same error: 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/swahili/habari/2014/09/140929_child_mortality_afrika  

"Hapo septemba mwaka wa 2000, viongozi kutoka kote duniani walitia saini mkataba wa kutiumiza 
Malengo nane ya kimaendeleo ya Milenia (Millennium Development Goals (MDG)).....Tangu 
1990,MDG imekuwa ikilenga kupunguza vifo hivyo kwa thuluthi mbili 2/3 kufikia mwisho wa 
mwaka 2015." 

The reality is that in 2000 leaders pledged mortality reductions from "current rates", not the generally 
easier baseline of 1990. 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.pdf  

I have suggested that the ECU's own error in a published ruling about official global poverty claims  -  
that the "dollars a day" are influenced by ordinary exchange rates, implying that people are spending 
far more than the actual "purchasing power parity" units used - may have given rise to a conflict of 
interest for its handling of related complaints. None of my communications should be read as 
implying any assumption as to who at the Executive should respond to the complaints. 

I would like to make clear that I do not wish to assign unfair blame to journalists who have reasonably 
trusted what other parts of the BBC have reported. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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"REMARKS BY TONY BLAIR AT THE 2ND ANNUAL SAVE THE CHILDREN ILLUMINATION 
GALA 

19 NOVEMBER 2014 
THE PLAZA, NEW YORK CITY 

Thank you, so so much.  

It’s amazing how nice people are to you when you stop being Prime Minister. 

...So last week, at this time, I was in the Ebola countries: Sierra Leone, Liberia and Guinea.  

And I saw at work the aid agencies, like USAID and the British Department for International 
Development, which I created when in Government.  

And alongside them the magnificent American and British Military. 

...This is the engine which powers human progress, which insists that suffering should be alleviated 
and injustice overcome.  And it’s made up of many parts that’s true. Compassion and service 
obviously. But also the rougher qualities of striving and ambition, not for self-aggrandisement but in 
the service of others.  

So next year, it will be 10 years since the Gleneagles G8 summit of 2005 and 15 years since the 

Millennium Development Goals were initiated.  

At that G8 summit, the leaders of the world agreed to increase aid, to cancel debt and work in 
partnership with African Governments to effect lasting change.  

Since then, billions, probably today $100bn of debt was cancelled, aid rose 50%. The UK and US 
governments doubled, even tripled the amounts of aid. And Governments in Africa used that aid to 
educate, to promote health care and build their economies so that in the last decade six out of the 10 
fastest growing economies in the world have been in Africa.  

Not of all these MDGs are going to be met. But in all of them, progress. " 

Tony Blair presented with Save the Children’s Global Legacy Award 
The Office of Tony Blair 
20 November 2014 
http://www.tonyblairoffice.org/news/entry/tony-blair-presented-with-save-the-childrens-global-
legacy-award/  



1691 

 
"In 2000, the United Nations set targets for the world to meet by 2015. The so-called Millennium 
Development Goals promised [?] to halve the percentage of people living in extreme poverty and 
hunger and without clean water and sanitation, while getting all children in school and cutting 
childhood deaths by two-thirds.  
 
The goals have been hugely influential....In 1990, [!] more than 120 million kids died before their 5th 
birthday; in 2013, fewer than 7 million did.   
 
Although we didn’t quite make the target [!] to cut child mortality by two-thirds..."  

Washington Post 
21 November 2014 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/the-united-nations-needs-a-shorter-stronger-game-plan-
for-humanity/2014/11/21/a65e14d4-6f76-11e4-ad12-3734c461eab6_story.html 

 

 
 

"As part of the United Nation's Millennium Development Goals, launched in the year 2000, [!] 
countries committed [?] themselves to halving poverty before 2015.  
 
Many countries have proved themselves to be successful in substantially reducing poverty. Examples 
are India, Brazil, Bolivia, Vietnam and Ghana. But China became the first country to achieve its 
poverty reduction target ahead of schedule!" 
 
[The speaker may be referring to the official claim that China met its "MDG" target before it was set.] 

Speech by Queen Máxima at the National School of Development, Beijing University 
Royal House of the Netherlands 
26 November 2014 
https://www.royal-house.nl/documents/speeches/2014/11/26/speech-by-queen-maxima-at-the-
national-school-of-development-beijing-university  
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Comical "Data revolution": 

 
 
 
The official expert group is confused over what "MDGs" are.   
 
It, and similar efforts, appear not to have pointed out widespread abuse of statistics, including that the 
FAO gave countries awards in 2015 for a fake MDG indicator. 
 
The new focus on "data quality" distracts from the abuse of data, and the resulting abuse of citizens. 
 
Arguably, if the honesty part is sorted out, the data needs become obvious and easier to deal with. 
 
When politicians and others are making baseless or weakly-evidenced numerical statements, it is 
perhaps not surprising that both the funding and organisation of statistics continue to be inadequate.   
 
 

“Since 2000 [!], the effort involved in monitoring the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) has 
spurred increased investment to improve data for monitoring and accountability.” 
 
[!] 
 
"Basic principles for the data revolution...  
 
...the data revolution will need to be harnessed for sustainable and inclusive development through 
proactive measures and guided by the following key principles: 
 
 
Data quality and integrity  
 
Poor quality data can mislead. The entire process of data design, collection, analysis and 
dissemination needs to be demonstrably of high quality and integrity. Clear standards need to be 
developed to safeguard quality, drawing on the UN Fundamental Principles of Official Statistics and 
the work of independent third parties." 
 
Independent Expert Advisory Group on a Data Revolution for Sustainable Development 
A World that Counts: Mobilising the Data Revolution for Sustainable Development 
Report requested by the UN Secretary-General 
Secretary: Claire Melamed 
Research team: Luis Gonzalez Morales, Yu-Chieh Hsu, Jennifer Poole, Benjamin Rae, Ian Rutherford 
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December 2014 
http://www.undatarevolution.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/A-World-That-Counts2.pdf 

 

 
 

 
Association of South-East Asian Nations recommits to the 2000-baseline pledge on child survival: 
 
 
"The ASEAN-UNICEF [Agreement] sets the course....for the next five years and beyond. It aims to 
pursue their common goals of ensuring sustainable survival....of children in line with...the Millennium 
Declaration..." 

Association of South-East Asian Nations 
4 December 2014 
http://www.asean.org/news/asean-secretariat-news/item/asean-unicef-sign-framework-agreement-for-
cooperation  
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"Since 2000, [!] the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have been unique for having established 
a universally accepted  
 
[! – the US was insisting in 2006 it had not agreed the MDGs]  
 
and easily measurable framework for global development." 

Easily measurable?   What evidence is there for that claim? 
 
If the "framework" was "universally accepted" "since 2000" why did the UN member states keep 
reaffirming the broader, more ambitious summit and conference goals? 

British Council 
December 2014 
https://www.britishcouncil.in/sites/default/files/indian_school_education_system_-
_an_overview_1.pdf  
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Angus Deaton, lecture material: 

 

"PPP uncertainty and poverty 

 
[He is referring to "purchasing power parity" rates, meaning the pretend exchange rates to adjust for 
differences in prices between countries] 

 
 
�  This poses a problem for measuring world poverty 

�  Where small changes in lines can have large effects on counts 

�  E.g. reporting periods in India and 175 million people taken out of poverty 
 
 

[The "reporting periods" problem is that asking people to remember their past income, spending or 
consumption over different periods gives different results per day.   The reporting periods used in 
surveys vary.  
 
This problem applies, if I am not mistaken, to all studies based on the household surveys, not just the 
global claims. I do not understand why Deaton's notes appear to be saying this in the context of 
international comparison rather than more generally.   Perhaps he is referring to a similar problem 
with the reporting periods for the surveys on prices, which are generally done at sales outlets.] 

 

�  World Bank says 33% of India’s population live on less than $1.25 a day 

�  If PPP is +/- 20%, numbers poor are +/- 180 million. 

�  High low diff 36% of total of global poverty.  

�  That’s only India!" 
 
 
 
"Measurement and policy 
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♦ Familiar link from measurement and evidence to policy 
 
♦ Politics also affects measurement 
 
⁄  Statistics are how a state “sees” and are developed to meet  
needs of the state 
 
⁄  Political struggles behind measurement methods 
 
⁄  Politics is often disguised as science: often effectively so" 
 
 
 
 
"Global data 
 

World Bank, FAO, UN, etc produce the data by which  
their success is judged 
 
 
No or very limited oversight: serious conflicts of  
interest 
 
 
Governance of international data is often weak" 

 
 
"Half of India’s children are severely malnourished" 
 

"Across areas of India, it is the healthier, richer  
places, in the South that have lower calorie  
consumption per capita than do the less healthy  
poorer places in the north" 
 
 
 
"Indian and Western press converted rate at market  
exchange rate to get 30 cents and then claiming  
that the rate was much lower even than the line  
used by the (wicked) World Bank 
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Forgetting that WB line is denominated in PPP terms  
and is very similar to the Indian line" 
 
 
"any poverty line is a social construct, not a scientific one" 

 
"Accurate estimation of global inequality is possibly out of reach 

 
PPPs are subject to substantial error 
 
 
Much of which is conceptual and not resolvable" 
 
 
"Seems like a bad idea for the WB to monitor its own success via its own  
poverty and inequality measures" 
 

"World Bank has not decided what to do and is unlikely to issue new poverty numbers for some time 
 
 
They may even just denounce the new ICP and ignore it 
 
 
No indication that those designing SDGs understand that the poverty measures are in such turmoil 
 
Or that they would care if they did 
 
Nothing is tied to achievement of these goals, and no one is held responsible if they do not happen" 
 
... 

 
"In China, all data are suspect, subject to political manipulation" 

 
Angus Deaton  
Lecture  
London School of Economics 
2014 
http://www.lse.ac.uk/publicEvents/pdf/2014-MT/20141209-Angus-Deaton-Robbins-Lecture-
Series.pdf  
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It is interesting that despite the sensible doubts raised by Angus Deaton here, and more generally by 
authors over many years, and sensible points about accountability and conflict of interest, even these 
writings and lectures plus experts' own perceptions so often do not add up to commentators using 
common sense. 
 
What is common sense in this context?   Is it all relative?     
 
I suggest a significant  part of what is required would be achieved by people imagining their own lives 
and how the statistical methods – simple things like a fixed level of income without consideration of 
what you need to spend - might apply or not apply to them, or might apply if they were very poor. 
 
I don't know if there is a phenomenon where people who doubt their own government's statistics think 
the World Bank or WHO are angels in comparison on the basis of no evidence, but I would not be 
surprised. 
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The continuing exploitation of Malala Yousafzai: 
 
 

 

 

Malala Yousafzai, Nobel Prize lecture 2014. 
 
 
It looks like those in power have misinformed Ms Yousafzai. 
 
 
In addition to  
 
a) the confusion of "MDGs" with what leaders did agree in 2000, which understates those pledges,  
 
Ms Yousafzai is  
 
b) mentioning school attendance in the context of something else - a commitment to "ensure" that 
children are able to "complete a full course"; 
 
c) relying for the definite "halved" claim on uncertain estimates, which had not themselves reached 
half.   
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"About the UN Millennium Development Goals: 

In 2000, the United Nations set out eight Millennium Development Goals [!] to achieve by 2015, 
forming a blueprint for development." 

A matter of birth and death: unsafe conditions still killing new mothers and newborns  
London School of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine 
13 December 2014 
http://www.lshtm.ac.uk/newsevents/news/2014/matter_birth_death.html 

 

Perhaps the joke in the title above would be more acceptable if the story got a basic fact right, or 
perhaps not. 
 
 

 
 
"The Council adopted the following conclusions... 
 
The EU and its Member States remain strongly committed to the Millennium Declaration, to 
accelerating efforts to achieve the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and to ensuring that the 
post-2015 agenda provides a comprehensive follow-up to Rio+20 and addresses the structural causes 
of poverty, inequality..." 

Council of the European Union 
Council conclusions on a transformative post-2015 agenda  
General Affairs Council meeting  
Brussels 
16 December 2014 
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/docs/pressdata/en/foraff/146311.pdf 
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Complaint to Daily Mail 
 
 
 
18 December 2014 
Wrong baseline for pledges in Millennium Declaration 
To: corrections@dailymail.co.uk  
 
 
...I append a proposal for correction sent via the Readers' Editor web form 
today. 
 
Older articles which DMG may wish to take into account include the 
following. I am aware of the 12-month IPSO limit. 
 
I am also aware that some journalists may find it difficult to believe that 
the MDG targets differ significantly from those in General Assembly 
Resolution 55/2, the Millennium Declaration. 
 
http://metro.co.uk/2013/05/28/african-nations-failing-to-spend-enough-to-cut-poverty-by-half-
3813687/ 
The illustration at: 
metrouk2.files.wordpress.com/2013/05/2905-africa-food-aid.png 
states, 
"Millennium Development Goals are the eight global targets for 2015 agreed 
by a UN summit in New York in 2000". 
 
23 September 2010 
"The eight goals being reviewed at the U.N. summit include halving the 
number of people living in abject poverty.... 
...UN summit on the Millennium Development Goals. 
The UK is one of the only nations to remain on track to deliver on its 
pledges [sic] from 2000 by their 2015 deadline." 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1314315/Nick-Clegg-takes-time-NY-police-UN-
summit.html 
 
... 
  
 
Text submitted by web form to DMG Readers' Editor 18 December 2014: 
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An article of 19 August 2014 contributed to an inaccurate impression that 
world leaders pledged in 2000 to meet some easier targets than is in fact 
the case. The Millennium Development Goal targets were in fact proposed by 
the UN Secretariat in 2001. Some have easier baselines than the leaders 
pledged. There is no mention of the easier, backdated 1990 baseline in the 
leaders' Millennium Declaration. The Declaration specifically refers to the 
child and maternal mortality pledges as reductions from "current rates". 
 
It is perhaps undisputed that for citizens to hold governments to account, 
it is a prime function of good journalism to avoid getting the commitments 
wrong. Other articles on the website give a similar impression. Note: The 
word "goal" is often used to refer to the dated targets (see for example the 
Mail, 25 September: "several millennium development goals the United Nations 
has committed to achieving by next year"). This adds to the reasonableness 
of readers making the wrong inference from the Mail's coverage. 
 
19 August 2014 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-2728502/Malala-urges-young-people-campaign-
change.html 
"...U.N. Millennium Development Goals...World leaders agreed in 2000 on 
anti-poverty goals including cutting extreme poverty by half...and 
increasing the number of people with access to clean water and sanitation by 
the end of 2015." 
 
23 May 2014 
"...the millennium development goals (MDGs), which comprise eight [sic] 
targets that aim to significantly improve living standards for the world's 
poorest people by 2015. 
One of the commitments 
[sic] 
rich nations made as part of the MDGs 
[sic] ... 
Foreign Minister Julie Bishop says many nations won't reach their MDGs [sic 
- clearly "MDGs" refers to the targets] by 2015... 
She has argued that since the MDGs were forged in 2000 [sic], the focus has 
shifted..." 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/aap/article-2636991/Aid-cuts-unacceptable-UN-adviser.html 
 
21 March 2014 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-2585795/AP-Interview-Egyptian-fights-womens-
equality.html 
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"...the U.N. Millennium Development Goals adopted by world leaders in 
2000...The current goals include ...cutting extreme poverty by half..." 
 
"Current goals..." wrongly implies that "Goals...adopted ...in 2000" have 
the easier backdated baseline. 
 
22 March 2013 
"Eliasson told a press conference ....U.N. goal [sic] of halving the 
proportion of people without access to sanitation by the end of 2015. World 
leaders [sic] set a series of Millennium Development Goals [sic] to combat 
poverty at a summit in 2000..." 
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2297508/Six-world-s-seven-billion-people-mobile-phones--
4-5billion-toilet-says-UN-report.html 
 

 

 

 

.............................................................................. 
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"The General Assembly... 
 
6. Reaffirms its resolution 68/1, recalls the commitment made at the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development to strengthen the Economic and Social Council...as a principal organ in the 
integrated and coordinated follow-up of the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and 
summits in the economic, social, environmental and related fields..." 

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
69/214.  Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 
and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of  
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development 
19 December 2014 

 
 
 
 
 
"Our public audit perspective helps Parliament hold government to account...  

 
The Department’s priorities, in its 2014 Business Plan, are to:... 
 
• honour international commitments, including to support actions to achieve the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs); 

• drive transparency, value for money and open government..." 

 
UK National Audit Office  
The performance of the Department for International Development 2013-14 
December 2014 
https://www.nao.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/DFID-Departmental-overview1.pdf  
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"Through our International Development Working Group we will engage in debates around the 
successors to the Millennium Development Goals, and make the argument that for a ‘data revolution’ 
in development we need greater investment in national statistical offices" 

 
[! – It is clearly not just the availability of statistics that is lacking.  Other factors are honesty and/or 
competence by officials, politicians, academics, and professional organisations such as the Royal 
Statistical Society and its members in reporting statistics and commitments based on them.]  
 
The Royal Statistical Society Report and Financial Statements 31 December 2014 
www.rss.org.uk/Images/PDF/about/rss-final-full-accounts-2014.pdf  
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Even in 2015 governments reaffirmed the Millennium Declaration - but still wrongly claimed 
that what leaders agreed in 2000 was the easier "MDGs". 
 
 
 
"The EU and its Member States remain strongly committed to the Millennium Declaration" 

Statement by the  the European Union  
United Nations General Assembly Plenary Meeting 
8 January 2015 
http://web.archive.org/web/20150912024312/http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_15930_en.htm  

 
.................... 

 

 

"The Secretary of State for International Development (Justine Greening) 

In 2000, the international community agreed a simple and powerful set of objectives: nobody should 
live in extreme poverty… 

In those 15 years since the millennium development goals were agreed, [!] we have seen the greatest 
reduction of poverty in history.  
 
The MDGs inspired the international community to achieve amazing results: extreme poverty was cut 
in half by 2010, five years ahead of target;" 
 
[How does that fit with DFID's position since 2002, including hers, that data for some targets are not 
adequate? 
 
Hilary Been wrote to the Chairman of the House of Commons International Development Committee 
in 2003 that data on incomes were "patchy".  So how does Ms Greening have solid data from 1990?] 
 
 
"there have been visible improvements across all health targets; more than nine in every 10 children 
worldwide now have a primary education; and we are well on our way to tackling hunger and 
malnutrition.  
 
Of course the MDGs were to run for 15 years, so, as this House will know, 2015 is one of the most 
important years for the international community in recent memory." 
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Justine Greening  
15 January 2015 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2015-01-
28/debates/15012846000001/SustainableDevelopmentGoals 

 

 

 

 
 
Channel 4 News, UK: 
 
"the Millennium Development Goals were made in 2000... [!] 
 
"In the year 2000 the world agreed a series of ambitious targets called the millennium development 
goals. [!]  
 
[Incorrect as usual] 
 
The eight pledges [?] of the development goals ... 

In the 15 years [!] since the original millennium development goals were set, extreme poverty has 
been reduced by 50 per cent" 
 
[In 15 years?   
 
On what basis of data and reasoning is Channel 4 News making a categorical statement here?    
 
The figures are on money per person.  The adequacy of that money is a different matter.  The dollar 
figures fail to look at changing needs.    
 
Also the extent of poverty obviously depends on how many died, which the "dollar a day" figures say 
nothing about.] 
 
"the number of deaths of children under five years of age fell from 12.6 million [!] to 6.6 million" 
 
 
[Incorrect.   
 
In addition to understating the pledge, Channel 4 News exaggerates progress by giving the wrong 
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baseline figure.   
 
The estimate for "15 years" before is 9.7 million, not 12.6 million:  
https://www.unicef.org/media/files/Levels_and_Trends_in_Child_Mortality_2014.pdf , 
table 2, page 10. 
 
Note also: 
 
"the estimated global number of 6.3 million deaths in 2013 falls within the statistical confidence 
range of 6.1 to 6.7." 

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/news/releases/2014/child_mortality_estimates/en/ ] 
 

Channel 4 News 
15 January 2015 
https://www.channel4.com/news/poverty-could-increase-for-the-first-time-in-a-generation  

 

 
 
 

"Later this year, in September, the United Nations will host a major conference that will seek to 
replace the Millennium Development Goals, adopted in 2000" 

Christine Lagarde, Managing Director, International Monetary Fund 
January 15, 2015 
http://www.imf.org/external/np/speeches/2015/011515.htm 

 

 
 

 
"70 organisations and companies from over 20 countries around the world have come together with 
Transparency International to remind governments that to end poverty, you must end corruption. 

We are doing this now as talks are under way in New York to establish what priorities the United 
Nations with adopt in September 2015 to take forward the fight against poverty that was started in 
2000 with the Millennium Development Goals. 
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Transparency International and its partners are urging all those who have been contributing to the 
intergovernmental talks in New York from 19 to 21 January to prioritise fighting corruption and 
endorse a stand-alone goal for good governance." 

Transparency International 
Prioritising governance for sustainable development 
20 January 2015 
http://www.transparency.org/news/feature/prioritising_governance_for_sustainable_development   

 

 

Pogge kept telling academics, journalists and others that the Millennium Declaration and then the 
"MDGs" watered down leaders' promises, by changing from "number" to "proportion", changing the 
baseline and from world population to "developing countries".   
 
How have the myths persisted? 
 
 
"Beim Ernährungsgipfel 1996 in Rom war noch propagiert worden, die Anzahl der chronisch 
Unterernährten - damals 788 Millionen Menschen - zu halbieren.  
 
In der Milleniumserklärung im Jahr 2000 versprach man nur noch, ihren Anteil an der 
Weltbevölkerung zu halbieren.  
 
Weil die Bevölkerung aber wächst, dürfen nun plötzlich mehr Menschen Hunger leiden.  
 
Und selbst dieses Ziel wurde verwässert, als die Millenniums-Entwicklungsziele den Anfang der 
Messperiode auf 1990 zurückverlegten und vorsahen, den Anteil der Unterernährten an der 
schneller wachsenden Bevölkerung der Entwicklungsländer zu halbieren." 
 
Thomas Pogge 
Suddeutsche Zeitung 
22 January 2015 
http://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/philosoph-ueber-globale-gerechtigkeit-wie-die-vereinten-
nationen-den-hunger-kleinrechnen-1.2315642  
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Commentators aware of these problems may have neglected or understated the point that countries 
were still committed to the more ambitious promises.   

It is not clear to me that it is "good governance" to claim that international agreements with deadlines 
to achieve progress "expire" on those dates, rather than necessitating immediate action to achieve the 
targets as soon as possible afterwards.   

It is less clear to me that agreements without deadlines might "expire" just because associated specific 
targets reach deadlines.  

Politicians in power like to talk about "MDGs" expiring in 2015, but tend to be strangely quiet on 
commitments in the Millennium Declaration and elsewhere, even though there is no good reason to 
think they have any expiry date.   

 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals represent arguably the largest and most cohesive global 
collaboration to promote health, particularly child health, ever launched. 

As Patron of the Royal College of Paediatrics and Child Health, I am delighted to support this 
project, which was inaugurated by the United Nations at the 2000 Millennium Development summit 
[?] and endorsed by all member states. [?] The declaration [?] was philosophically based upon 
reaching ambitious yet potentially achievable targets by 2015 in eight [?] key areas: poverty; 
education; gender equality; child mortality; maternal health; HIV and malaria; environmental 
sustainability; and the promotion of global development." 
 
[MB: See below.] 

Princess Anne 
Archives of Disease in Childhood 
British Medical Journal 
22 January 2015 
http://adc.bmj.com/content/100/Suppl_1/i.full 

This public employee is confusing the narrow "MDG" targets with the wider Declaration and its 
generally more ambitious pledges reaffirmed ever since. 
 
In reality the Millennium Declaration's "key areas" include, for example, equality, governance, human 
rights, security and UN reform.   
 
The fact that they are key areas is visible from the chapter headings. 
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January 2015 email to John Micklethwait, editor of The Economist  
 
 
"There is no "1990" baseline in the Millennium Declaration. Please correct." 

 
The Economist: Again no response. 

 
 
In 2014 I had informed the Press Complaints Commission, after Mr Micklethwait had sent a 
purported reply, but in fact ignored the main complaint document:   
 
 
"There may have been a serious misunderstanding. There are significant differences between the 
points answered by the editor and my complaints... 
 
the wrong statement about the UN resolution... 
 
the Economist made a major error in claiming that the UN had met a pledge in the resolution of 
2000" 

 
 
..................................... 

 

Having ignored this point in his response in 2013, Mr Micklethwait had not responded to this 
communication in 2014 either.    
 
His magazine continued to mislead the public.    

 

 
 
Email of 26 January 2015 to Matthew Bishop, Globalisation Editor of The Economist: 
 
"Dear Mr Bishop... 
 
...wrong impression of world leaders' commitments at the Millennium Summit. 
 
There is no 1990 baseline in the Millennium Declaration. The child and maternal mortality 
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reductions specified are the same as in the MDG targets proposed in 2001: by two-thirds and three-
quarters. But the leaders committed themselves in 2000 to those reductions from "current 
rates"....The World in 2015 and the article of September 27... 
 
...General Assembly Resolution 55/2... 
 
I renew my proposal for a correction." 

 

The Economist: No response. 

 
 
The new editor, Ms Minton Beddoes, did not respond either, to email or a phone call to her office.   
 
 
Under Ms Minton Beddoes, The Economist again claimed that the Millennium Summit used a 1990 
baseline and that this supposed Millennium pledge was met five years early. 

Also strange was its claim in 2017 that the World Bank had "reliable data" about extreme poverty for 
2013. 
 
In reality, the Bank staff said the data were becoming less comparable across countries and for 
comparing different years.   The Bank staff mean the spending and income surveys and the guesses by 
researchers about the value of things people consume but do not buy.   
 
Those data are known to be unreliable.  Prices actually faced by poor people are not traditionally used 
at all.   Nor are estimates of needs.   Since there are no reliable estimates of water quality, it should be 
obvious that "consumption poverty" is not measured. 
 
Like the relevant World Bank staff, The Economist confuse prices with the cost of living. 
 
The proportion in poverty, like other "measures" which only look at living people, is the wrong 
approach in any case for people interested in poor people doing better, because the numbers depend 
on births and deaths. 
 
 
 
 
.................................................................................... 
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Sydney Morning Herald repeats the usual falsities about world leaders agreeing the 1990-baseline 
MDGs in 2000, and a "safe water" goal being met: 
 
 
February 8, 2015 
http://www.smh.com.au/world/how-eight-goals-helped-change-the-world-20150206-137w1c 

 
 

..................................................... 

 

 

  



1715 

10 February 2015 12:15 
To: Corrections 
 
Received on 10/02/2015 
 
Case Number 00993607 
 
Contact Name Matt Berkley 
 
... 
 
Complaint Description Dear Mr Bannister, 
 
I have yet to receive a response to the complaint of 18 December 2014. 
 
"An article of 19 August 2014 contributed to an inaccurate impression that 
world leaders pledged in 2000 to meet some easier targets than is in fact 
the case." 
 
The pledge is at 
 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm . 
 
The UN report over 9 million child deaths in 2000, the baseline for the 
pledge from "current rates". 
 
The UN report over 12 million child deaths in 1990, the baseline for the MDG 
target proposed in 2001. 
 
The difference since 2000 is several million child deaths. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Matt Berkley 
 
 
 
 
.............................................................................. 
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Early 2015:  Sydney Morning Herald does not respond to repeated request for correction. 

 

 

"In 2000, world leaders set out to halve 1990 extreme poverty and hunger rates by the end of 2015." 
 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/feb/19/millennium-development-goal-one-
poverty-hunger 

 

 

 

"the [2015 Summit] declaration needs to show the international community's resolve to fulfil the 
promise of the Millennium Declaration and Rio+20, completing and building on the unfinished 
business of the MDGs." 

17 February 2015, New York  
Statement on behalf of the European Union and its Member States 
delivered by Mr. Gustavo Martin Prada 
Director EU Development Policy - DG DEVCO,  
European Commission,  
at the United Nations Post-2015 Intergovernmental Negotiations 
http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_16119_en.htm 

 
 
 
 

Lionel Barber, Editor of the Financial Times through lawyer, 24 February 2015: 
 
"the aims adopted in 2000 have become widely known [!] simply as the MDGs." 

http://aboutus.ft.com/files/2010/09/Matt-Berkley-adjudication.pdf  
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"...essential contribution to achieving the internationally agreed development goals, including those 
contained in the Millennium Declaration." 

Group of 77 and China 
9 March 2015  
http://www.g77.org/statement/getstatement.php?id=150309c  
 
 
 
 
 

"DFID itself is changing as an organisation to deliver a smarter approach to aid that draws on the 
best of British expertise [!] that we have to offer other countries... 
 
I can’t really start talking about the future and what we’ve done, without reflecting just how far we’ve 
come in the battle against poverty since the world agreed the Millennium Development Goals back in 
2000" [!] 
 
"Since these 8 goals for tackling poverty were agreed... fewer people are going hungry."  
 
 
"We’ve also driven much greater transparency [!] and scrutiny of DFID’s work by setting up the 
Independent Commission for Aid Impact which scrutinises [!] everything we do." 

 

Comment:  Ms Greening contradicts herself about transparency by misleading the public on the UN's 
actual commitments.     
 
ICAI makes significant errors as documented in the present collection of evidence. 
 

"I’ve also been very clear that I want DFID to be drawing on the very best expertise, skills and brains 
we have here in Britain." 
 
Comment:  The UK Statistics Authority subsequently stated that it had brought the "widespread" 
confusion between Millennium pledges and "MDGs" to DFID's attention.   
 
After this, DFID has again misled the public in its Agenda 2030 document.  
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"Today I believe that the UK has one of the most pioneering, inventive, 21st Century approaches to 
development anywhere in the world. We set the agenda on things like rights for women and economic 
development." 
 
Comment:  The UK deceives women on what it pledged to them – not exactly consistent with human 
rights. 

 
Justine Greening, UK Secretary of State for International Development 
Speech at the Institute for Development Studies 
University of Sussex 
10 March 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/uk-aid-in-2015-the-progress-so-far-and-the-priorities-ahead 

 
 

 

 
 
"In 2000, states made an international development commitment  [!] — the UN Millennium 
Development Goals [!] — to be delivered by 2015." 

House of Commons - A 2010-15 progress report -  
Environmental Audit Committee 
Ordered to be printed 11 March 2015 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201415/cmselect/cmenvaud/885/88506.htm 

 

 
 

 

"the introduction of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000" 

UK House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published on 24 March 2015 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201415/cmselect/cmintdev/685/685.pdf 
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"When the Millennium Development Goals were adopted in 2000  
 

[!]  
 
they seemed Utopian. But the most important one  
 
 
[! - data known to be unreliable;  no estimate of inflation for the poor; no estimate of changing needs] 
 
was achieved five years early.  

[wrong baseline for what was "adopted in 2000"] 
 
This was to halve, by 2015, the share of people globally living on under $1.25 a day, which was 36% 
in 1990. ...more than 700m people struggled out of extreme poverty 
 
[strange categorical claim, since there are no official statistics on clean water, no estimates of inflation 
for the poor and no estimates of changing needs, and no estimates of assets or debts] 
 
 in that period. ... 

Of the other targets... Over 2.3 billion people got access to improved drinking water  
 
["improved" is not a Millennium pledge or an MDG target;  nor is it what the official monitors have 
statistics on: they consider the category of "improved sources" which may or may not mean 
"improved water"]  
 
between 1990 and 2012... 
 
[not what was "adopted in 2000", since leaders did not backdate the baseline to 1990;  OECD nations 
were told clearly in September 2000 by their officials that the MDG structure of 2001 did not have a 
1990 baseline either] 
 
...though the share of undernourished people has declined (from 24% in developing countries in 
1990-92 
 
[wrong baseline for the pledge;  wrong denominator, since neither the Millennium pledge nor the 
easier MDG target refers to "developing countries".   If they had, the targets would have been easier 
than they in fact are, since total population of "developing countries" was increasing faster than world 
population] 
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 to 14% in 2011-13), it will not have halved by 2015." 
 
The good, the bad and the hideous 
Mar 28th 2015 
From the print edition 
The Economist 
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21647316-which-mdgs-did-some-good-and-which-
sdgs-might-work-good-bad-and-hideous    

 
 
One of the three comments on the article is by MB: 
 
 

"This article makes the same major error as elsewhere in The Economist's coverage.  
 
The MDG targets for 2015 were not agreed in 2000.  
 
They were not agreed by 189 governments at the General Assembly at the Millennium Summit.  
 
The Millennium Declaration in fact has no 1990 backdated baseline.  
 
The Economist has for years confused the Declaration's pledges of 2000 with the MDG framework 
proposed by the Secretary-General in 2001, which does have the easier baseline. 
 
 I refer editorial staff to my complaint via the Press Complaints Commission of 2013; and my emails 
to the former editor and Matthew Bishop this year.  
 
I renew my call for correction, with a view to remedy of the false impression given to the public." 

Comments on The good, the bad and the hideous | The Economist 
http://www.economist.com/node/21647316/comments#comments 

 
 

The Economist's new editor Zanny Minton Beddoes, like the previous editor John Micklethwait and 
the Press Complaints Commission, failed to respond to the complaints on The Economist's 
understating UN pledges. 
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Editor of the Financial Times, through his Senior Legal Counsel, following complaint: 
 

"we have nevertheless considered it appropriate to amend a few words, as shown below in bold, to 
ensure sufficient accuracy" 

 
 
 
Financial Times Complaints Commissioner: 

 
"The Complainant...complained on 21 and 28 January 2015"  
 
 [in fact I had originally requested correction in December 2014 but received no response from the 
Financial Times]  
 
 
"about nine (9) articles in particular (but Financial Times’ precision generally) in respect of the 
Millennium Development Goals (“MDGs”). 
 
 
[In fact the concern is more about accuracy on world leaders' pledges, not the "MDGs" of less certain 
status in UN resolutions.] 
 
 
2. The Complainant draws attention to the distinction between the United Nations (“UN”) General 
Assembly Resolution 55/2 of 2000 (“the Millennium Declaration”) and the specific set of MDGs 
which were proposed by the Secretary-General of the UN in September 2001, which in some cases 
went beyond the leaders’ pledges in 2000."  
 
[The last part is true, but not very relevant.  Perhaps the writer means that the "MDGs" in some 
respects did not go as far as the existing pledges.] 
 
 
"3. The Complainant says this distinction is material because the Millennium Declaration included a 
pledge to reduce child and maternal mortality from “current rates”, whereas the MDGs introduced a 
“1990 baseline” which would be used to assess progress towards achieving the MDGs. 
 
 
4. Because, on the Complainant’s case, “current rates” in 2000 meant “2000 rates” not “1990 
rates", and because the “1990 baseline” makes the MDGs easier to achieve than the pledges on a 
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“2000 baseline” implied in the Millennium Declaration, the Complainant says this constitutes an 
inaccuracy in the reporting of the MDGs." 

[See above.] 
 

"In particular, the Complainant complains of phrases such as “the MDGs, adopted/agreed in 2000” 
as being inaccurate." 
 
 
"I have no doubt that the Complainant is correct that there is a material distinction between the 1990 
baseline” and a 2000 baseline” (assuming that he is correct that a 2000 baseline” is implicit in 
current rates" in the Millennium Declaration).  
 
Had the articles suggested otherwise [?], this would have been [?] a highly-material inaccuracy of 
fact...." 
 
 

 

 

"Clause 1.1 will only be breached if the Press has not taken care to avoid publishing inaccurate 
information.  
 
It is a rule against slapdash journalism that is negligent in setting out the facts. It is not a rule which 
is breached by the mere presence of any inaccuracy however minor. [!]  
 
It is breached only by such inaccuracies that a careful newsroom could and should have avoided 
publishing... 
 
If any of the articles had [?] been specifically about the appropriate baseline, and whether the MDGs 
were being achieved (on a particular basis), I might have been inclined to find a breach" 
 
"I am far from sure I would have deemed the inaccuracies sufficiently significant as to have required 
correction/clarification" 

"Having been put on-notice of the important distinction between the possible baselines, and the ways 
in which the MDGs may differ from the Millennium Declaration (as affirmed unamended in 2005), it 
would be disappointing if future articles in Financial Times were to elide the two, or fail to recognise 
the distinction.  
 
Were it particularly germane to the particular article, my decision under Clause 1.1 might be 
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different now that the Complainant has put Financial Times on notice of this potentially important 
question of fact" 

[The Financial Times had itself reported in 2005 that the US ambassador to the UN claimed it 
supported the declaration but not the "MDGs".    The newspaper had been "on notice" since, if not 
before, December 2014.]   

 
Financial Times complaints commissioner 
Adjudication dated 29 March 2015 
Sent to complainant 8 April 2015 
http://aboutus.ft.com/files/2010/09/Matt-Berkley-adjudication.pdf  

  

 
After the ruling, the Financial Times continued to do exactly what its complaints commissioner 
expressed concern about.  
 
 
 
 
 

 

"Millennium Development Goals, which guided global development efforts in the years 2000-
2015....In September 2000, the UN General Assembly adopted the “Millennium Declaration,” which 
included the MDGs. " 

Jeffrey Sachs 
30 March 2015 
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/sustainable-development-goals-shift-by-jeffrey-d-
sachs-2015-03 
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Above: BBC More or Less on Hans Rosling. 

 

 
Below:  More fiction. 
 

"You suggest that the world is likely to fall far short of the ambitious ["Millennium Development 
Goal"] targets that were set in 2000 [!] of reducing child mortality by two-thirds and maternal 
mortality by three-quarters by 2015. In practice, however, the world will actually come far closer to 
achieving these goals than sceptics believed when they were adopted. [!] 
 
Many developing countries, including Ethiopia, Tanzania, Malawi, and Bangladesh, have met the 
child- mortality goal ahead of schedule..[!]." 

Mark Suzman 
President, Global Policy and Advocacy 
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation 
Seattle 
11 April 2015 
http://www.economist.com/news/letters/21647947-letters  
 
 

 
MB: Mr Suzman was wrong that the "MDG" targets were what was adopted in 2000. 
 
He was also wrong in claiming the targets agreed in 2000 were met in any of those countries, if the 
official statistics are to be believed. 
 
The UN Statistics Division figures for 2000 and 2013 per 1000 live births were: 
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Bangladesh 81 reduced to 41 
Ethiopia 146 to 64 
Malawi 174 to 689 
Tanzania 132 to 52 

http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Data.aspx  

The target Mr Suzman mentions, "set in 2000", was to achieve 33% or lower of "current rates". 

While there may be argument as to whether leaders then meant in each country or globally, that does 
not affect the writers' claims. 
 
The above reported rates in 2013 were, compared to 2000: 

Bangladesh 47%  
Ethiopia 44% 
Malawi 39% 
Tanzania 39% 

So none of these countries achieved, according to the then current UN figures, what the Gates 
Foundation employee claims.  

 

………...…………. 

 

"For me as Prime Minister, central to my sense of purpose was ensuring every child received a high 

quality education and the best start in life. Now I am pursuing that purpose globally. A little over a 
year ago, I was approached to become Chair of the Global Partnership for Education –an initiative 
that brings together donor governments, private philanthropy, civil society, the private sector and the 
world’s poorest countries to ensure that children in those countries have access to quality education.  
 
Our immediate mission is to fulfil the Millennium Development Goal agreed to by the United 

Nations in 2000 [!] that there would be universal access to [!] primary school."  
 
[The "MDGs" were not what was agreed in 2000, and this education pledge (not just a "goal") was for 
universal completion of a full course of primary education - not just "access to primary school".] 
 
 
Julia Gillard: 2015 Speech : Jessie Street Trust 
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Sydney 

17 April 2015 
https://jessiestreettrust.org.au/annual-lunch-fundraiser/previous-speakers/julia-gillard-jst-speech/ 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
Bjørn Lomborg 
The Nobel Laureates Guide to the Smartest Targets for the World 
20 April 2015 
 
 
 
................................. 
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"It is necessary to conclude a genuine intergovernmental negotiation among UN member states, to 
create a real political commitment, in order not to repeat the mistakes of the MDGs, that were not 
created nor agreed governmentally..." 

Asociacion Cubana de las Naciones Unidas  
(Cuban United Nations Association, a non-governmental organisation) 
27 April 2015 
http://esango.un.org/irene/?page=viewContent&nr=18662&type=8&section=8  

  

 
 

 
"We are faced with unique opportunities and responsibilities over the coming months. We should be 
excited by the emerging Sustainable Development Goals. They have the potential to rekindle the spirit 
of solidarity that underpinned the Millennium Declaration.  
 
We have a collective responsibility to deliver on our promises" 
 
[!] 

Official visit of Ban Ki-moon, United Nations Secretary-General, to the OECD 
28 April 2015 
http://www.oecd.org/about/secretary-general/introduction-of-united-nations-secretary-general-ban-ki-
moon-at-oecd-28-april-2015.htm 

  

 

Note: 
 
In 2000 and 2001 the General Assembly asked the Secretary-General to report on  
progress on the Millennium Declaration commitments, formally agreed. 
 
Instead, Mr Annan and Mr Ban reported on the mostly easier and narrower  
MDG targets, of more dubious formal standing.  
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Mr Ban's 2015 Report on the Work of the Organization entirely omits the Millennium Declaration and 
Millennium Summit.  

 
 
............................................. 
 
 
 

"Partners announce collaboration to bolster dialogue, increase and enhance reporting about the next 
set of global development goals 

 
This partnership was announced today with Jynwel Foundation and Thomson Reuters Foundation... 

Why communications matter  [!] in 2015 

The new “global goals” build on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) -- a commitment by the 
UN to increase peace and build a healthier global economy from 2000-2015" [!] 
 
United Nations Foundation - Partners announce collaboration to bolster dialogue, increase and 
enhance reporting about the next set of global development goals 
23 April 2015 
http://www.unfoundation.org/news-and-media/press-releases/2015/Partners-announce-collaboration-
global-development-goals.html 

 
 

 

"Thomson Reuters Foundation has partnered with the United Nations Foundation to train over 500 
journalists, government and non-governmental leaders worldwide ahead of landmark United Nations 
Summits on sustainable development and climate change by mid-August 2015." 

Course 
Thomson Reuters Foundation News 
http://news.trust.org//course/?id=a05D000000ctqV5IAI  
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"From 2000 to 2015, the UN’s Millennium Development Goals were dedicated to creating a healthier 
global economy by focusing on issues such as poverty, children’s health, sustainability, disease, and 
the empowerment of women. ... 
 
Aaron Sherinian, chief communications and marketing officer for the UN Foundation, said starting 
the conversation ahead of the events is an important way to get on the radar of stakeholders and key 
audiences. 

"It’s a good time for the PR industry to start helping think through how organizations can shape the 
narrative about how they’re engaged," he added. ... 
 
"The idea is that journalists, editors, and media executives, as well as professionals, spokespeople, 
and NGO experts should all be in the same room learning what’s going on, getting the basic tools, the 
basic information, and expert briefings," [!] he explained." 

UN Foundation to educate [!] PR pros, media on future global goals 
PR Week 
1 May 2015 
http://www.prweek.com/article/1345427/un-foundation-educate-pr-pros-media-future-global-goals  

 

 

 

"We all know that the data aren’t good enough.  For some issues, such as maternal mortality, the data 
are so poor that the real rate at which women are dying might be twice as high as we think it is.  This 
matters.  
 
Governments cannot plan and deliver effective services, if they don’t know the scale and the 
distribution of the problems they are trying to solve.  
 
People and organisations cannot hold those governments to account if they don’t know how and 
where money is spent, and what the outcomes are." 

[MB: The UN expert group of which the writer was secretary, and her own work, have hindered 
people from holding governments to account by misrepresenting easier targets as world leaders' 
promises of 2000.] 
 
Claire Melamed 
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Welcome to the data revolution 
Development Progress 
1 May 2015 
http://www.developmentprogress.org/blog/2015/05/01/welcome-data-revolution 

 

 

 
WHO substitutes an easier reference population which is not in the official MDG list:  

 

"The proportion of underweight children in developing countries has declined from 28% to 17% 
between 1990 and 2013. This rate of progress is close to the rate required to meet the MDG target" 
 
[MB: which is not on developing countries: see below] 

May 2015 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs290/en/ 

 

Comment: 

As Thomas Pogge has pointed out, reducing the proportion in "developing countries" is easier than in 
the "world". 

This is because even if the number of deprived people stays the same, the faster rise in total 
population in those countries reduces the proportion of deprived people faster. 

However, this misinformation is not as significant as implying the 1990-baseline MDGs were set by 
world leaders in 2000.  
 
The same WHO "factsheet" does so - like much other information such as: 
 

"The MDGs are derived from this Declaration" 

WHO | Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
http://www.who.int/topics/millennium_development_goals/en/ 
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"We have committed to reducing maternal mortality, improving maternal health and combating HIV 
and AIDS, malaria and other diseases in developing countries as part of the Millennium 

Development Goals, a series of targets agreed at the UN in 2000. 3 of these goals are about 
improving health by 2015." 

UK Government 
Updated 8 May 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-health-in-developing-
countries/2010-to-2015-government-policy-health-in-developing-countries 

 

 
 

"We have committed to providing clean water and sanitation in developing countries as part of the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), a series of targets agreed at the UN in 2000.   
 
[!] 
 
Target 7 of the MDGs is about environmental sustainability.  
 
Part of it is a commitment to halve, by 2015, the proportion of the population without access to safe 
drinking water and basic sanitation." 

UK Government 
Updated 8 May 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-water-and-sanitation-
in-developing-countries/2010-to-2015-government-policy-water-and-sanitation-in-developing-
countries 

 

 

 

 

"China's Position Paper on the Post-2015 Development Agenda 

2015/05/13 
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I. Preface 

 

The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), formulated on the basis of the Millennium 

Declaration during the Millennium Summit of the United Nations in 2000, [!] are the most 
comprehensive, authoritative, and systematic international development goals to date.  
 
Since the establishment of the MDGs 15 years ago, [!] the international community has seen much 
positive progress in implementing the Goals.  
 
Many [?] of the targets—such as eradicating [?] extreme poverty, providing access to safe [!] 
drinking water, eliminating gender disparity in primary education, combating malaria, and improving 
the lives of slum dwellers—have been met or are nearing achievement.   
 
At the same time, however, countries around the world still face serious challenges in health, 
environment and other areas. " 

 

China's Position Paper on the Post-2015 Development Agenda 
13 May 2015 
http://mt.chineseembassy.org/eng/zyxwdt/t1263455.htm 

 

 
 
 

"In 2000, the world signed up to the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), a set of eight goals and 
18 associated targets for human development, to be achieved by the end of 2015." 

UK Parliament staff 
Foreign affairs: Key issues for the 2015 Parliament 
https://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/research/key-issues-parliament-2015/foreign-affairs/ 

 
 
 

 

"In 2000, the world signed up to the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), a set of eight goals and 
18 associated targets for human development, to be achieved by the end of 2015." 
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Key Issues for the 2015 Parliament 
Published Tuesday, May 19, 2015 
House of Commons Library 
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CBP-7189/CBP-7189.pdf 

 

The same document reads: 
 
"...democracy and political debate can have no life or meaning if it is not well-informed. 

...The House of Commons Library...provides a dedicated research service consisting of 60 experts, 
experienced in providing impartial and authoritative briefing for Members from all sides of the 
House. They are able to separate fact from fiction....you can be confident that all responses will have 
certain qualities in common. 

• They will be reliable. We understand the importance of accuracy, and the consequences of mistakes, 
in public debate.... 

The research service also publishes pre-prepared briefings on topical issues and in-depth analysis of 
every major piece of primary legislation. Though they are available publicly on the Parliament 
website, they are written with the needs of MPs and their staff in mind, and are underpinned by the 
same principles of impartiality and accuracy. 

In this book, you will find examples of the kind of work at which the Library excels. I hope it proves a 
useful and topical guide to the issues of interest to the new Parliament, and an insight into the quality 
of work you can expect from our research service. 

Penny Young  
Librarian and Director General,  
Information Services" 
 
 

......................................................................................... 

 
 

 

"At least 72 countries have met the millennium development goal (MDG) to halve, between 1990 and 
2015, the proportion of undernourished people, the FAO said" 
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[Guardian repeats bogus FAO claim based on including a fictional MDG criterion of "under 5 per 
cent undernourished people", as well as the misleading idea that these were the "Millennium" goals.  
 
The data are known to be unreliable in any case;  also the WHO indicator is lagging behind the one 
which does exist and the Guardian relies on.] 

Social protection schemes hold key to beating world hunger, says UN 
The Guardian 
May 2015 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/may/27/hunger-social-protection-schemes-
food-insecurity-fao-inequality 
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True to the pattern in the media, the Financial Times misleads again even after its senior counsel had 
replied on the issue on behalf of the editor: 

 

"(MDGs)...have shaped development since 2000 [!]"... 

" “...MDGs when they were developed 15 years ago,” [!] says Mark Devadason..." 

"John Fallon, chief executive of the education firm Pearson, which owns the FT, says he hopes the 
introduction of the SDGs will bring a sharper focus on the outcomes of firms’ social responsibility 
work." 

Financial Times 
2 June 2015  
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/9562aad6-f7ee-11e4-8bd5-00144feab7de.html 
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FAO claim countries "met" Millennium hunger target  - using a fictional objective as well as 

fictional baseline (2015) 

 
 
 
The official UN hunger report is named State of Food Insecurity in the World.   
 
It is produced by the Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO), the International Fund for 
Agriculture and Development (IFAD) and the World Food Programme (WFP). 
 
The 2015 report mentions a slightly easier target for the proportion of undernourished people in 
"developing countries" as a group, which is not in the Millennium Declaration or the MDG official 
list.   
 
It is slightly easier than the global targets in the Declaration and the MDG list because, as Thomas 
Pogge has pointed out, total population rises faster in those countries than globally..   

The FAO have also misreported the World Food Summit and Millennium pledges by backdating the 
baselines.   
 
And the statistics are not on malnutrition but calories, and not reliable.  
 
In addition, the FAO include at least 12 countries as "achieving" the MDG target when, by the official 
MDG list and methods, they did not. 
 
The FAO claimed 72 countries "achieved MDG 1c" by including:  

a) an unspecified number of countries which "brought hunger below 5 per cent" and  

b) 12 countries which "kept hunger close to or below 5 per cent". 

 

A ridiculous example is this: 

 
"Completing the MDG round... 

According to SOFI 2015 [FAO] estimates, Costa Rica has reached the MDG1 hunger target. The 
[prevalence of undernourishment] has decreased from 5.2 percent in 1990-92 to 4.99 percent in 2014-
16. During the same period, the [number of undernourished] has increased from 0.16 million to 
0.25 million people." 

https://web.archive.org/web/20150613012334/http://www.fao.org/post-2015-mdg/awards/en/ 
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The FAO's own figures for their claim that Costa Rica has met the MDG target of halving the 
proportion of undernourished people look like this: 
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More information: millenniumdeclaration.org/hunger.pdf  
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WJEC makes two errors in one exam question.   Can you spot the other one? 
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Another UK school examination board: 
 
 
:

  
 
 
 
"General Certificate of Secondary Education 

 
2015 
 
MARK 
SCHEME 
 

Geography 
 
Unit 2: Living in Our World 
 
Higher Tier 
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[GGG22] 
 
WEDNESDAY 3 JUNE, AFTERNOON 
 
General Marking Instructions 
 
Introduction 
 
Mark schemes are intended to ensure that the GCSE examinations are marked consistently and fairly. 
 
...Level 3 ([4]) 

A more detailed answer that describes in depth one strategy including specific information on how 
this will reduce the global development gap, e.g. Millennium Development Goals have been used by 
the UN to reduce world poverty.  
 
 
In 2000, countries signed up and agreed to these goals ... 

 
9565.01 GGG22 GCSE Geography (H) 2 MS summer 2015.indd 
 
 
CCEA (Northern Ireland school examination board) 
GCSE geography mark scheme 
2015 

 
 

 

 
………………………………………… 

 

 

"the persistence of maternal mortality motivated world leaders in 2000 to include it in the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). [!]  
 
...Between 1990 and 2013, the worldwide maternal mortality ratio declined by 45%" 
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[Wrong baseline for leaders' pledge. 
Leaders made a pledge, not just a goal. 
Data acknowledged by World Bank and others for many years as unreliable.] 
 
Melinda Gates  
The Lancet 
5 June 2015 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)60940-0 
http://press.thelancet.com/WomenCommissionCMT2.pdf  
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The FAO and yet another bogus "target" 

 

 

"Seventy-two countries [!] achieve the MDG target to halve 

proportion of hungry people 

Award ceremony recognizes global efforts towards eradicating hunger 
 

 

Representatives of some of the 72 countries recognized today for achievements in tackling hunger, with FAO's Director-General José Graziano 
da Silva. 

 

 
7 June 2015, Rome - An international awards ceremony today recognized the great effort made by 
countries around the world which has led to the near achievement of the Millennium Development 
Goal (MDG) target to halve the proportion of hungry people by a 2015 deadline, or bringing it below 

the 5 percent threshold.  
 
[! - nothing to do with the Millennium pledge or "MDGs".] 
 
A majority - 72 [!] out of 129 - of the countries monitored by FAO have achieved the MDG target, 
with developing regions as a whole  
 
[wrong population making it easier to meet] 
 
missing it by a small margin.  
 
Out of the total 72 countries, 29 have also met the more stringent goal to halve the number of hungry 
people as laid out by governments when they met in Rome at the World Food Summit (WFS) in 1996. 
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[The baseline was 1996 as official documents subsequently said, not 1990-2 as the FAO now claims.] 
 
... 
 
FAO Director-General José Graziano da Silva paid tribute to these achievements at the ceremony 
which was held at the Organization's headquarters. 
 
"Since 1990, 216 million people have been freed from hunger," he said. 
 

[That is a fundamental error about what population statistics are.   
 
They are not what happened to individuals, but numbers of people alive at different times, some of 
whom are different.   Many millions were born, and many died.   
 
It might be fair to say that more were freed from hunger because of population growth, but he does 
not know how many hungry people died or were born;  and his statistics are neither reliable nor very 
sensible, since they relate to calories.   
 
Also, they are not "freed from hunger" if they are only freed from chronic lack of calories. 
 
The whole exercise is, for many countries, misleading because of the unavailability of data and the 
unsatisfactory nature of the aim – even apart from what is hard to explain otherwise than as the 
fraudulent substitution of targets.    
 
In the 1940s, people were interested in the quality of the diet.    
 
In 2015, governments were patting themselves on the back for a calorie target, using statistics based 
on unreliable national statistics and guesswork about distribution and wastage.] 
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FAO Awards 

 
Country achievements 2015 

 
Frequently Asked Questions on the MDG and WFS hunger targets 
 

International targets in the fight against hunger 

  

1.      Which countries are being recognized?  

On 7 June 2015, FAO recognizes the following countries for reaching the Millennium Development 
Goal 1 (MDG1)  target: Angola, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China, Costa Rica, Dominican 
Republic, Gabon, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Mali, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Solomon 
Islands, Suriname and Uzbekistan.  

Angola, China, Dominican Republic, Gabon and Myanmar are also being honoured for meeting the 
more stringent World Food Summit goal of 1996.  
 
 

2. Why are only these countries being recognized? 
 
These countries are being recognized because, according to FAO estimates, they have been able to 
significantly reduce undernourishment in their populations, thus achieving the hunger targets agreed 
upon either at the 1996 World Food Summit or in the Millennium Declaration in 2000.  
 
 
[! – Wrong baselines, and wrongly including countries that supposedly ended up with "under 5 per 
cent"] 
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1747 

 

United Nations: A Very Short Introduction 
Second Edition 
Oxford University Press 
2015  
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Below are Pearson Edexcel errors on world leaders’ pledges at the Millennium Summit;  "clean" 
water. 
 
It is unclear why the material makes its statement about the "MDGs" being the first quantified targets. 
 
The section on "progress on meeting Millennium Development Goals" seems to mention an 
unreasonably small number of targets. 
 
There is no "goal" or target on "Proportion of population using an improved drinking water source".   
The statistics therefore do not relate in the way the material implies, to the MDG target. 
 
The baseline for water is also wrong. 
 

 
……………………….. 
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Pearson Edexcel GCE 

 
P44084A 
 
©2015 Pearson Education Ltd. 
1/1/1/1 
 
 

6GL02/01 
 
Tuesday 9 June 2015 – Morning 
Time: 1 hour 45 minutes 
 

Global Development 
 
Advanced Subsidiary 
Unit 2: Resource Booklet 
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Above:  Contrary to Pearson's claims, there are no goals for "enrolment" or "improved water sources", 
and no 1990 baseline in the Millennium Declaration.  
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Letter to The Lancet  
 
12 June 2015 

 

Error on commitments in Millennium Declaration  

Like many people - including me in the past, and Lancet staff and other contributors - Norheim and 
colleagues make an error. Millennium Development Goals targeting reductions by 2015 were not 
"adopted in 2000" (1).  

Similarly, Gates says "the persistence of maternal mortality motivated world leaders in 2000 to 
include it in the Millennium Development Goals" (2).  

Official MDG list based on Secretary-General's proposals of 2001:  
"Goals and Targets (from the Millennium Declaration) ...  
- Reduce by two-thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate...  
- Reduce by three quarters, between 1990 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio ...". (3)  

Millennium Declaration:  
"We resolve...by the year 2015...to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five 
child mortality by two thirds, of their current rates." (4).  

There are some implications for both international and national accountability.  

Yours sincerely,  

 
Matt Berkley  

  

  

Notes  

"During the...Millennium Summit in 2000, 147 heads of state gathered and adopted the Millennium 
Development Goals...with quantitative targets set for the year 2015." (5)  

A co-author of a 2005 article published by The Lancet containing the error:  
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"During the...Millennium Summit in 2000, 147 heads of state gathered and adopted the Millennium 
Development Goals...relative to 1990" (6)  

later published the correct position:  

"Myth 4: The Millennium Declaration established 1990 baselines" (7).  

The MDG framework was proposed by the Secretary-General on 6 September 2001 in a "Road Map 
towards the Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration". (8)  

On 6 November 2001 the heads of UNDP, UNICEF, WFP and UNFPA announced to UN country 
representatives, "The International Development Goals (IDGs) and the development goals contained 
in the Millennium Declaration have recently been merged under the designation of "Millennium 
Development Goals" (MDGs). They have been agreed by the United Nations system, World Bank, 
International Monetary Fund, and OECD/DAC." (9)  

[They] attached a guidance note for country reporting. This stated that the text of the Declaration 
"would imply" a baseline of 2000 for both the mortality and other relevant pledges. (10).  

It was only after civil servants changed the baseline that the General Assembly passed a resolution on 
the "road map" containing the change.  

In December 2001 the General Assembly did not say it "adopted" the new targets but recommended 
"that the "road map" be considered as a useful guide in the implementation of the Millennium 
Declaration".  

Even then it requested  

"the Secretary-General to prepare an annual report and a comprehensive report every five years on 
progress...towards implementing the Millennium Declaration, drawing upon the "road map"...while 
the quinquennial comprehensive reports examine progress achieved towards implementing all the 
commitments made in the Declaration".  

It looks like member states were asking the Secretary-General to report not just on the generally easier 
MDG4 and MDG5 but on their pledges of 2000.  

This interpretation is boosted by the fact that they at the same time invited "specific measures to give 
widespread publicity to the Millennium Declaration".  

http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/56_95/a_res56_95e.pdf  

National leaders did not make any explicit statement at the UN on MDGs until September 2005 (11).  
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The USA's position earlier in 2005 emphasised that the MDG framework was "solely a Secretariat 
product" and not formally endorsed by the UN membership (12).  

The leaders reaffirmed the Declaration in 2005 (13) and 2013 (14).  
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[End of letter to the Lancet 12 June 2015] 
 
 

..................................................... 
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Thomas Pogge and Mitu Sengupta: 
 

 
"The United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) is scheduled to adopt its 2015-2030 development 
agenda in September 2015: the Sustainable Development Goals.   
 
…the draft ought  

 

to identify actors responsible for specific achievements,  
 
to envision structural reforms in the global institutional order,  
 
to provide for objective and precise progress measurement, and  
 
to include stronger human rights language.  
 
In addition, particular goals and their means of implementation should be redrafted or strengthened 
to ensure that they project their full moral force and appeal.  A better pact is possible; the UNGA 
must adopt goals reflecting a genuine commitment to a livable future for all.  
 
… 
 
The Sustainable Development Goals...replace the Millennium Development Goals (“MDGs”), which 
held sway during 2000 [!] to 2015. 2 ... 
 
 

2 See, Background to the Millennium Development Goals... 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/bkgd.shtml ... 
 
… 
 
Accountability is the key to effective development goals.6  While the SDGs include goal-specific 
means of implementation (“MOI”),7 they fail to specify who is responsible for each proposed goal 
and who is supposed to do what to get each goal accomplished. Without detailing such specific 
responsibilities, the proposed SDGs leave too much of the work to the poorer countries and remain a 
mere wish list with little moral force. 8 
 
For example, Target 5.1—“End all forms of discrimination against all women and girls 
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everywhere”—fails to identify to whom this instruction is directed.   
 
It fails to specify or to distinguish among the efforts required from states acting domestically, states 
acting beyond their own borders, and multinational enterprises.   
 
Similarly, Target 2.1 — 
 
“By 2030, end hunger and ensure access by all people, in particular the poor and people in 
vulnerable situations, including infants, to safe, nutritious and sufficient food all year round” 
 
— also fails to formulate and to specify responsibilities. 
 

Without holding particular actors accountable, the most capable agents best placed to advance the 

objective will also be the parties best able to divert attention away from themselves. 9   
 
As a result, the poorest nations might be blamed for failing to reduce their hunger rate down from 60 
percent to 30 percent, for example, while an upper-middle-income country prides itself on having 
accomplished the much less demanding task of reducing its hunger rate from 0.6 percent to 0.3 
percent.  

This kind of inequitable allocation of burdens and blame is precisely what happened with the MDGs, 
where the poorest countries were blamed for not reducing their huge deprivation rates fast enough.   
 
… 

…final revision of the draft, which now only calls broadly for a reduction in “illicit financial and 
arms flows” (Target 16.4) and for cooperation toward improving poor countries’ capacity for tax and 
revenue collection (Target 17.1).  The draft does not specify who is supposed to reduce those flows 
and who is supposed to engage in this cooperation.  

Any serious attempt to render our financial system less conducive to illicit financial flows must insist 
on stand-alone targets that name responsible agents and specify their tasks. 
 
… 
 
The new agenda does not emphasize the imperative to respect, protect, and fulfill human rights, nor 
recognize their universality, indivisibility, and interdependence.17   
 
Given that the SDGs are non-binding and aspirational in nature, it should not be too hard to get 
governments to agree to include strong, human rights-affirming language.18  
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One problem of the SDG draft is that basic rights that could have been characterized as human 

rights are not characterized as such.   
 
Thus, access to water, sanitation, and food,19 as included in Goals 2 and 6, are not framed as human 

rights. 
 
 
 
6 See generally United Nations Human Rights, Who Will be Accountable? Human Rights and the 
Post-2015 Development Agenda (2013), available at 
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/WhoWillBeAccountable.pdf.  

 

 

7 For a review of some of the discussion involved in developing these MOI, see OWG on SDGs 
discusses Means of Implementation, UN Non-Governmental Liaison Service, http://www.un-
ngls.org/spip.php?page=article_s&id_article=4383 (last visited Feb. 7, 2015).  

 

 

8 “Achievement of the Millennium Development Goals has been hampered by the ad hoc and 
voluntary character of their information disclosure, monitoring and reporting mechanisms.”  
United Nations Human Rights, supra note 6. 
 
                                                       

9 “The absence of clearly defined duties and responsibilities has made it easier for Governments and 
other actors to abdicate responsibility and blame others for underperformance.”  Id. at 4.  
 

10 See, e.g., Matthew Clarke & Simon Feeny, Old Challenges and New Opportunities for the MDGs: 
Now and Beyond 2015, 16 J. ASIA PACIFIC ECON. 509, 512-13 (2011); see also William Easterly, 
How the Millennium Development Goals are Unfair to Africa, 37 WORLD DEV. 26, 26 (2009); Mac 
Darrow, The Millennium Development Goals: Milestones or Millstones? Human Rights Priorities for 
the Post-2015 Development Agenda, 15 YALE HUM. RTS. & DEV. L.J. 55, 65-66 (2012)."  
 
 
Thomas Pogge and Mitu Sengupta 
The Sustainable Development Goals as Drafted: Nice Idea, Poor Execution 
"This essay is based on an analysis of the SDG draft that the authors composed for Academics Stand 
Against Poverty (www.academicsstand.org)." 
Washington International Law Journal  
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June 2015 
https://digital.law.washington.edu/dspace-
law/bitstream/handle/1773.1/1498/24WILJ0571a.pdf?sequence=4&isAllowed=y 

 

 
 

…………………………………………. 
 
 
 
 
A WHO "fact sheet" that does not make sense, because it makes conflicting statements: 

 
 

"Globally, at least 1.8 billion people use a drinking-water source contaminated with faeces.  

...Goal (MDG 7) on drinking-water was met globally in 2010. The target was to halve the proportion 
of the world’s population without sustainable access to safe water. ... 

The MDG water target is measured by the proxy indicator of use of ‘improved’ or ‘unimproved’ 
drinking-water sources. But ‘improved sources’ are not necessarily safe.  
 
At least 1.8 billion people use a drinking-water source that is contaminated with faecal matter. A 
substantial proportion of water supplied through pipes is contaminated, especially where water 
supply is intermittent or treatment is inadequate. Even where the source is good, water can be 
contaminated while being transported or stored, especially in environments where sanitation is 
inadequate."  

World Health Organisation 
June 2015 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs391/en/ 
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"Since 2000... the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) have enabled agencies and donors to 
share common high-level objectives" 

Independent Commission for Aid Impact  
How DFID works with multilateral agencies to achieve impact 
Report 44 
June 2015  
http://icai.independent.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/ICAI-Report-How-DFID-works-with-multilateral-
agencies-to-achieve-impact.pdf 
 

 

 
"cuando la comunidad mundial se comprometió con los Objetivos de Desarrollo del Milenio (ODM) 
en 2000." 
 
UNICEF 
June 2015 
https://www.unicef.es/sites/www.unicef.es/files/progreso_para_la_infancia.pdf 
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Reuters, like the New York Times and other organisations, give a different baseline for 
Millennium pledges in 2000 and 2015 
 
 
 
7 June 2015: 
 
Reuters Online Support 
 
Ticket #57974: Correction  
 
[Original request to Reuters:] 

The eight MDGs were not set by the UN in 2000. They were proposed by Kofi Annan in 2001. Any 
claim that they were "set by the United Nations" would seem to need evidence from a specific UN 
resolution. 

The only resolution of 2001 referring to Mr Annan's proposals welcomes his report as a "useful 
guide" for implementing the Millennium Declaration. The 2005 resolution at the leaders' World 
Summit reaffirmed the Declaration. 

A significant number of readers would have had some idea that leaders made pledges at the 
Millennium Summit. 

It is not clear what other event in 2000 readers might think Reuters is referring to. 

There is no 1990 baseline - which would be generally easier than the pledge - in the leaders' 
Declaration. 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

I propose that Reuters correct not just any relevant stories but the impression given to the public 
through misleading references in its output. 

 

 
 
Reuters, June 8 2015: 

Karen Pastor  

Thomson Reuters 



1763 

...Your comments have been passed on to our editorial team…. 

The Reuters.com Team 

 

 
 
Reuters, June 9 2015: 

"CORRECTED [!] 

... (Corrects [!] that Millennium Development Goals are agreed upon by world leaders, ...)...  
 
...one of eight international development goals agreed upon by world leaders in 2000, [!] was to halve 
the proportion of hungry people around the world by 2015 from 1990 [!] levels."  
 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/06/09/food-un-asiapac-idUSL3N0YJ2DA20150609 

 

 

 
To Reuters, 1 July 2015: 

 
"I am afraid you have a systemic problem. 

In this particular case, the "corrected" version is more misleading. 

I was not informed of the amendment of 9 June. 

I only became aware of it today, 1 July. 

[I quoted the "correction" and wrote:] 
 
 
As I informed Reuters on 7 June, 

"There is no 1990 baseline...in the leaders' Declaration.  

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm" . 
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"We, Heads of State and Government...resolve...by the year 2015...dollar a day...hunger...water… ....  

...to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child mortality by two thirds, 
of their current rates"  

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

"The declaration endorsed ...halving by the year 2015 the 22 percent of the world's population now 
existing on less than a dollar a day."  

Reuters TV, 8 September 2000  

http://www.itnsource.com/en/shotlist/RTV/2000/09/08/009080017/?s=millennium%20summit" 

Ticket #57974: Correction  
 
 

http://www.millenniumdeclaration.org/reuters.htm 

 
 

 

................................................................................... 

 

 
 
"When the eight MDGs were established in 2000 very little thought was given how to measure them. 
... 

Total programme spend £4,251,996  (as at June 2015)...  

 
"DFID’s support is provided in the context of the Busan Action Plan for Statistics....with special 
emphasis on: ....supporting greater transparency and openness" 

"In October 2014, DFID’s Secretary of State approved DFID’s framework for responding to the Data 
Revolution which is organised around 4 themes: (1) getting our own house in order ... (3) 
empowering citizens..." 

 
 



1765 

 
"Improving Collation, Availability, Dissemination of Nat Dev Inc MDG Indicators." 
 
"Programme Completion Report ... 

"The review was conducted in May/June 2015 by Joanne McFadden (Statistics Adviser and Senior 
Responsible Owner of the project) and Anthony Higney (Assistant Statistician) in the Data for 
Development Team, Research & Evidence Division, DFID. 

Consultation during this process was conducted with the following people: 

Ian Rutherford, Project Manager, UNSD 

Abdulla Gozalov, Chief of the Global Data Services Unit, UNSD 

Kerstin Hinds, Statistics Adviser, DFID Kenya & Somalia (Independent peer reviewer) 

Robert Morrison, Deputy Programme Manager, Data for Development Team. 

Kenny Bambrick, Senior Statistician, Data for Development Team. 

Neil Jackson, Chief Statistician, DFID. 

 

Review Date: 30/06/2015 
iati.dfid.gov.uk/iati_documents/5007491.odt  

 

 
 

Intervention Summary  
 

Title: Improving the Collation, Availability and Dissemination of National Development including 
MDG Indicators 

 

What support will the UK provide? 

DFID will provide a contribution of £4.25 million. 

The funding will be provided over a 4 year period from Dec 2009 to Dec 2013. 
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The intended outcome of the project is improved access to more coherent MDG and other key 
national development indicators." 

http://iati.dfid.gov.uk/iati_documents/3538894.doc 

 
 

 

..................................................................................................................... 

 

 

"Der Philosoph Thomas Pogge ist Direktor des Global Justice Program der Yale University. Er 
forscht über Armut und Menschenrechte, Gerechtigkeit und Märkte, Immanuel Kant und John Rawls. 
... 

Pogge: Oh, es gibt viele Beispiele! Das erschütterndste ist der Hunger.  
 
Auf dem Welternährungsgipfel 1996 wollten die Regierungen die Anzahl der hungrigen Menschen 
noch bis zum Jahr 2015 halbieren.  
 
Auf dem Millenniumsgipfel 2000 sollte nur noch ihr Anteil an der Weltbevölkerung halbiert werden, 
später wurde auch noch das Basisjahr von 2000 auf 1990 vorverlegt.  
 
2012 hat die FAO dann auch noch die Methode geändert, wie die Zahl der Hungrigen berechnet wird. 
Mit all diesen Tricks gelang es, einen stetig anwachsenden Trend in einen stetig abfallenden zu 
verwandeln.  

ZEIT ONLINE: Aber die Zahl der Armen ist gesunken.  

Pogge: Das ist sie – durch das globale Wirtschaftswachstum.  
 
Die Armen profitieren davon, dass das Durchschnittseinkommen der Menschheit anwächst.  
 
Sie  würden noch mehr profitieren, wenn sie an diesem Wachstum proportional beteiligt würden.  
 
In Wirklichkeit jedoch ist der Anteil der ärmeren Hälfte der Menschheit am globalen 
Haushaltseinkommen geschrumpft, auf circa vier Prozent."  
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Die Zeit 
3 June 2015 
http://www.zeit.de/wirtschaft/2015-06/thomas-pogge-armut-bekaempfung-nachhaltige-entwicklung 

 
 

 

"The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Department for International Development (Baroness 
Verma) ... 

The UK is always at the forefront in leadership in trying to get other countries galvanised into being 
much more ambitious. ... 

In 2000, the international community agreed the millennium development goals.." 

House of Lords 
16 June 2015 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/Lords/2015-06-
16/debates/15061666000153/UNSustainableDevelopmentGoals?highlight=%22millennium%20devel
opment%22%202000#contribution-15061670000009 
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Foreword by Richard Jolly 
to book by David Hulme 
Second edition 
2015 
 
 

David Hulme contradicts the foreword, in the same book. 
 
He misleads, at least in the main text on page 144, by obscuring the fact that the targets were in 
several cases progressively watered down. 
 
It is a fairy story. 
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In addition, I do not see evidence in leaders' speeches of March 2002 to support the claim in Hulme's 
book that the MDGs were informally endorsed (if that means by member states) at the Monterrey 
conference;  and I do not see evidence for the claim that countries made financial commitments there 
to meet the MDGs. 
 
In reality, leaders referred to the Millennium Declaration. 
 
Hulme's treatment is also defective in that he omits the key point that UN member states have never 
rescinded the goals actually agreed at conferences and summits.    
 
Instead, they have reaffirmed them, leaving several of the most widely publicised "MDGs" redundant.   
 
Those facts are important not only because of the ambition of the pledges and goals, but also because 
of their scope.    
 
Nations in many years including 2005, 2012, 2013 and 2015 reaffirmed existing pledges and goals.   
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Those include highly important matters relevant to development but  outside what member states 
sometimes called "development", such as governance and human rights.   
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"...the fight to end poverty, in particular by ensuring that no-one is disadvantaged by their place of 
birth when it comes to education and healthcare. This is part of the work that began through the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which expire in 2015.  
 
These eight goals were set in 2000 by 191 UN member countries and included commitments to halve 
world poverty, reduce child mortality, halt the spread of HIV/AIDS and provide universal primary 
education. 

Not all of them have been reached, but they set the aspiration high and there have been some real 
successes. For example, the proportion of people living in extreme poverty has been halved from 46% 
to 22%..." 
 
British High Commissioner, Australia 
19 June 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/what-would-a-21st-century-magna-carta-look-like 

 

 

 

 

"...shared responsibility, as already enshrined in the Millennium Declaration. 
 
We need to recommit and build more clearly on the Millennium Declaration, reaffirming its values 
and principles, such as solidarity and shared responsibility, and its substantive human rights 
content." 

Statement on behalf of the European Union and its Member States 

United Nations General Assembly Post-2015 intergovernmental negotiations session 
22 June 2015 
http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_16598_en.htm  
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......................................................................................... 

 

The New York Times' gross negligence? 

 

 

I made further requests to the New York Times concerning recent stories, after the newspaper had 
refused to correct other stories on the ground that stories from a year ago were too old to correct.  
 
These recent stories included one from the same day:  
 
 

24 June 2015 at 07:37 

Dear Mr Corbett, 

 
I write further to previous requests for correction, including the unanswered request of 24 September 
2014. 

 
The list of eight Millennium Development Goals and their 21 targets were not established or adopted 
by the General Assembly in 2000. The Millennium Declaration does not have the generally easier 

1990 baseline.  

That is why the Secretary-General wrote in 2001: 

"Millennium development goals… 
The proposed formulation of the eight goals, 18 targets...are listed below...the normal baseline year 

for the targets will be 1990". 

Secretary-General, September 2001. 

Road map towards the implementation of the Millennium Declaration. 

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf  

This is not simply a mistake about a date. It seems to me that a significant number of readers would 
know leaders made pledges at a historic summit in 2000.  
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The material seems to contribute to a misleading impression that the MDG targets are what leaders 

"resolved" to achieve.  

Leaders reaffirmed the Declaration in 2005 and 2013. 

Yours sincerely 

Matt Berkley 

... 

"The report was described by Unicef officials as its "final report card" on whether children had been 

helped by the so-called Millennium Development Goals, a group of benchmarks established by the 

United Nations in 2000 for measuring progress in reducing poverty, hunger, child mortality, gender 

inequality, illiteracy and environmental degradation by the end of 2015." 

"A version of this article appears in print on June 23, 2015, on page A6 of the New York edition with 

the headline: Unicef Report Describes Grim Trends for the Poorest" 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/23/world/americas/poor-children-still-at-risk-despite-progress-
unicef-warns.html  

 
"UNICEF's "Progress for Children" report released Monday night said that despite significant 

achievements since world leaders adopted the Millennium Development Goals in 2000..." 

http://www.nytimes.com/aponline/2015/06/22/world/ap-un-united-nations-disadvantaged-
children.html  

 
"the report...said that 72 of the 129 nations....had achieved the target under the so-called Millennium 

Development Goals...and that developing regions had missed the target by only a small margin.  

 

The Millennium Development Goals are a set of eight international objectives, including hunger 

eradication, established by the United Nations in 2000. 

"The near-achievement of the M.D.G. hunger targets....." said José Graziano da Silva, the director 

general of the Food and Agriculture Organization....The report attributed the hunger reduction in 
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part to stable political conditions and economic growth in many of the countries that had met the 

target. " 

"A version of this article appears in print on May 28, 2015, on page A10 of the New York edition 
with the headline: World Briefing | United Nations; Hunger Declines Sharply, Report Says." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/05/28/world/united-nations-reports-global-hunger-down-since-
1990.html  
 
 

"This year marks the end of the United Nations’ Millennium Development Goals, a 2000 blueprint to 

address international issues like the spread of AIDS and universal education..." 

http://artsbeat.blogs.nytimes.com/2015/02/13/chris-martin-to-curate-global-citizen-festival-for-15-
years/  

  

  

24 June 2015 at 12:19 

Dear Mr Corbett, 

A story of today contributes to the same impression. I hope it is clear that the effect is cumulative. 

"the Millennium Development Goals on poverty reduction for 2015, which world leaders agreed to at 

the turn of the century." 

"A version of this special report appears in print on June 25, 2015, in The International New York 
Times." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/25/business/energy-environment/food-tomorrow-hope-for-
eradicating-world-hunger.html  

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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.......................................................................................... 

 

 
 
Date: 25 June 2015 at 18:00 

Subject: Further error. Re: Times contributing to impression understating some Millennium Summit 
commitments. 

To: nytnews@nytimes.com 

Dear Mr Corbett, 

I have some sympathy with reporters making these errors. I made the same assumptions myself until I 
read of the problems in work by the Yale philosopher Thomas Pogge. John McArthur, who was 
deputy director of the United Nations Millennium Project, now says the same thing about the 

baseline. 

http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  

"the [MDG] team determined that 1990 would be a more reasonable fit compared to historical 

trends, thereby lessening the pressures on world leaders for 2015." 

johnmcarthur.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/SAISreview2014mcarthur.pdf  

Today's article should refer to a baseline of 14.9% for what leaders pledged in 2000, not 18.9% [Note 
to Public Editor: should read "18.6%"] or 23.3%. 

http://www.fao.org/3/a4ef2d16-70a7-460a-a9ac-2a65a5 33269a/i4646e.pdf  

Table 1, Page 8, first line. 

14.9% down to 10.9% is nowhere near the target. 

There are two reasons why the baseline is different from that in the MDG: 
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1. Leaders' pledge of 2000 was not backdated to 1990. 

2. The pledge was on proportions of people in the world, which is more ambitious than the MDG idea 
of "proportion in developing regions" because of differential population growth. 

"The world is falling short of the goal that presidents and prime ministers agreed to in 2000 of 

halving the hunger rate by this year.  

 

Worldwide, 10.9 percent of people are undernourished, down from 18.6 percent in 1990-92, the food 

agency reported. In developing countries, the proportion fell to 12.9 percent from 23.3 percent." "We 

have come close" but not reached that target, Mr. Sundaram said." 

[Other trends given based on 1990 baseline] 

"Millennium Development Goals on poverty reduction for 2015, which world leaders agreed to at the 

turn of the century." 

"A version of this special report appears in print on June 25, 2015, in The International New York 
Times." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/25/business/energy-environment/food-tomorrow-hope-for-
eradicating-world-hunger.html?_r=0  

 
It is necessary to look at the primary sources. 

"Specifically, I urge the Summit to adopt the target of reducing by half, between now and 2015, the 
proportion of people who lack sustainable access to adequate sources of affordable and safe water." 

"Let us resolve...To halve, by the time this century is 15 years old, the proportion of the world’s 
people (currently 22 per cent) whose income is less than one dollar a day" 

Secretary-General 

Millennium Report 

27 March 2000 

http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/pdfs/We_The_Peoples.pdf  
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http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/un/unpan000923.pdf  

  

"The Clinton Administration strongly supports Secretary General Kofi Annan's call to action on 

poverty alleviation, on economic and social development" 

U.S. Efforts on the Millennium Report "Call To Action" on Poverty and Economic Development 
Issues 

The White House 

September 7, 2000 

http://clinton5.nara.gov/WH/new/html/Wed_Oct_4_132349_2000.html  

  

"President Clinton is strongly committed to working with the United Nations and the United States' 
international partners to strengthen environmental protections worldwide and to meet the vision of a 
sustainable future outlined in the Secretary General's Millennium Report." 

The White House 

September 7, 2000 

http://clinton5.nara.gov/WH/new/html/Wed_Oct_4_133235_2000.html  

  

"A declaration to be signed on Friday...has set ambitious benchmarks... 

One such goal proposes to reduce by half over the next 15 years the number of people earning.... 

Chavez of Venezuela reckoned, "we should increase that income to levels of fairness and dignity for 

140,000 persons each day...from the present until Dec. 31, 2015." " 

http://www.nytimes.com/2000/09/08/world/summit-in-new-york-the-orators-un-speakers-urge-
increase-in-charity-to-the-poor.html  
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"We, Heads of State and Government...resolve...by the year 2015...dollar a day...hunger...water… .... 

...to have reduced maternal mortality by three quarters, and under-five child mortality by two thirds, 

of their current rates" 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm  

  

"The declaration endorsed ...halving by the year 2015 the 22 percent of the world's population now 

existing on less than a dollar a day." 

Reuters TV, 8 September 2000 

http://www.itnsource.com/en/shotlist/RTV/2000/09/08/009080017/?s=millennium%20summit  

  

September 2001: 

"under-five mortality decreased from 94 to 81 per 1,000 live births between 1990 and 2000... 

...members of [the UN] Secretariat...IMF, OECD and the World Bank...discussed the respective 

targets... 

Millennium development goals... 

The proposed formulation of the eight goals, 18 targets...are listed below...baseline year for the 

targets will be 1990". 

Secretary-General, Road map towards the implementation of the Millennium Declaration. 

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf  

In October 2001 UN agencies told country representatives, in effect, that civil servants changed the 
baseline from what leaders had pledged: 
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"Baseline year – 1990 or 2000? 

"...This [ie absence of baseline in Declaration except "from current rates" for mortality] would imply 

a 2000 baseline year of the Millennium Declaration. After discussions within the UN system and with 

other partners, the issues have been resolved in favour of 1990 serving as the baseline year." 

UN Development Group, Guidance Note to country representatives, October 2001 

http://www.undg.org/archive_docs/2356-English.doc  

The note was sent with a letter signed by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, WFP and UNFPA of 6 
November 2001. 

http://www.undg.org/archive_docs/1607-MDGs_-_letter_-_MDGs_-_letter.pdf  

  

December 2001: 

"The General Assembly...Recommends that the "road map" be considered as a useful guide in the 

implementation of the Millennium Declaration....and invites Member States...to consider the "road 

map" when formulating plans for implementing goals related to the Declaration; 

Requests the Secretary-General to prepare an annual report and a comprehensive report every five 

years on progress achieved by the United Nations system and Member States towards implementing 

the Millennium Declaration, drawing upon the "road map"...and requests that the annual reports 

focus on ....the major areas set forth in the "road map", while the quinquennial comprehensive 

reports examine progress achieved towards implementing all the commitments made in the 

Declaration; 

Invites the United Nations system, in cooperation with Member States, to adopt specific measures to 

give widespread publicity to the Millennium Declaration and to increase the dissemination of 

information on the Declaration" 

  

September 2005: 
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"We, Heads of State and Government... reaffirm the United Nations Millennium Declaration... 

...we further resolve...To assist developing countries’ efforts ....to provide access to safe drinking 

water and basic sanitation in accordance with the Millennium Declaration...including halving by 

2015 the proportion of people who are unable to reach or afford safe drinking water.... 

...we commit ourselves to:...Achieving universal access to reproductive health by 2015....integrating 

this goal in strategies to attain the internationally agreed development goals, including those 

contained in the Millennium Declaration, aimed at reducing maternal mortality, improving maternal 

health, reducing child mortality.... 

We call for strengthened cooperation between the United Nations and .....parliaments, in particular 

through the Inter-Parliamentary Union, with a view to furthering all aspects of the Millennium 

Declaration" 

September 2013: 

"We, Heads of State and Government...reaffirm our commitment to the Millennium Declaration". 

http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/LTD/N13/490/97/DOC/N1349097.DOC  

 
" "...the president said unequivocally we support the development goals in the millennium summit 

declaration," [Ambassador] Bolton told reporters. "Now that's different from the goals that were 

actually written by the secretariat. There is no backing away by the United States in the support for 

the millennium summit declaration." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2005/09/01/international/01nations.html  

 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 

  

 

.......................................................................................... 
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From: The Lancet Peer Review Team 

eesTheLancet@lancet.com 

29 June 2015 at 15:31  

Manuscript reference number: THELANCET-D-15-04476 

Title: Error on commitments in Millennium Declaration 

…Having discussed your Letter with the Editor…we are unable to accept it at this time. Please be 

reassured that your Letter has been carefully read and discussed by the Editors. 

 

 

............................ 

 

 

"With only 6 months remaining to reach the 2015 deadline of the Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs), progress on the targets for child survival (MDG 4) and maternal and reproductive health 
(MDG 5) has been uneven. 
 
Achievements include almost halving child and maternal mortality since 2000" [?] 
 
Countdown to 2015: changes in official development assistance to reproductive, maternal, newborn, 
and child health, and assessment of progress between 2003 and 2012 
Leonardo Arregoces, Felicity Daly, Catherine Pitt, Justine Hsu, Melisa Martinez-Alvarez, Giulia 
Greco, Anne Mills, Peter Berman, Josephine Borghi 
Lancet Glob Health 2015; 3: e410–22 
http://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/langlo/PIIS2214-109X(15)00057-1.pdf  

  

The authors may have confused reported progress from 1990 with progress since 2000. 
 
In order to proclaim an "achievement" it is necessary to have a particular level of confidence in the 
reliability of the statistics.  

In the case of maternal mortality, there are few direct statistics, so the official statements  come from a 
variety of guesswork.   
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For child mortality the statistics are more reliable but there is still a significant margin of error. 

The official estimated falls from 2000 to 2013 were 36% and 41% respectively. 

The official figures in the MDG Report Statistical Annex were: 

Maternal mortality:  2000: 330; 2013: 210. 
(The Millennium pledge is 82 or lower.)  

Under-5 mortality: 2000: 76; 2013: 45 
(The Millennium pledge is 25 or lower.) 

Elsewhere in the article they write: 

"There has been growing attention to resource tracking and assessment of whether commitments 
are honoured, with initiatives undertaken by the Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME), 
the Partnership for Maternal, Newborn and Child Health (PMNCH), and the Resource Flows project 
of the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) and the Netherlands Interdisciplinary Demographic 
Institute (NIDI). This paper contributes to these accountability efforts..."  

The article refers incorrectly to "the MDG summit in 2000", which adds to the incorrect and 
damaging impression given by the Lancet over the years.  
 
The summit of 2000 did not mention, to my knowledge, anything about "MDGs" or eight goals - in 
any of the 200 or so speeches made.  
 
The MDG structure with generally easier baselines of 2015 was not mentioned by any summit at the 
UN before 2005.  
 
Although President Bush said at that 2005 Summit that the US was committed to the Millennium 
Development Goals, his officials had repeatedly stated, and later continued to state, that the US was 
committed to the goals of the Declaration, not what was commonly understood by the term "MDGs".     
 
At the 2005 Summit, leaders reaffirmed the Declaration - as did they, their successors or 
representatives in 2013.  

So when the authors state,  

"There has been growing attention to resource tracking and assessment of whether commitments 
are honoured"  
 
and that they themselves were contributing to accountability efforts, 
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they appear to have helped distract public attention from actual government commitments.  

 

................................. 
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Above:  In eight words, the BBC uses the wrong baseline, the wrong definition ("safe") and the wrong 

official result ("number"). 

That was after it upheld a complaint in 2013 on the "safety", and the BBC Trustees accepted that the 
baseline in the Millennium Declaration, at least for child mortality, was 2000. 

 

 

 

United Nations Statistics Division: 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals Report 2015 will be launched by the Secretary-General on 6 

July 2015. The report provides a final assessment of global and regional progress towards the MDGs. 

It documents the 15-year effort to achieve the aspirational goals"  

 

[! - They were what countries "resolved" to do:  "aspirational" is not adequately accurate.] 
 

"set out in the Millennium Declaration"  

 

[Misleading: The report is on the MDGs, not the Declaration.] 
 

and highlights the many successes across the globe, but acknowledges the gaps that remain." 

 

[Misleading.  It does not "acknowledge the gaps" in progress on what countries "resolved" to achieve 
in the Declaration.]  

United Nations Statistics Division 
Millennium Indicators 
30 June 2015 

http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/News.aspx?ArticleId=83 
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I can only find one use of the phrase "Millennium Declaration" in the 2015 MDG report.   

 
It is in a statement which misleads either that the pledges were "aspirational", that the pledges were 
based on 25 years, or both;  and that the MDG report documents goals outside the "development" 
chapter of the Declaration, which dealt with for example human rights.  

 
"This is the final MDG report. It documents the 15-year effort to achieve the aspirational goals set 

out in the Millennium Declaration and highlights the many successes across the globe, but 

acknowledges the gaps that remain. The experience of the MDGs offers numerous lessons, and they 

will serve as the springboard for our next steps. Leaders and stakeholders in every nation will work 

together, redoubling efforts to achieve a truly universal and transformative agenda. This is the only 

way to ensure a sustainable future and a dignified life for all people everywhere. 

Wu Hongbo  

Under-Secretary-General for Economic and Social Affairs" 

 

 

The Secretary-General's Foreword states: 
 

"The landmark commitment entered into by world leaders in the year 2000 — to “spare no effort to 

free our fellow men, women and children from the abject and dehumanizing conditions of extreme 

poverty” — was translated into an inspiring framework of eight goals..." 

 

This misleads because there were "commitments" on other matters as well.   This is a myth peddled 
by the rich, repeated by for example the BBC More or Less team in July 2015:  that the Declaration 
made a vague commitment, and the MDGs were specific.  In reality the Declaration has specific 

commitments;  to say its pledges on poverty were "translated" into the MDG "framework" misleads.   
 
In reality the pledges were ignored and obscured, while the easier targets were, contrary to the 

General Assembly's requests to itself and the UN system, publicised.   The part about an "inspiring 
framework" also ignores the fact that the Declaration was wider, contained more ambitious individual 
pledges and was what nations "resolved" to achieve.   
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"Launch of the 2015 Millennium Development Goals Report, 6 July 2015 

The Millennium Development Goals Report 2015 will be launched by the Secretary-General on 6 July 

2015. The report provides a final assessment of global and regional progress towards the MDGs. It 

documents the 15-year effort to achieve the aspirational goals set out in the Millennium Declaration" 

UN Statistics Division 
30 June 2015 
Millennium Indicators 

http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/default.aspx 

 

 
 

................................................................. 
 
 

  

To the Public Editor 

Editorial staff fail to respond to complaint. Errors on Millennium Summit commitments. 

30 June 2015 

Dear Ms Sullivan, 

Sometimes, information from governmental organisations is not true.  

In this case, journalists have repeated it even though it contradicts both primary sources and 
journalists' own writing at the time. 

The New York Times continues to give a wrong impression of Millennium Summit commitments. 
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There is no 1990 baseline in the Millennium Declaration, or the Secretary-General's recommendation 

to the Summit, or to my knowledge in any speeches there or contemporary journalism.  

If you want authorities, the baseline problem has been mentioned by Thomas Pogge of Yale, Peter 
Singer, John McArthur the former deputy director of the UN Millennium Project, and Frances Moore 
Lappe. 

"goal that presidents and prime ministers agreed to in 2000 of halving the hunger rate by this year. 

Worldwide, 10.9 percent of people are undernourished, down from 18.6 percent in 1990-92" 

"A version of this special report appears in print on June 25, 2015, in The International New York 
Times." 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/25/business/energy-environment/food-tomorrow-hope-for-
eradicating-world-hunger.html  

"A version of this article appears in print on June 23, 2015, on page A6 of the New York edition with 
the headline: Unicef Report Describes Grim Trends for the Poorest" 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/23/world/americas/poor-children-still-at-risk-despite-progress-
unicef-warns.html  

http://artsbeat.blogs.nytimes.com/2015/02/13/chris-martin-to-curate-global-citizen-festival-for-15-
years/  

and other material 

As I stated, 

"14.9% down to 10.9% is nowhere near the target" 

of halving the proportion of undernourished people set by the leaders in 2000. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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[appended email to Mr Corbett of the New York Times, 25 June 2015] 

  

 
..................................................................................... 

 

Matt Berkley comment on article: 

" "At the dawn of this millennium, 189 countries of the United Nations signed a declaration 
committing the global community to the reduction of poverty, hunger, gender inequality, illiteracy, 
child mortality and environmental degradation. These ambitions were made tangible in the 
Millennium Development Goals, with corresponding targets set for 2015." 

The ambitions were mostly already tangible, with targets set for 2015, in the Declaration. The only 
baseline in the Declaration is "current rates" for child and maternal mortality. The Guardian, 
Economist and other media at the time reported that the dollar-a-day target was also from a baseline 
of 2000. 

In November 2001 Mark Malloch Brown and three other heads of UN agencies sent out guidelines to 
UN country representatives to help countries report using the new baseline, when there had been no 
discussion at all of that change in the General Assembly. 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/aboutthebbc/entries/6d70efd6-c5ba-4e25-8eb2-
69fb35fb5348?postId=122489091&initial_page_size=20#comment_122489091 

http://millenniumdeclaration.org " 

 
Matt Berkley 
Comment on article 
of 1 July 2015 
http://oro.open.ac.uk/43666/  
https://theconversation.com/how-the-millennium-development-goals-failed-the-worlds-poorest-
children-44044#comment_733385  
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UK Secretary of State gets wrong not only the commitments of 2000, but also the baseline for the 
progress reports – both misrepresentations making governments look like they have performed better 
on the measures which are reasonably reliable – child survival -  than they have: 
 

" I’m extremely grateful to ODI and Bond for hosting my first major development speech since this 
government was returned in May and I’m delighted to be back at DFID. 
 
We’ve been saying for a while that the 12 months ahead are absolutely critical for development. 

It starts with the Financing For Development conference in Addis the week after next,"  
 
[where the UK will reaffirm the Monterrey Consensus which includes a pledge to publicise the 
development goals agreed at various conferences and summits, which go far beyond the "MDGs" – 
but the UK keeps on giving the false impression about its commitments.] 
 
"then the sustainable development goals that will be set at UNGA in September."  
 
[in a resolution which is named in part "follow-up to the Millennium Summit".] 

  
The world has made enormous progress in the battle against poverty since the MDGs were agreed."  
 
[What is she talking about?  The US said in 2006 they were not agreed.  Which resolution does she 
mean?] 
 
 
"Together we have helped halve extreme poverty, we’ve cut under 5 child deaths from nearly 35,000 
per day to around 17,000. We’ve cut maternal deaths by nearly half."  
 

[Mortality numbers and rates halved since "the MDGs were agreed"?   
Those official claims are in fact based on 1990.    
The maternal death statistics are known to be very unreliable, as the official World Bank World 
Development Indicators book has said in most of its editions since 2000.] 
 
 
 
"DFID - and many of the organisations in this room - have played their part in these [mostly non-
existent, according to the official statistics] achievements and we should all be immensely proud of 
that."   
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[I would hope some of the ODI staff spotted the misinformation.  But if they did, why does the UK 
keep making unfounded statements?] 
 

"And of course, we now live in a very different world now to 2000 when the MDGs were first 

agreed." 
 
[The last part is similar to Clare Short's misinformation on 26 September 2000. 
Even according to the official statistics, the world is not as different from 2000 as Ms Greening claims 
in her wrong statements about saving people's lives.    
She was talking to staff at what is claimed to be one of the world's leading development think-tanks.] 
 
Justine Greening, UK Secretary of State for International Development 
Changing world, changing aid: Where international development needs to go next 
Speech at the Overseas Development Institute, London  
2 July 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/changing-world-changing-aid-where-international-
development-needs-to-go-next  
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China, Russia, UK, British MPs and BBC overstate global child survival progress  

 
 
On 24 September 2015 I saw Bianca Jagger make a claim about child deaths halving since 2000, at 
the Global Goals event in London.   
 
It is more understandable, I suggest, for her to make the mistake than when others have misinformed 
the public in the same way: 
 
 
- the UK Secretary of State (2 July 2015),  
 
- the Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China  (10 December 2016, Human 
Rights Day),  
 
- Vladimir Putin (22 June 2013),  
 
- the UK House of Commons International Development Committee (report published 8 June 2016) 
 
The BBC made the same wrong claim on 3 May 2015, in "The Inquiry" on the World Service: "over 
the past 15 years child mortality has halved";  and on the programme's web page: 
 
 

 
 
The official rate for 2000 is 76, not 90. 
 
Leonardo Arregoces and colleagues in a 2013 Lancet article made a similar error. 
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The BBC misleads again despite its own Trustees accepting that world leaders in 2000 had in 

fact pledged to achieve more than the "MDG" on child mortality: 

 

 
 
 
 
"Fifteen years ago at the Millennium Summit the United Nations set eight goals [!] for addressing 
extreme poverty.  
 
They [!] became known as the Millennium Development Goals.   
 
A deadline of 2015 was set to achieve what the UN said were ‘quantified targets’ – so how did we 
do?" 
 
BBC World Service - More or Less, programme description.  
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3 July 2015 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02vmb62 

 
 
The programme did not, as it strongly implies, ask "how did we do" on the Summit's goals.  It looked 
at the easier 1990-baseline targets.   
 
The Summit did not "set eight goals", and the Summit's goals did not "become known as the 
Millennium Development Goals".   
 
They became wrongly thought to be the MDGs, partly because the BBC, over many years,  repeatedly 
gave the public the wrong information.  
 
The BBC later removed the audio stream and the podcast, apparently breaking its rule that all 
removals of content should be signposted and explained.   

It removed the programme but left the misleading sentences in the description: 
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I have made the programme available here:  

http://www.millenniumdeclaration.org/bbc-world-service-more-or-less-mdgs-3-july-2015.mp3 

 
 
The More or Less broadcast stated: 
 
"the UN described the Millennium Declaration as a statement of values, principles and objectives for 
the international agenda in the 21st century". 
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That is extremely odd, because in the year 2015 the BBC was here omitting the key facts that the 
Declaration made promises to be kept by 2015.  
 
The BBC omitted both the fact that the Declaration set targets for 2015, and the fact that that leaders 
did not just set targets but "resolved" to achieve them. 
 
I do not know of any evidence that the BBC's statement is true.  The UN in fact said not that the 
Declaration was such a statement but contained one, as well as deadlines: 
 
"The main document to come out of the largest-ever gathering of world leaders, which began on 6 
September in New York, the Declaration contains a statement of values, principles and objectives for 
the international agenda for the twenty-first century. It also sets deadlines for many collective 
actions." 

World Leaders Adopt "United Nations Millennium Declaration" At Conclusion Of Extraordinary 
Three-Day Summit 
Press Release 
8 September 2000 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2000/20000908.ga9758.doc.html 

 

"The Declaration was the main document of the Summit and it contained a statement of values, 
principles and objectives for the international agenda for the twenty-first century. It also set deadlines 
for many collective actions." 

http://www.un.org/en/development/devagenda/millennium.shtml 

 
 
"Millennium Declaration, which contained a statement of values, principles and objectives for the 
international agenda for the twenty-first century. It also set deadlines for many collective actions." 

http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/millennium_summit.shtml 

 
 
More or Less' output is strange, as it is presented as a programme focussed on accuracy about 
statistics.   
 
This is even stranger because, about two weeks before this, on 19 June 2015 the BBC Trust had 
accepted that the Declaration did make a commitment on child mortality target with a baseline of 
2000.  
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The BBC, like the UN staff, plays down the important fact that the Declaration did more than "set 
objectives".   
 
In the 2001 "MDG" list, the Secretary-General made proposals.  But in 2000 leaders in fact 
"resolved" to achieve goals, making a "solemn pledge".    
 
 
The programme began by saying "Let me take you back to September 2000" and played a recording 
of the Secretary-General.  

But, like apparently all or almost all BBC output on the Millennium Declaration, it failed to tell 
listeners in poor or rich countries what leaders actually pledged on that occasion. 

 

The More or Less edition of 3 July 2015 talks about the official extreme "poverty" line being set at the  

"amount the World Bank thinks you need...to have basic needs met";   
 
and claims that the Bank carries out  

"calculations to try to adjust for economic conditions [?] and prices in every country". 

 
However, as I explained to the More or Less team in 2012 - and as should have been clear to the ex-
World Bank presenter/scriptwriter - the prices used do not relate to having "basic needs met".    
 
The World Bank did not "adjust" for economic conditions such as food needs according to how many 
people in a family were adults, or how many needed to pay for transport to work, rent for a family 
home or accommodation for work away from home.   

Although the claim that the World Bank adjusts the "poverty" calculations for economic conditions 
makes it sound more thorough, it is not clear what the BBC is referring to .  

 
I told the BBC in 2003-6 that the World Bank claims were known by academics not to be reliable.   I 
complained in 2012 that the supposed investigation into the dollar a day had failed to question the 
reliability of the claims.  
 
Twelve years after I told them about problems with MDG1, and fourteen years after I first told a BBC 
presenter that economists were looking at their statistics the wrong way by omitting those who died, 
the BBC said it "discovered" unreliability of MDG statistics.  
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World leaders and officials allowed Malala Yousafzai to understate leaders' pledges.  
 

 
Malala Yousafzai is an advocate for education.  Leaders have allowed education systems to mislead 
children on pledges to, and progress in, the human species.   Through their own misleading 
statements, world leaders have sometimes obstructed children's education. 
 

 

"The world made a brave attempt at basic education for all starting in 2000 with the Millennium 
Development Goals."  
 
Malala Yousafzai 
6 July 2015 
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/women/womens-life/11720238/Malala-Yousafzai-Our-leaders-are-still-
choosing-bombs-over-girls-education.html 
 
 

First, the generally easier and narrower "MDGs" are not what "started in 2000". 

Second, the "MDGs" were not on education for all, which as previous agreements had recognised, 
includes adults. 
 
Third, universal access to basic education (at least for children) was a target for 2000, not the start of 
attempts. 

From the World Summit for Children, 1990:   the goals for 2000 were, 

"(e) Universal access to basic education and completion of primary education by at least 80 per cent 
of primary school age children; 
 
(f) Reduction of the adult illiteracy rate to at least half its 1990 level" 

Ms Yousafzai said, 

"The world made a brave attempt at basic education for all starting in 2000 with the Millennium 
Development Goals". 
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..........................  
 
 
 
"In 2000 – when the Millennium Development Goals were set" 

The Times Educational Supplement 
6 July 2015 
https://www.tes.com/news/school-news/breaking-news/progress-universal-primary-education-goes-
reverse 
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To the Guardian readers' editor 

8 July 2015 

Problems in reporting Millennium Summit commitments 

Dear Mr Elliott, 

I write about an unusual situation. It is difficult to get the tone right, so please forgive me. 

Like many people, I thought the Millennium Development Goal targets were in the Millennium Declaration. 

Then I read work by the philosopher Thomas Pogge, which pointed out that some MDG targets had 

watered down the actual commitments. 

Many people make the same error, and among them journalists at the Guardian. 

There is no 1990 baseline and no easier "proportions in developing regions" in the Declaration. 

Today's story reads, 

"Fifteen years after world leaders gathered in New York to agree an unprecedented global assault on 

poverty, disease and inequality, the final report is in on the eight millennium development goals (MDGs) 

they set. ....If progress on the MDGs has been mixed ...their architects can at least claim that progress on 

ending extreme poverty has been spectacular: between 1990 and this year, the number of those living in 

extreme poverty has fallen from 1.9 billion to 836 million." 

http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jul/07/sustainable-development-goals-will-be-hard-

sell-for-united-nations 

"The final report is in on the eight millennium development goals (MDGs) they set" is not correct. The 

report is on the MDG targets. The leaders in 2000 agreed to cut child and maternal mortality by the same 

proportions as in the later MDGs, but from "current rates". 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

 

I am afraid this is not what was reported in 2000: 

"In 2000, world leaders set out to halve 1990 extreme poverty and hunger rates by the end of 2015." 

http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/feb/19/millennium-development-goal-one-poverty-

hunger 

The February article also states, 

"More broadly, the MDGs have been criticised for targeting a reduction in the proportion of people living in 

poverty, rather than the absolute number. Thomas Pogge, a professor in development studies at Yale 

University, said this could “paint far too rosy a picture of the evolution of extreme poverty” (pdf)." 
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Professor Pogge criticises such a change from the World Food Summit of 1996 to the Millennium 

Declaration. But also, in the article to which the Guardian links, he stated: 

"One may think that the missing baseline is obvious: It is simply the time at which the MDGs are 

adopted, the year 2000 in analogy to how the Rome Declaration 

set the “present level” as the baseline. But the UN instead uses 1990 as the baseline, thereby expanding 

the plan period to 25 years." 

http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---stat/documents/publication/wcms_087882.pdf 

[There was no mention in 2000 of the phrase "MDGs" - he is referring to the goals in the Millennium 

Declaration.] 

As Professor Pogge has also pointed out, the UN's interpretation of the Declaration looks at "developing 

regions". This also makes MDG "global" targets easier where they are expressed as proportions of total 

population. The reason is that total population in those countries grows at a faster rate than world 

population, which is what the Declaration is about. 

 

"While the MDGs have ended extreme poverty for more than a billion people since they began in 2000" 

http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jul/07/mdg-final-report-eu-strategy-refugees-and-

the-value-of-democracy 

That is not what the World Bank claims. It is what the Secretary-General proposed to the Millennium 

Summit, but it was not "achieved" officially. Nor did the MDG framework begin in 2000. 

I put "achieved" in inverted commas because of the multiple problems with the notion and practice of 

claiming to measure "extreme poverty". 

 

I have placed more analysis at www.millenniumdeclaration.org . 

Some of what FAO, UNICEF and others have said is simply false. 

There are also mistakes in the February article about the World Bank research method, but the baseline 

and "developing regions" misconceptions are more common. 

I am sorry to say that the Guardian has published much material giving the wrong impression. 

Perhaps the Guardian could take a guess at what might remedy the misconception among readers, and 

the consequences of publishing the information over an extended period. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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"We will substantially increase the share of renewable energy and double the global rate of energy 
efficiency and conservation, with the aim of ensuring universal access to affordable, reliable modern 
and sustainable energy services for all by 2030." 
 
Addis Ababa Action Agenda 
Adopted at the Third International Conference on Financing for Development 
(Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 13–16 July 2015) and endorsed by the 
General Assembly in its resolution 69/313 of 27 July 2015. 

http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/69/313 

 

 

 

 

"The importance of governance and security is recognised in the Millennium Declaration (September 
2000): 

We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as respect for all 
internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to 
development." 

DFID Annual Report and Accounts 2014-15 Results achieved by sector: Governance and security  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/dfid-annual-report-and-accounts-2014-15-results-
achieved-by-sector-governance-and-security/dfid-annual-report-and-accounts-2014-15-results-
achieved-by-sector-governance-and-security 
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"Over the last decade, international development policy has been heavily influenced by the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), agreed by the UN General Assembly in 2001." [!] 

House of Commons International Development Committee 
New inquiry: Sustainable Development Goals  
13 July 2015 
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/international-
development-committee/news-parliament-20151/new-inquiry-sustainable-development-goals/ 

 

 
......................................... 

 

United Nations Statistics Division: 
 
"MDG Report 2015 released - NEW! 

The Millennium Development Goals Report 2015 was launched in Oslo, Norway by the Secretary-
General on 6 July 2015.  
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The report provides a final assessment of global and regional progress towards the MDGs since their 
endorsement in 2000.  
 
It shows that significant progress has been made across all goals and that the global efforts to 
achieve the MDGs have saved the lives of millions and improved conditions for many more around 
the world. The report also acknowledges uneven progress and shortfalls in many areas,"  
 
[! -  The shortfalls, according to the UN's own statistics, are clearly much greater from what was 
actually "endorsed in 2000" than the Statistics Division claims through its wrong statement about the 
MDGs being endorsed then.] 
 
 
 
"which need to be addressed in the new universal and transformative post-2015 development agenda. 

[the actual shortfalls in claimed progress compared to what was pledged in 2000 were not addressed 
by the "transformative agenda".   In the UN summit resolution of 2015, presidents and prime 
ministers themselves encouraged the public to confuse the shortfalls by claiming the MDGs, which 
the US stated in 2002-6 were not formally agreed, were agreed "almost fifteen years ago".]   

 
"Posted: Monday 06 Jul 2015 | 10:14 AM" 
United Nations Statistics Division 
Millennium Indicators 
https://web.archive.org/web/20150713185357/http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mdg/default.as
px 
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July 2015:  Governments commit again to publicising agreed goals which include those in the 

2000-baseline Millennium Declaration and water and sanitation for all by 2025, but violate this 

promise too. 
 
 
 
"We, the Heads of State and Government and High Representatives...reaffirm and build on the 2002 
Monterrey Consensus" 
 
 
"Our task is threefold: to follow-up on commitments and assess the progress made in the 
implementation of the Monterrey Consensus and the Doha Declaration" 

 
"We recognize that since the adoption of the Monterrey Consensus the world has made significant 
overall progress." 
 
 
[The world's governments have clearly not carried out the Monterrey Consensus commitment to 
publicise the agreed goals.  Instead of following the commitment to publicise the Millennium 
Declaration goals, heads of state, heads of government, UN staff and others publicised the easier 
"MDG targets".    
They did this even though it was not clear when these might have been specifically agreed by the 
General Assembly, and even though they were actually committed to more ambitious goals, whose 
conferences' names they would recite but whose content they obscured.]   
 
 
 
"6. We recommit to adopting and strengthening sound policies and enforceable legislation and 
transformative actions for the promotion of gender equality and women’s and girls’ empowerment at 

all levels" 

[Comment:  By giving women and girls a false impression of what leaders have pledged on child and 
maternal mortality?] 
 

 
"113. Building on the vision of the Monterrey Consensus, we resolve to strengthen the coherence and 
consistency of multilateral financial, investment, trade, and development policy and environment 
institutions and platforms, and increase cooperation between major international institutions, while 
respecting mandates and governance structures.  
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We commit to taking better advantage of relevant United Nations forums for promoting universal and 
holistic coherence and international commitments to sustainable development." 

 
 
Addis Ababa Action Agenda 
Adopted at the Third International Conference on Financing for Development 
Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 13–16 July 2015 
Endorsed by the General Assembly in its resolution 69/313 of 27 July 2015. 
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/69/313 

 
 
 
The 2002 Monterrey Consensus which leaders reaffirmed in July 2015 includes this: 
 
 
"We shall support …a global information campaign on the internationally agreed development 

goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium Declaration." 
 
The 2002 agreement also read: 
 
"we commit ourselves to promoting national and global economic systems based on the principles of 
justice, equity, democracy, participation, transparency, accountability and inclusion." 
 
"economic conditions needed to fulfil internationally agreed development goals, including those 
contained in the Millennium Declaration…will be our first step to ensuring that the twenty-first 
century becomes the century of development for all."  

"we should encourage…coordination….and coherence…to meet the Millennium Declaration 
development goals" 

http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 

 

......................................................... 
 

 
"The MDGs include a target to halve, by 2015, the proportion of the population without sustainable 
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access to safe drinking water and basic sanitation. The target has been met for water" 
 

[The UK Government does not have the supporting evidence for that.  It is using the wrong baseline.  
In any case there are no official, or reliable other, global statistics for safe water, or sustainable access 
to it. 
That misinformation is from a department spending hundreds of millions of pounds on research.] 
 

DFID Annual Report and Accounts 2014-15  
Results: Water, sanitation and hygiene sector  
Published 16 July 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/dfid-annual-report-and-accounts-2014-15-results-
achieved-by-sector-water-sanitation-and-hygiene/dfid-annual-report-and-accounts-2014-15-results-
water-sanitation-and-hygiene-sector 
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Jason Hickel, article on The Guardian website;  comments from Carlo Cafiero, FAO team 

leader;  Thomas Pogge and Matt Berkley, July 2015 
 
 
Jason Hickel: 
 

"a number of scholars have raised questions about the definition of hunger itself, claiming that it 
“gravely underestimates” the scale of the problem.  
 
The FAO counts people as hungry only when their caloric intake reaches rock-bottom levels, 
“inadequate to cover even minimum needs for a sedentary lifestyle” or “minimal activity” for “over 
a year” (around 1,800 calories per day).  
 
The problem is that most poor people don’t live sedentary lifestyles; in fact, they are usually engaged 
in demanding physical labour, so in reality they need much more than the FAO’s caloric threshold. 
The average rickshaw driver in India, for example, burns through about 3,000-4,000 calories per day.  

The FAO itself recognises this flaw. It concedes that “ideally, undernourishment should be assessed 
at the individual level by comparing individual energy requirements with individual energy intakes,” 
but says that this approach is just not feasible when it comes to gathering data.  

So what happens if we measure hunger based on the calorie needs for a population engaged in 
normal or “intense” activity? Using those standards, between 1.5 and 2.5 billion people are hungry, 
according to the FAO, which is two to three times as many as the millennium campaign would have 
us believe.  
 
And the numbers are rising, not falling, even according to the new methodology. And if we take China 
out of the equation, things look even worse. 73% of the progress that the UN claims against hunger 
comes from China, mostly in the 1990s, as a result of aggressive land reform. China’s gains mask the 

fact that most other developing countries have seen a net increase in the number of hungry people, 
even according to the FAO’s most conservative definition. 
 

Other problems with the methodology? It only counts calories, so people who have serious 
deficiencies of basic vitamins and nutrients (which even the FAO admits affects 2.1 billion people 
worldwide) are not counted as undernourished.  
 
People who suffer from parasites, which inhibit food absorption rates, also fall through the cracks.  
 
And people who are hungry for periods less than a full year are for some reason not counted as 
hungry, as long as they consume enough calories to keep their hearts pumping. 
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...... 

 

 
carlocafiero  

17 Jul 2015 15:47  

Dear Jason, 
 
as one of the persons who have been responsible for the revision of the FAO estimates of hunger in 
2011/12, I feel almost obliged to respond. You make a number of allegations that may actually 
diminish the importance of the message that - I think - you are trying to convey, namely that to count 
correctly the number of hungry is very important. 
 
Errors can be made in both directions, and the methods developed by FAO to estimate the number 
of hungry people have always tried to reduce their size. 

 
Let me get straight to the point: the statement in your post that "The FAO counts people as hungry 
only when their caloric intake reaches rock-bottom levels" is simply *wrong*. 
 
The quote of a level “inadequate to cover even minimum needs for a sedentary lifestyle” or “minimal 
activity” for “over a year” (around 1,800 calories per day), which is intended to describe one of the 

parameters that inform the estimate, is taken out of context and is grossly misleading. 
 

The truth is that the FAO method does count anyone who has access to caloric consumption 
insufficient to cover his or her caloric need, which varies greatly depending on the level of physical 
activity, sex, age and body mass.  
 
To do so by relying on food consumption data that cannot be matched with the actual age, sex, body 

mass and physical activity level of those who report it, requires a little bit of statistical sophistication, 
the lack of which may lead to gravely misrepresent the significance of FAO hunger number, as I have 
had the opportunity to clarify in several occasions to the    signers of the now old response to the 
State of Food Insecurity in the World 2012 
<http://www.ase.tufts.edu/gdae/pubs/rp/framinghunger.pdf> that you reference. 

What matters the most, in the overall economy of your article, is that this point in particular has 
absolutely nothing to do with the revision of the methodology that was necessary in 2011, to reflect 
newly acquired evidence on net food availability and consumption throughout the world. 
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Dylan512 carlocafiero  

17 Jul 2015 17:04  

 
Hang on a sec - can you clarify the statement, "the methods developed by FAO to estimate the number 
of hungry people have always tried to reduce their size".  

Are you saying, as an FAO official (or maybe adviser?) that the FAO is actively, and as a matter of 
standard practice, analysing and making decisions about data methodology with the express intention 
of making it seem like there are fewer people going hungry? That being able to tell a story of 
improvement is a motivation, regardless of what's actually happening? 

If so, you would seem to be admitting the larger point that Dr Hickel is making - that the data is being 
manipulated for political and marketing purposes. 

 

 

 

   

carlocafiero Dylan512  

17 Jul 2015 18:19  

gee... the size of the ERRORS 
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carlocafiero Dylan512  

18 Jul 2015 4:21  

Maybe you did inadvertently, may be preconceived ideas condition the way you read, but this is 
another example of quoting mistakenly. The result is that you continue to spread the same unfounded 
allegations that Dr Hickel is contributing to make. 
 

 

 
 

   

carlocafiero  

18 Jul 2015 4:47  

The problem with both Jason's post and Thomas' comment is that they  

 

hint that FAO makes a (deliberate) mistake,  
 
make the (offensive) allegation that we do it for political convenience, but  
 
fail short to present alternatives or to suggest how, in their view, the mistake could be corrected.  
 
I would love to hear of a superior method to count the hungry. Could you suggest one?  
 
And in doing so, can you make sure you first define what is it that it intends to measure?  
I believe we have made an honest effort to try and be rigorous and transparent in defining "chronic 

undernourishment"  
 
 
[MB later:  But he admits below that considering what they actually look at, the phrase  
 
and describing how we use available data to assess it in all countries in the world. 
 
The arguments you make to criticize FAO keep mixing things, trying to find flaws in the method 
because they are applied to a different concept than the one you would like to see used.  
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[MB, later note:  The FAO use different concepts and targets from those specified by world leaders 
and reaffirmed in 2005, 2010 and 2015.] 
 
 

It is like saying that our microscope is defective because it does not provide an accurate measure 
when we measure a cell only because you think we should be measuring an apple. 
 

 

 

 

 

   

jasonhickel  

18 Jul 2015 14:00  

Dear Carlo, 

Thank you for taking time to read and comment on the article. I appreciate your contributions. But 
you may find it interesting to note that I do not disagree with your main point. I will deal with that 
first, before moving on to other concerns. 

You point out that the FAO's definition of hunger has nothing to do with the recent revisions to the 
methodology. But I never claimed otherwise. I make two separate arguments:  
 
first, that the methodology was revised 22 years into a 25 year study, which is not good scientific 
practice;  
 
and second, that the definition of hunger is problematic  
 
("in addition to this, a number of scholars have raised questions about the definition of hunger itself, 
claiming that it “gravely underestimates” the scale of the problem").  
 
These are separate issues. I can see why you think I conflate them given the layout of the text, 
however. In my original text, the second argument headlined a separate paragraph. Unfortunately 
this visual distinction was removed by the Guardian's editors. 
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That said, it's not entirely true that the definition has nothing to do with the revisions. The revisions 
included changes to the MDER figures; i.e., the calories considered necessary for minimum needs. So 
the substance of the definition (if not the wording), was certainly at stake. 

So much for that. More importantly, I see that you do not confront any of the arguments that I 
actually do make in the article. I would be interested to hear what you have to say to the key points: 

-The FAO changed its methodology 22 years into a 25 year study, which is bad scientific practice. 

-According to FAO documents, the call for a revised methodology was made in response to concerns 
about the hunger numbers rising dramatically in 2008-2009, right before the conclusion of the 
MDGs. (For some reason, the fact that hunger was rising during a period of historically high food 
prices was considered cause for questioning the legitimacy of the measurement, although apparently 
not cause for questioning food prices). 

-The definition of hunger is too narrow and conservative. Indeed, the FAO's own statements confirm 
this. They call the core definition "narrow", "very conservative", focused only on "extreme caloric 
deprivation," and as such "clearly insufficient to inform policy." The FAO also acknowledges that 
most poor people actually require calories sufficient for "normal" and "intense" activity, rather than 
"minimal". Why, then, does the FAO continue to use the "minimal" definition? I know that you're 
concerned about "overcounting" hunger, but why take the substantial risk of so dramatically 
undercounting it? Why no concern for errors on that side? You ask what a superior method for 
counting the hungry might be. Well, we could start by using "normal" activity as a baseline. We could 
also revert to the aspects of the earlier methodology that took food price crises into account. Those 
are easy fixes. Fixes that would require a bit more work would be: account for micronutrient 
deficiency and absorption, and get rid of the absurd "over a year" criterion (as Thomas points out). 
Will it cost money to get it right? Undoubtedly. But then the cost of getting it wrong is much, much 
higher, in terms of human lives.  

-The FAO promotes an explicit focus on growth, while knowing that growth is not the answer to food 
insecurity. 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Thomas Pogge carlocafiero  
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18 Jul 2015 15:48  

 
But, Carlos, words have meanings in ordinary language. You claim to be measuring "chronic 
undernourishment" -- to be counting the chronically undernourished. Once you say this, you are 
subject to certain constraints, you cannot then count something else.  

Your official definition is this: "'undernourishment' has been defined as an extreme form of food 
insecurity, arising when food energy availability is inadequate to cover even minimum needs for a 
sedentary lifestyle ... for over a year." (This is a quote from page 50 of The State of Food Insecurity 
2012 report.) 

This definition is much narrower than what any user of English would understand by chronic 
undernourishment in several respects. 

First, by focusing only on food energy intake, your definition ignores the human need for a variety of 
specific nutrients such as proteins, vitamins, minerals and so on; if energy intake were all that 
matters, any of Coca Cola's sugary soft drinks could fully solve the whole undernourishment problem. 

Second, your definition ignores problems of food absorption, where parasites consume much of the 
ingested energy or disease prevents it from being absorbed through the small intestine.  
 
Robert Chambers has made this point forcefully, reminding us that poor people may in these ways 
lose around one third of the calories they ingest. 

Third, your definition misses periods of undernourishment that are shorter than one year -- for 
example severe seasonal hunger that is common in many rural areas. Severe undernourishment for 
months on end can kill and can have severe health effects even on the next generation. 

Fourth, your definition also misses people who absorb enough food energy for a sedentary lifestyle 
but not enough for the work they actually do, and must do, to earn their living. 

Yes, you can measure cells rather than apples if this is what you want to do. But then please say that 
you are measuring cells and don't use the word "apples" which has a clear meaning in English. Tell 
the world what you're counting and make clear that it's not the chronically undernourished in the 
ordinary meaning of this expression.  

And then we'll try to find someone else who is willing to focus on the chronically undernourished and 
will count them and, more importantly, reform relevant social institutions so that they, too, will be 
able to adequately nourish themselves. 
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jasonhickel carlocafiero  

18 Jul 2015 16:58  

 
 
Dear Carlo, 

Thank you for taking time to read and comment on the article. I appreciate your contributions. 
But you may find it interesting to note that I do not disagree with your main point. I will deal 
with that first, before moving on to other concerns. 

You point out that the FAO's definition of hunger has nothing to do with the recent revisions to 
the methodology. But I never claimed otherwise.  
 
I make two separate arguments:  
 
first, that the methodology was revised 22 years into a 25 year study, which is not good 
scientific practice;  
 
and second, that the definition of hunger is problematic  
 
("in addition to this, a number of scholars have raised questions about the definition of hunger 
itself, claiming that it “gravely underestimates” the scale of the problem").  
 
These are separate issues. I can see why you think I conflate them given the layout of the text, 
however. In my original text, the second argument headlined a separate paragraph. 
Unfortunately this visual distinction was removed by the Guardian's editors. 

That said, it's not entirely true that the definition has nothing to do with the revisions.  
 
The revisions included changes to the MDER figures; i.e., the calories considered necessary 
for minimum needs. So the substance of the definition (if not the wording), was certainly at 
stake. 

So much for that. More importantly, I see that you do not confront any of the arguments that 
I actually do make in the article. I would be interested to hear what you have to say to the key 
points: 
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-The FAO changed its methodology 22 years into a 25 year study, which is bad scientific 
practice. 

-According to FAO documents, the call for a revised methodology was made in response to 
concerns about the hunger numbers rising dramatically in 2008-2009, right before the 
conclusion of the MDGs.  
 
(For some reason, the fact that hunger was rising during a period of historically high food 
prices was considered cause for questioning the legitimacy of the measurement, although 
apparently not cause for questioning food prices). 

-The definition of hunger is too narrow and conservative.  
 
Indeed, the FAO's own statements confirm this. They call the core definition "narrow", 
"very conservative", focused only on "extreme caloric deprivation," and as such "clearly 
insufficient to inform policy."  
 
The FAO also acknowledges that most poor people actually require calories sufficient for 
"normal" and "intense" activity, rather than "minimal". Why, then, does the FAO continue to 
use the "minimal" definition?  
 
I know that you're concerned about "overcounting" hunger, but why take the substantial 
risk of so dramatically undercounting it?  
Why no concern for errors on that side?  
 
You ask what a superior method for counting the hungry might be.  
 
Well, we could start by using "normal" activity as a baseline.  
 
We could also revert to the aspects of the earlier methodology that took food price crises into 
account.  
 
Those are easy fixes. Fixes that would require a bit more work would be:  
 
account for micronutrient deficiency and absorption, and  
 
get rid of the absurd "over a year" criterion (as Thomas points out).  
 
Will it cost money to get it right? Undoubtedly. But then the cost of getting it wrong is much, 
much higher, in terms of human lives. 

-The FAO promotes an explicit focus on growth, while knowing that growth is not the answer 
to food insecurity. 
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•   

carlocafiero Thomas Pogge  

19 Jul 2015 9:01  

 
 
Thomas, my name is Carlo, not Carlos (names, as words, are important). 

Now, finally, after almost three years, you come to terms with what your problem is: that of 
construct validity of the terms "chronic undernourishment" and "hunger" that are used to 
describe the statistical exercise conducted by FAO. 

(I wonder then why instead you have repeatedly tried to question the statistical validity of the 
indicator, but this is a separate issue that we shall discuss in another occasion) 

I fully concur with you that the term "chronic undernourishment" may be misleading, as it 
may be the term "hunger".  
 
(I too sometime have felt the sensation of hunger, but I would feel sad if anybody would put me 
in the count of the "hungry" people who deserve attention.) 

From my perspective (which is that of science, and in particular of measurement science) 
what is relevant is the following description of the PoU:  
 
an estimate of the percentage of individuals in a population who, on a regular basis, have 
access to an amount of food that is insufficient to cover their dietary energy needs for an 
active and healthy life."  

 

[MB, later:  The Millennium pledge is in fact on people who "suffer from hunger", not those 
whose average consumption over a year ("regular basis") is insufficient.] 
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"Why this definition (dating back to 1960 and never changed) has been deemed adequate to 
select the indicator to monitor the WFS target first and the MDG target later, is a question 
you should ask others. 

What is up to me to say, given my professional expertise and the deontology that has always 
inspired my scientific work, is that the methods developed by FAO and perfected over the 
years are, to all possible extent, still the best possible approach to get a valid estimate for 
most countries in the world, given the available data. 

Yours, 
Carlo" 

 
 
 

[MB, later:  That masks, among other things, the fact that FAO have been wrongly claiming to report 
progress on the hunger target by only using the faster-falling indicator and omitting that on 

underweight children. 

 

Instead of including that compulsory indicator for the headline claims, the FAO has falsely 

inflated the number of "successful" countries by including something not in the MDG structure 

at all, of a reported undernourishment level below 5%.] 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

carlocafiero jasonhickel  

19 Jul 2015 11:40  

 
 Dear Jason, 
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Here is what I have to say to the key points you list: 
 
 
- [quoting Jason Hickel:]  
 
The FAO changed its methodology 22 years into a 25 year study, which is bad scientific practice. 
 
 
[FAO statistician's response:]  
 
Bad scientific practice would have been to change only a few values in a series while not ensuring 
continuity in comparability of the figures over time. We did revise the entire series, backwards, using 
a consistent methodology and all data available to FAO at the time of the revision. We do revise the 
entire series every year when new evidence on current and past data is made available. 
 
Bad scientific practice would have been to ignore new evidence on key elements that are at the heart 
of the published assessment. In the history of the 2011/12 revision of the PoU series, these two key 
elements have been (a) evidence on the extent of food waste, driving a wedge between the amount of 
food potentially available for consumption and the amount that is actually consumed. 
 
 
 
- [quoting Jason Hickel:]  
 
According to FAO documents, the call for a revised methodology was made in response to concerns 
about the hunger numbers rising dramatically in 2008-2009, right before the conclusion of the 
MDGs. (For some reason, the fact that hunger was rising during a period of historically high food 
prices was considered cause for questioning the legitimacy of the measurement, although apparently 
not cause for questioning food prices).  
 
 
[FAO statistician's response:]  
 
I am not sure which FAO documents you refer to, and I do not doubt that even many FAO documents 
might have been unclear or blatantly wrong on the fundamental reasons that led to the revised 
methodology. The fact is that your description of the reasoning is misleading and far from the true 
one. The elements that led to the need of revising the assessment are the following.  
 
First, the prediction that hunger number might have risen dramatically in 2008-09, published in SOFI 
2009 and 2010 (which was based on a scenario regarding the impact of the economic crisis that 
foresaw stagnation in most countries, and on the assumption that domestic food prices were 
skyrocketing in countries where most of the food insecure lived) was contradicted by later evidence 
(the crisis did not hit India or China anywhere close to what had been predicted, those and other 
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countries took trade measures that prevented domestic food price to rise, there was no evidence of a 
significant contraction in food consumption).  
 
That revealed the importance to steer away from model-based predictions based on uncertain 
macroeconomic scenario, and of trying and invigorate the collection and analysis of timely data on 
food prices, production, trade and consumption.  
 
All reasons to scrutiny the quality of the data that informed FAO estimates, including those referred 
to past years.  
 
That scrutiny revealed that FAO had not been paying sufficient attention to the issue of food that is 
wasted after having been produced (about 3% of the total availability of food calories) and to the 
need to periodically revise the estimates of the inequality in food consumption. As I said, these are the 
two elements that dominate the change in the series that is observed in SOFI 2012. The combined 
result of the two is a roughly parallel shift up of the estimated number (due to the impact of reduced 
estimates of average food consumption) and of a marked downward trend in the percentages of 
inadequate food consumption (due to the revisions of the parameters measuring food consumption 
inequality). 
 
The error you and other make in retrospectively looking at the revision of FAO numbers is clear in 
your statement: “the fact that hunger was rising during a period of historically high food prices” was 
simply, in light of the evidence that later has been accumulated, not a fact. Period. 
 
 
(continues in a second comment, as apparently each comment cannot exceed 5000 characters) 

 

   

carlocafiero jasonhickel  

19 Jul 2015 11:44  

 (continued)  

-  [quoting Jason Hickel:]  
 
 
The definition of hunger is too narrow and conservative. Indeed, the FAO's own statements 
confirm this. They call the core definition "narrow", "very conservative", focused only on 
"extreme caloric deprivation," and as such "clearly insufficient to inform policy." The FAO 
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also acknowledges that most poor people actually require calories sufficient for "normal" and 
"intense" activity, rather than "minimal". Why, then, does the FAO continue to use the 
"minimal" definition? I know that you're concerned about "overcounting" hunger, but why 
take the substantial risk of so dramatically undercounting it? Why no concern for errors on 
that side? You ask what a superior method for counting the hungry might be. Well, we could 
start by using "normal" activity as a baseline. We could also revert to the aspects of the 
earlier methodology that took food price crises into account. Those are easy fixes. Fixes that 
would require a bit more work would be: account for micronutrient deficiency and absorption, 
and get rid of the absurd "over a year" criterion (as Thomas points out). Will it cost money to 
get it right? Undoubtedly. But then the cost of getting it wrong is much, much higher, in terms 
of human lives.  
 

[FAO statistician's response:]   
 
Here you follow in the tradition of commentators with a limited grasp of some principles of 
statistical inference who believe they had understood the foundation of the probabilistic 
approach used by FAO.  
 
Use of the MDER (for minimum dietary energy requirement) as a threshold to establish the 
probability of food energy inadequacy in a population is fully consistent with nutritional 
norms for active and healthy life. " 
 

 
 
[MB:  If the FAO's low level of calories is consistent with "norms", why does the US use a 
higher level?    
 
And if the low level was "fully consistent" for a healthy life, why was FAO itself giving the 
name "prevalence of food inadequacy" to a higher level?] 

 
"The point that seems to be hard to grasp by many is that, when you do not know the sex, 
age, body mass and level of physical activity of the person reporting a certain level of food 
consumption, you cannot evaluate adequacy of that level other than in a probabilistic sense.  
 
A “random” member of the population can be anyone: man, women, elderly or child, 
somebody who sits most of the day or an athlete burning 5000 calories a day.  
 
This means that there is a whole range of values of calories that cannot be taken to imply 
inadequacy when the assessment must be made for such a “random” member of the 
population.  
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Only values that are below the MDER can be indicative of the probability of inadequacy. " 

 

[MB: That depends on what you mean by "indicative" and "probability".   The FAO man's 
statement is vague and can easily mislead.] 

 
 
"If, as other have suggested, one were to use the average dietary energy requirement (about 
2200 calories a day) to establish adequacy, we would invariably found prevalence of 50%, 
even in cases where actually no one in the population is undernourished!  
 
So, the bottom line is that we do use “normal” activity as a baseline.  

 
And as for your other suggestions: 

- if we were to revert to the scenario based model that predicted the hunger spike in 2009 we 
would be neglecting evidence to favor preconceived belief (how scientific would that be?) 

- to take into account micronutrient deficiencies and absorption we already developed and 
used other indicators.  
 
(The Individual Dietary Diversity Score, for example, is proven to be a good predictor on 
adequacy of micronutrient intake, and FAO is actively promoting the collection of needed 
data through Demographic and Health Surveys and its use.) 

- I am not sure what do you meant by getting rid of the “absurd” (ah, if you only would pause 
few seconds before using words that sound very offensive…) over-the-year criterion.  
 
From our perspective, this is simply the reflection of the fact that virtually every reliable 
observation we have on food consumption, food expenditure or similar refers to the average 
over a year.  
 
It simply means that we do not pretend to assess the state of food insecurity in the world every 
week, or every day.  
 
From a statistical point of view that would be very inefficient and, yes, absurd from an 
economic point of view: can you even imagine the cost that it would have to do it on a scale to 
allow an even slightly acceptable global level assessment?  
 
Luckily, since at least a century, developments in sampling and statistical inference have 
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enabled us not to spend our life and wealth collecting data that then we would not have time to 
analyze properly.  
 
Statistical inference is an important pillar of the modern scientific methodology that, I am 
sorry to say, you and Thomas are trying to demolish with a rather cheap rhetoric argument. 
 
 

- [quoting Jason Hickel:]  
 
The FAO promotes an explicit focus on growth, while knowing that growth is not the answer 
to food insecurity. 

 
[FAO statistician's response:]  
 
I have no comment on this in my function as statistician at FAO. You may well want to address 
this issue (which I suspect is the core of your concern) with others in the Organization. 

I sincerely hope that this helps clarify. You have important arguments to make, and very 
legitimate concerns. Try not to diminish them by focusing on the wrong targets. If we try not to 
invade fields that are not within our strong competence, we can work together for a better 
world. 

 

 

 

     

mattberkley  

19 Jul 2015 0:24  

The problems with the FAO claims extend beyond the MDG reports and beyond issues of definition of 
food security. 

As I state at www.millenniumdeclaration.org,  
 
the FAO backdated the World Food Summit baseline as well as using a backdated "Millennium" 
baseline.  
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The WFS did not agree to a 1991 or 1990 baseline, and yet  
 
countries accept awards from FAO for meeting a non-existent pledge.  

 
I write,  
 
"The official MDG list falsely states that the 1990-2015 targets come from the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
On its main statistics web pages the FAO falsely claims that the Declaration has a 1990 baseline. " 

"A global fall in the proportion of hungry people from 15% to 10.9% using the UN definition and UN 
statistics for the Millennium Declaration period is nowhere near a "halving" mentioned by the FAO. " 

"The FAO database indicates, if the countries for which statistics are given are a guide, a projection 
to 2015 of 33 countries, not 72, halving the proportion in the period specified in the Millennium 
Declaration pledge." 

 
For the MDG reports the FAO adds in  [MB, later note: see below] even more countries: 

"According to SOFI 2015 estimates, Costa Rica has reached the MDG1 hunger target.  
 
The PoU [prevalence of undernourishment] has decreased from 5.2 percent in 1990-92 to 4.99 
percent in 2014-16. During the same period, the NoU [number of undernourished] has increased 
from 0.16 million to 0.25 million people." 
 
http://www.fao.org/post-2015-mdg/awards/en/ 

 

[MB, later note:  It makes no difference to the main points, but for the sake of completeness, my 
statement about "Even more countries" could mislead.   
 
The FAO wrongly included in the 72 countries which supposedly "achieved the MDG target" those 
which had not officially met any MDG criterion, but which were simply reported as ending the period 
with under 5% of the population "undernourished", whatever the percentage reported for the start. 
 
Instead of mentioning 72 countries and then saying "For the MDG reports the FAO adds in even more 
countries" I should have said something like,  
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"another source of the discrepancy between the FAO's claim about "72 countries" and what its 
figures actually say is...".     

The 72 countries would seem already to include those which the FAO has wrongly included in the 
"MDG successes".] 
 

 
 
 

 

 

carlocafiero mattberkley  

19 Jul 2015 11:51  

Matt,  

you say that the WFS did not agree to a 1991 or 1990 baseline."  
 
 
[MB:  In reality I had said more, as can be seen above, on the fact that the FAO had misrepresented 
the Millennium pledge.  
 
I had also showed that the FAO had misrepresented at least one country as meeting an MDG target 
when according to the FAO's own figures, not only had the proportion hardly fallen at all, but the 
number had risen.] 
 
 
"I respectfully and strongly disagree. 

I remind you and the readers that all background documents informing the World Food Summit in 
1996, and all figures mentioned in the resolutions (including the Declaration itself) make reference to 
the assessment published by FAO with the Sixth World Food Survey publication.  

As, at that time, statisticians had still the last word on what to publish, and they wisely did not venture 
in heroic forecasting, the latest reference period for the assessment in the 1996 publication was the 
triennium 1990-92,  
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which therefore has become the baseline since.   
 
Yours, 
Carlo 

 
[! - The FAO man is clearly incorrect.   Not only is he ignoring the natural meaning of leaders' words 
in the 1996 agreement (which I explain in the next comment below), but also he contradicts the 
documents on the FAO website from the early years after 1996, which made clear that the baseline 
was 1996.  I quoted some of these documents in my comment of 22 July 2015 on the Guardian 
website as part of my response to his claim, below.   After this reasoning and evidence was posted, the 
FAO did not respond.] 

 

 

 

   

mattberkley carlocafiero  

19 Jul 2015 17:39  

 
 
If the FAO has some evidence to back up a claim that leaders agreed a 1990-2 baseline, it can 
point to that specific evidence. 
 
When someone gives a pledge, it is not just what is in their mind or the mind of an adviser or a 
background paper that matters.  
 
In law and in common sense,  
 
the meaning of a contract, agreement or promise depends on what impression is given  
 
- in this case, to the public, including voters. 
 

"We, the Heads of State and Government, or our representatives...pledge...number of 
undernourished people to half their present level no later than 2015." ... 
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"the target of reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no 
later than 2015." 

Rome Declaration and Plan of Action, 1996 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.HTM 

 
 
In 1996 statisticians had to mention old figures because they did not yet have "present level", 
1996 estimates.  
 
In 2015, they do not need 1990 figures to assess the 1996-2015 pledge.  

 
FAO is able to:  

a) report on the actual 1996 pledge; 
 
b) retract its false statements on the Millennium pledge; 
 
c) publish estimates on the actual Millennium pledge; 
 
d) retract its misleading impression that the MDG target includes something about "5 per 
cent"; 
 
e) retract its misleading impression that the MDG global target is for "developing countries".  

And also people can argue over the definition. 

 

 

 

 

TerryHenderson  

19 Jul 2015 12:29  

 

The government seem to believe they can eradicate poverty simply by starving it to death. 
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... 

 
 
 

   

mattberkley  

20 Jul 2015 16:25  

 
To the readers' editor 
7 July 2015 

 
[MB later note: I had sent the email to an invalid Guardian address.    
 
I sent substantially the same text the next day, 8 July.] 

 
Problems in reporting Millennium Summit commitments 

Dear Mr Elliott, 

I write about an unusual situation. It is difficult to get the tone right, so please forgive me. 

Like many people, I thought the Millennium Development Goal targets were in the Millennium 
Declaration. 

Then I read work by the philosopher Thomas Pogge, which pointed out that some MDG targets had 
watered down the actual commitments. 

Many people make the same error, and among them journalists at the Guardian. 

There is no 1990 baseline and no easier "proportions in developing regions" in the Declaration. 

Today's story reads, 

"Fifteen years after world leaders gathered in New York to agree an unprecedented global assault on 
poverty, disease and inequality, the final report is in on the eight millennium development goals 
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(MDGs) they set. ....If progress on the MDGs has been mixed ...their architects can at least claim that 
progress on ending extreme poverty has been spectacular: between 1990 and this year, the number of 
those living in extreme poverty has fallen from 1.9 billion to 836 million." 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jul/07/sustainable-development-goals-will-be-
hard-sell-for-united-nations 

"The final report is in on the eight millennium development goals (MDGs) they set"  
 
is not correct.  
 
The report is on the MDG targets.  
 
The leaders in 2000 agreed to cut child and maternal mortality by the same proportions as in the later 
MDGs, but from "current rates". 

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

 
I am afraid this is not what was reported in 2000: 

"In 2000, world leaders set out to halve 1990 extreme poverty and hunger rates by the end of 2015." 
 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/feb/19/millennium-development-goal-one-
poverty-hunger 

The February article also states, 

"More broadly, the MDGs have been criticised for targeting a reduction in the proportion of people 
living in poverty, rather than the absolute number. Thomas Pogge, a professor in development studies 
at Yale University, said this could “paint far too rosy a picture of the evolution of extreme poverty” 
(pdf)." 

Professor Pogge criticises such a change from the World Food Summit of 1996 to the Millennium 
Declaration. But also, in the article to which the Guardian links, he stated: 

"One may think that the missing baseline is obvious: It is simply the time at which the MDGs are 
adopted, the year 2000 in analogy to how the Rome Declaration set the “present level” as the 
baseline. But the UN instead uses 1990 as the baseline, thereby expanding the plan period to 25 
years." 
http://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---
stat/documents/publication/wcms_087882.pdf 

[There was no mention in 2000 of the phrase "MDGs" - he is referring to the goals in the Millennium 
Declaration.]  
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As Professor Pogge has also pointed out, the UN's interpretation of the Declaration looks at 
"developing regions". This also makes MDG "global" targets easier where they are expressed as 
proportions of total population.  
 
The reason is that total population in those countries grows at a faster rate than world population, 
which is what the Declaration is about. 

 
"While the MDGs have ended extreme poverty for more than a billion people since they began in 
2000" 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jul/07/mdg-final-report-eu-strategy-refugees-
and-the-value-of-democracy 

That is not what the World Bank claims.  
 
It is what the Secretary-General proposed to the Millennium Summit, but it was not "achieved" 
officially.  
 
 
 
 
[MB, later note:  Actually, apart from the problem that the figures look worse if poor people survive 
longer, it would be fair to include not just the fall in numbers, but also people born since the period 
started, who are out of extreme poverty and otherwise would have been in it.    
 
But that would only be possible if you can measure extreme poverty. 
 
That would mean somehow overcoming the subjectivity in what to measure, and carrying out the 
assessment of basic needs which the World Bank has so conspicuously failed to do.]  
 
 
 
 
Nor did the MDG framework begin in 2000. 

I put "achieved" in inverted commas because of the multiple problems with the notion and practice of 
claiming to measure "extreme poverty". 

I have placed more analysis at www.millenniumdeclaration.org . 

Some of what FAO, UNICEF and others have said is simply false. 

There are also mistakes in the February article about the World Bank research method, but the 
baseline and "developing regions" misconceptions are more common. 
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I am sorry to say that the Guardian has published much material giving the wrong impression.  

Perhaps the Guardian could take a guess at what might remedy the misconception among readers, 
and the consequences of publishing the information over an extended period. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 

 
[MB later note: I had sent the email to an invalid Guardian address.    
 
I sent substantially the same text the next day, 8 July.] 
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Email to Guardian readers' editor 20 July 2015, posted to Guardian website: 

 

 
20 Jul 2015 16:41  

Date: 20 July 2015 at 16:39 
Subject: Re: Problems in reporting Millennium Summit commitments 
To: reader@guardian.com 

Dear Mr Elliott, 

I am afraid the Guardian has made the same mistake again. 

"In 1990, nearly half of the population in the developing world lived on less than $1.25 a day. 
...proportion of undernourished people has fallen by almost half, from 23.3% in 1990. The UN report 
might of course be discarded as just a self-serving vindication for some of the ambitions that the 
organisation set itself at the launch of the millennium development goals back in 2000, when promises 
were made...."  

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/jul/19/the-guardian-view-on-global-development-
goals-heed-the-good-news-but-more-needs-to-be-done 
 
 

The MDGs were not launched in 2000.  
 
The ambition for the promises made in 2000 is to achieve the targets from a 2000 baseline, as the 
report below correctly states - not a 1990 baseline. 

The MDG framework proposed in 2001 (http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf ) has 
the generally easier 1990 baselines. It was not mentioned by world leaders at the UN until 2005.  
 
 

[MB later:  Even in 2005, world leaders' references to "Millennium Development Goals" were not 
necessarily entirely clear.   
 
The US State Department and its ambassador to the UN claimed - even after Bush's speech at the 
2005 summit supporting "MDGs" - that the "MDGs" had never been formally endorsed.   
 
The US position is made somewhat more odd by this fact:  In addition to President Bush's statement, 
his Secretary of State Condoleeza Rice said "The United States is committed to the Millennium 
Development Goals" in her speech to the UN General Assembly on 17 September 2005.    
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She talked in the same speech of the goals of the Millennium Declaration.    
 
The problem is this:  If you make a public commitment using words which most people take in a 
particular way, they are going to see you as making that commitment - even if elsewhere you claim 
you are talking about something else.] 

 
The difference was stated in a Guardian article in 2010, below. 

Neither the Declaration nor the MDGs mention proportions in "developing countries", which are 
easier goals because of total population growth.  

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 
 

[the email to the Guardian included the following two pieces of evidence:] 

 
........................................................... 

 
"The three-day summit, which begins on Wednesday, will almost certainly endorse a UN 
declaration.... The declaration is a condensed version of a speech made earlier this year by the UN 
secretary general... 

The aims include halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less than 
a dollar a day." 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/02/cuba.ewenmacaskill 

 
......................................................... 

 
 
"In 2000, the world's leaders met in New York and issued a ringing millennium declaration, 
promising to halve the proportion of people suffering from extreme poverty and hunger by 2015. They 
also pledged to halve the proportion of people without safe drinking water and sanitation; move 
toward universal and full primary schooling for children everywhere – girls as well as boys; reduce 
child mortality by two-thirds and maternal mortality by three-quarters; and combat HIV/Aids, 
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malaria, and other major diseases. These pledges, reformulated as specific, measurable targets, 
became the millennium development goals (MDGs). 

...As the Yale philosopher Thomas Pogge has pointed out, the task has been made easier by moving 
the goalposts. ....When the millennium declaration was rewritten as a set of specific goals, the 
baseline for calculating the proportion to be halved was set not at 2000, but at 1990."  

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/oct/07/millennium-development-goals-un-poverty 

 
 
 
 
 

   

mattberkley  

20 Jul 2015 17:08  

Here is something else which makes progress on the MDG hunger target look better than the statistics 
actually indicate.  

The FAO refer to progress on the target, but they are not actually reporting on the target as a whole.  
 
They are only reporting on one of the two indicators.  
 
The other one looks worse.  

 
 
From the main UN 2015 hunger report from FAO/IFAD/WFP, page 4: 
 

"Progress towards the MDG 1c target, however, is assessed not only by measuring 
undernourishment, or hunger, but also by a second indicator – the prevalence of underweight 
children under five years of age.  
 
Progress for the two indicators was similar, but slightly faster in the case of undernourishment." 
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http://www.fao.org/3/a-i4646e.pdf 
 
 

Pro-rating the statistics they give on page 19 to cover the 25 year MDG period from the 23 and 24 
years of data, I find the difference between the average percentage fall (ie looking at both indicators) 
and the statistic they use for their report (using just the faster trend) to be about 1.8%.  
 
This makes the reported progress look closer to the 50% target for the MDG goal  
 
- except the MDG goal [later note: see correction below] is not, in the official list, for the easier 
"developing regions" in any case.  

 
The difference may vary using the world proportion as specified [later note: see correction below] in 
the official MDG list, and the actual Millennium pledge period of 15 years.  

It may vary greatly in individual countries.  

This FAO practice needs to be considered in the context of the others. 

 

 

 

   

mattberkley  

20 Jul 2015 17:11  

 
Corrections:  

"the MDG *target* is not, in the official list, for the easier "developing regions" in any case";  

"The difference may vary using the world proportion as *implied* in the official MDG list..." 
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mattberkley  

22 Jul 2015 12:12  

 
The FAO may wish to prevent its representatives claiming leaders at the 1996 World Food Summit 
agreed a 1990-2 baseline.  

 
.......................................................... 

 
Produced by: Technical Cooperation Department  
The Committee on World Food Security: NGOs and the reporting process  

The Summit entrusted FAO's Committee on World Food Security (CFS) with the task of monitoring 
the implementation of the Plan of Action and progress in reaching the minimum target of reducing the 
number of undernourished people to half the 1996 level no later than 2015. 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/w7515e/W7515e01.htm 

................................. 

 
Rome, July 17, 2004 

In 1996, the Rome Declaration on World Food Security was approved...the World Food Summit 
approved a Plan of Action, encompassing several objectives to fulfil the immediate goal of reducing - 
no later than 2015 - the number of undernourished people to half the 1996 level. 

Flávio Miragaia Perri 
Ambassador 
Permanent Representative of Brazil to FAO 

 
.............................................. 
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Title: The right to food in theory and practice...  
Produced by: Office of Director-General  

Foreword  

In November 1996 the world's leaders gathered in Rome for the World Food Summit. They considered 
it intolerable that more than 800 million people in the world do not have enough food to meet their 
basic nutritional needs and pledged their political will and their commitment to achieving food 
security for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an immediate view 
to reducing the number of undernourished people to half its 1996 level no later than 2015. 
 
Jacques Diouf 
Director-General, 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/w9990e/w9990e01.htm 
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The Lancet 

 
 
 
On 29 June 2015 the Lancet editors wrote, 

"Having discussed your Letter with the Editor… 

 

Please be reassured that your Letter has been carefully read and discussed by the Editors." 

 
The letter had pointed out some of the Lancet's wrong statements on Millennium pledges. 
 
 
 
On 18 July 2015 the Lancet published this: 
 
 
“Consider four drowning children. (This thought experiment was first devised by Peter Singer in 
1972.) … 
 
...the essential truth: we can’t avoid our responsibility to one another simply because someone else 
decides to avoid their responsibility. This conclusion, if correct, has profound implications for the 
way each of us should act in our day-to-day lives. It does seem correct.” 
 
Richard Horton 
The Lancet 386, 230 
July 18, 2015 
http://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736%2815%2961254-5.pdf  

 
 

But the Lancet was clearly avoiding responsibility for its error, despite its stated policy of correcting 
significant errors.   Instead it continued to mislead doctors and others. Peter Singer had in fact 
published this: 
 

"When the millennium declaration was rewritten as a set of specific goals, the baseline for calculating 
the proportion to be halved was set not at 2000, but at 1990. That meant that progress already made 
could contribute to the achievement of the goal... it looks very much as if, come 2015, the world's 
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leaders will have failed to keep their (watered down) promises." 
 
Peter Singer, 2010 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/oct/07/millennium-development-goals-un-poverty  

 

Second letter to the Lancet 
 
 

18 July 2015 
 
 

[The letter refers to an article by Christopher Murray and Robert Chambers.  That article directs 
readers to an understatement of the Millennium pledges even though it is called 
"Keeping score: fostering accountability for children’s lives".] 

 
  

Wrong Millennium pledge  

The Millennium Declaration pledge on under-five mortality is, by 2015, to reduce it by two-thirds 
from "current rates".  

Murray and Chambers' footnote to their sentence about the Declaration (Lancet 386, 9988, 3–5) 
wrongly directs readers to "United Nations Millennium Project. Goals, targets and indicators. New 
York: United Nations, 2006".  
 
The Millennium Project page relates not to the Millennium Declaration but to the generally easier 
MDG target proposed a year later:  

"Reduce by two-thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate".  

On 2 July the institution which Professor Murray directs, the Institute for Health Metrics and 
Evaluation at the University of Washington, issued a press release announcing the Lancet's 
publication of the Murray and Chambers article. The release states,  

"The Millennium Declaration in 2000 set an ambitious goal of reducing the death rate in children 
under 5 by two-thirds in each country between 1990 and 2015."  
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This error is rife among academics, civil servants, journalists and others. I learned of it from the work 
of Thomas Pogge.  

I note that Arregoces and colleagues refer to an "MDG summit in 2000"  

On 12 June I had written a letter to the Lancet for publication,. pointing out several relevant instances 
in the journal of misleading content, including from the Millennium Project. It is not difficult to see 
that related errors in the Lancet are common. On 29 June, after the letter was rejected, I wrote 
again: "I think it is clear that authors, readers and those most affected deserve the truth.".  

  

References  

http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm  

Thomas Pogge, Millions Killed by Clever Dilution of our Promise, 2010  
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  

www.unmillenniumproject.org/goals/gti.htm  

http://www.eurekalert.org/pub_releases/2015-07/ifhm-moc070215.php  

www.millenniumdeclaration.org 
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20 July 2015  

Re: Problems in reporting Millennium Summit commitments 

To: reader@theguardian.com 

Dear Mr Elliott, 

I am afraid the Guardian has made the same mistake again. 

"In 1990, nearly half of the population in the developing world lived on less than $1.25 a day. 
...proportion of undernourished people has fallen by almost half, from 23.3% in 1990. The UN report 
might of course be discarded as just a self-serving vindication for some of the ambitions that the 

organisation set itself at the launch of the millennium development goals back in 2000, when 

promises were made...." 

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/jul/19/the-guardian-view-on-global-development-
goals-heed-the-good-news-but-more-needs-to-be-done 

The MDGs were not launched in 2000. The ambition for the promises made in 2000 is to achieve the 
targets from a 2000 baseline, as the report below correctly states - not a 1990 baseline. 

The MDG framework proposed in 2001 ( http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/sgreport2001.pdf ) has 
the generally easier 1990 baselines. It was not mentioned by world leaders at the UN until 2005. 

The difference was stated in a Guardian article in 2010, below. 

Neither the Declaration nor the MDGs mention proportions in "developing countries", which are 
easier goals because of total population growth. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 

........................................................... 

 
"The three-day summit, which begins on Wednesday, will almost certainly endorse a UN 
declaration.... The declaration is a condensed version of a speech made earlier this year by the UN 
secretary general... 

The aims include halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less 
than a dollar a day." 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/02/cuba.ewenmacaskill 

......................................................... 
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"In 2000, the world's leaders met in New York and issued a ringing millennium declaration, 
promising to halve the proportion of people suffering from extreme poverty and hunger by 2015. 
They also pledged to halve the proportion of people without safe drinking water and sanitation; move 
toward universal and full primary schooling for children everywhere – girls as well as boys; reduce 
child mortality by two-thirds and maternal mortality by three-quarters; and combat HIV/Aids, 
malaria, and other major diseases. These pledges, reformulated as specific, measurable targets, 
became the millennium development goals (MDGs). 

...As the Yale philosopher Thomas Pogge has pointed out, the task has been made easier by moving 
the goalposts. ....When the millennium declaration was rewritten as a set of specific goals, the 
baseline for calculating the proportion to be halved was set not at 2000, but at 1990." 

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2010/oct/07/millennium-development-goals-un-poverty 

 
 

I put the above letter to the Guardian readers' editor was online as a comment here: 

 
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/jul/19/the-guardian-view-on-global-development-
goals-heed-the-good-news-but-more-needs-to-be-done 

 
 
Note the title of the Guardian website section:  "Comment is free" refers to a phrase which continues, 
"but facts are sacred".    
 
I provided the Guardian with the quotation above from its own coverage in 2000 referring to the 
expectation that world leaders would agree a baseline of 2000 for at least one of their global pledges. 
 
In the face of this evidence, the Guardian still somehow managed to reply - on 5 October, after the 
relevant reporting period of the September world summit - that world leaders' "current  "likely" meant 
1990. 
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"In September 2000 [!], all United Nations member states agreed to adopt [!] the Millennium 
Development Goals, eight targets to guide global development until 2015." 

Data poverty makes it harder to fix real poverty. [!] That’s why the UN should push countries to 
gather and share [!] data". 

Washington Post 
July 20, 2015  
www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2015/07/20/data-poverty-makes-it-harder-to-fix-
real-poverty-thats-why-the-un-should-push-countries-to-gather-and-share-data/  
  
 

 

 
 

"The world has changed since the MDGs were agreed in 2000" 

 
UK Department For International Development 
Written evidence to House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published by the Committee 15 September 2015 
http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/international-
development-committee/uk-implementation-of-the-sustainable-development-
goals/written/21268.html 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 "Posted by Matt Berkley  
on 21 Jul 2015 05:19  

...No reply at Stage 1a: complaints to ECU, BBC World, World Service or Audience Services... 
 
A smaller error: The Inquiry states, similarly to its web page, "over the past 15 years child mortality 
has halved"... 
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Comment posted at: 
"Tony Hall: The BBC is perfectly set up for future challenges" [!] 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/aboutthebbc/entries/6d70efd6-c5ba-4e25-8eb2-69fb35fb5348 
 

 
 
 

 

"Reactions to the United Nations Millennium Development Goals 2015 report  

TOPICS:mdgssdgs 

Posted By: b.tritton@odi.org.uk July 6, 2015  

Post2015.org is collating responses to the UN’s final MDG report ahead of the launch of the 
Sustainable Development Goals later this year. Please check back for updates ... 
 
Matt Berkley | July 22, 2015 at 10:08 am 

It is disempowering to the poor for governments, the media and others to understate, or imply 
understated, government commitments. 

The Reuters story says, “The number of people living in extreme poverty on less than $1.25 a day has 
more than halved, to 836 million from 1.9 billion in 1990, the U.N. said in a report analysing eight 
development goals set out in the Millennium Declaration in 2000” 

The Declaration does not contain a list of eight goals, the term “Millennium Development Goals” or 
the generally easier 1990 baseline which four UN agencies sent out to country representatives in 
November 2001 with no authority from the General Assembly. I have told Reuters of the 
difference – as I have told the Guardian, the BBC, the New York Times, Scientific American, the 
Lancet, the Economist and so on. 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/aboutthebbc/entries/6d70efd6-c5ba-4e25-8eb2-
69fb35fb5348?postId=122489091&initial_page_size=20#comment_122489091  

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/jul/19/the-guardian-view-on-global-development-
goals-heed-the-good-news-but-more-needs-to-be-done#comment-56111650   

http://aboutus.ft.com/files/2010/09/Matt-Berkley-adjudication.pdf   

millenniumdeclaration.org" 
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Comment on: 
Reactions to the United Nations Millennium Development Goals 2015 report 
post2015.org 
22 July 2015 
 
Originally at: 
http://post2015.org/2015/07/06/reactions-to-the-united-nations-millennium-development-goals-2015-
report/?relatedposts_hit=1&relatedposts_origin=5061&relatedposts_position=0 
Now at:  
http://deliver2030.org/?p=6140  

 

 

 

"The Foreign Ministry and the United Nations System in China Jointly Launch the Report on China's 
Implementation of the Millennium Development Goals 

On July 24, 2015, the Foreign Ministry and the United Nations (UN) System in China jointly held the 
launch ceremony of the Report on China's Implementation of the Millennium Development Goals. 
Foreign Minister Wang Yi and Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme 
(UNDP) Helen Clark respectively delivered a video message. Vice Foreign Minister Li Baodong, 
Special Adviser to UN Secretary-General on Post-2015 Development Planning Amina J. Mohammed 
and UN Resident Coordinator in China Alain Noudehou attended the ceremony and delivered 
speeches. 

...The report includes 10 chapters, which offers an overall introduction to China's implementation of 

the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) over the past 15 years" 

[!] 
 
Government of China 
24 July 2015 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/zxxx_662805/t1285034.shtml 

 

 
 
 

"Beijing, 24 July 2015 
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Ms. Amina Mohamed, 
Mr. Alain Noudéhou, 
Dear Colleagues, 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Let me first of all welcome you to the launch ceremony of the Report on China's Implementation of the 
Millennium Development Goals (2000-2015)." 
 
Address by Vice Foreign Minister Li Baodong At the Launch Ceremony of the Report on China's 
Implementation Of the Millennium Development Goals (2000-2015) 
24 July 2015 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/wjdt_665385/zyjh_665391/t1283861.shtml  

 

 

 
 
UN Sustainable Development blog: 
 

"Since the launch of the Millennium Development Goals back in 2000, [!] organisations and 
governments worldwide have been working, together with the United Nations, to accomplish eight 
anti-poverty goals." 
 



1848 

 

 

 
 
[MB: The reference to "improved drinking water" is vague.   The UN figures are not based on water 
quality, but on type of source.  It is well known that the type of source does not tell us reliably about 
quality.  This UN statement is not only vague, but ridiculous.]  
 
What progress has been made in ending global poverty? 
United Nations Sustainable Development blog 
30 July 2015 
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2015/07/what-progress-has-been-made-in-ending-
global-poverty/ 
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Date: 30 July 2015 at 21:01 
Subject: Re: Your submission to The Lancet 
To: The Lancet Peer Review Team <eesTheLancet@lancet.com> 

Dear Dr Ceschia,  

It is not clear to me that you have understood.   For whatever reasons, The Lancet has misled over a 

period of years.   

It is not good for poor people's health to be told the wrong government commitments.   

The evidence is at: 

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/lancet.htm . 

The letter you mention refers to errors in two papers, not one.   The letter of 12 June refers to others. 
 
Yesterday I found that the Lancet's ombudsman made the same mistake.   Today I found Morton 
Jerven did likewise in February 2014.  Both mistakes are in the Lancet. 
 
The Lancet published two misleading articles after you stated to me that you had discussed my 

letter with the editor and that editorial staff had considered it carefully.   

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 

 
 
 
 
 
2 August 2015 at 13:50  
 
To: ombudsman@lancet.com  

Dear Professor Molyneux, 

I am aware that what I write here is unusual;  it may be hard to believe or shocking.   

I am afraid that both other contributors to the Lancet and yourself have made a significant error.   
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Contrary to a common belief, the Millennium Declaration includes resolutions to reduce child and 
maternal mortality from "current rates", not 1990.    

Leaders only mentioned the generally easier Millennium Development Goal framework in 2005, 
while reaffirming the Declaration -  which they affirmed again in 2013.   

It is not clear to me who might be independent enough to decide what The Lancet should do:   
 
perhaps you would think it appropriate to suggest an alternate who could act as ombudsman - or 
inform the publisher. 

In my view The Lancet has failed to take reasonable account of representations about both the 
reasons to publish two letters, and the factual error which caused them to be written.. 

It seems clear that the editor-in-chief has a conflict of interest.  Whether Professor Murray's 
statements or those of his institution, or of another author, amount to author misconduct is not 
something I would claim expertise about.   But I find it astonishing that he, or Jeffrey Sachs, might 
not have known what is in the Millennium Declaration.  

As I stated in my first letter to The Lancet, Professor Sachs' co-author has since written that the 

Declaration did not set 1990 baselines.  I do not know if it is accepted practice not to correct such 
errors by writing to the journal which published them.    

The evidence is at 

millenniumdeclaration.org/lancet.htm . 

 
 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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"Millennium Summit in 2000 agreed a set of Millennium Development Goals…"  

"Millennium Development Goals were set by the Millennium Summit…These eight goals comprise a 
set of targets….by 2015" 
 
OCR A Level Economics - Book 2  
Peter Smith 
Textbook endorsed by OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) examination board 
2015 
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=1471829960 
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To the Guardian readers' editor 
6 August 2015 
 
Re: Problems in reporting Millennium Summit commitments 

 
Dear Mr Elliott, 

Thank you for looking at this issue, and please thank the lady in your office for her time on the phone 
today.   
 

It is not only the Millennium pledges which have been altered and misrepresented by governments or 
civil servants.   

The FAO use a "1990-92" baseline for leaders' pledge of 1996 to halve the proportion of hungry 
people by 2015. 
 
But earlier they said the baseline was 1996. 
 

The exchange below on the Guardian website is with, and the comment relates to, a senior FAO 
statistician.   

 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 
 

.................................................................. 
 

 
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2015/jul/17/the-hunger-
numbers-are-we-counting-right 

 
 
....mattberkley 
 
19 Jul 2015 0:24 
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The problems with the FAO claims extend beyond the MDG reports and beyond issues of definition 
of food security. 
 
As I state at www.millenniumdeclaration.org, the FAO backdated the World Food Summit baseline as 
well as using a backdated "Millennium" baseline. The WFS did not agree to a 1991 or 1990 baseline, 
and yet countries accept awards from FAO for meeting a non-existent pledge. 
 
I write, "The official MDG list falsely states that the 1990-2015 targets come from the Millennium 
Declaration. 
On its main statistics web pages the FAO falsely claims that the Declaration has a 1990 baseline. " 
 
"A global fall in the proportion of hungry people from 15% to 10.9% using the UN definition and UN 
statistics for the Millennium Declaration period is nowhere near a "halving" mentioned by the FAO. " 
 
"The FAO database indicates, if the countries for which statistics are given are a guide, a projection to 
2015 of 33 countries, not 72, halving the proportion in the period specified in the Millennium 
Declaration pledge." 
 
For the MDG reports the FAO adds in even more countries: 
 
"According to SOFI 2015 estimates, Costa Rica has reached the MDG1 hunger target. The PoU 
[prevalence of undernourishment] has decreased from 5.2 percent in 1990-92 to 4.99 percent in 2014-
16. During the same period, the NoU [number of undernourished] has increased from 0.16 million to 
0.25 million people." 
http://www.fao.org/post-2015-mdg/awards/en/ 
 
 
     
 
 
 
[carlocafiero to mattberkley] 
     
19 Jul 2015 11:51 
 
 
Matt, 
 
you say that the WFS did not agree to a 1991 or 1990 baseline. I respectfully and strongly disagree. 
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I remind you and the readers that all background documents informing the World Food Summit in 
1996, and all figures mentioned in the resolutions (including the Declaration itself) make reference to 
the assessment published by FAO with the Sixth World Food Survey publication. 
 
As, at that time, statisticians had still the last word on what to publish, and they wisely did not venture 
in heroic forecasting, the latest reference period for the assessment in the 1996 publication was the 
triennium 1990-92, which therefore has become the baseline since. 
 
Yours, 
Carlo 
 
 
 
 
[mattberkley to carlocafiero] 
 
19 Jul 2015 17:39 
 
If the FAO has some evidence to back up a claim that leaders agreed a 1990-2 baseline, it can point to 
that specific evidence. 
 
When someone gives a pledge, it is not just what is in their mind or the mind of an adviser or a 
background paper that matters. In law and in common sense, the meaning of a contract, agreement or 
promise depends on what impression is given - in this case, to the public, including voters. 
 
"We, the Heads of State and Government, or our representatives...pledge...number of undernourished 
people to half their present level no later than 2015." ... 
    "the target of reducing the number of undernourished people to half their present level no later than 
2015." 
 
Rome Declaration and Plan of Action, 1996 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/w3613e/w3613e00.HTM 
 
In 1996 statisticians had to mention old figures because they did not yet have "present level", 1996 
estimates. In 2015, they do not need 1990 figures to assess the 1996-2015 pledge. 
 
FAO is able to: 
 
    a) report on the actual 1996 pledge; 
    b) retract its false statements on the Millennium pledge; 
    c) publish estimates on the actual Millennium pledge; 
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    d) retract its misleading impression that the MDG target includes something about "5 per cent"; 
    e) retract its misleading impression that the MDG global target is for "developing countries". 
 
And also people can argue over the definition. 
 
 
 
 
 
 mattberkley 
 
22 Jul 2015 12:12 
 
 
 
The FAO may wish to prevent its representatives claiming leaders at the 1996 World Food Summit 
agreed a 1990-2 baseline. 
 
    .......................................................... 
 
    Produced by: Technical Cooperation Department 
    The Committee on World Food Security: NGOs and the reporting process 
 
The Summit entrusted FAO's Committee on World Food Security (CFS) with the task of monitoring 
the implementation of the Plan of Action and progress in reaching the minimum target of reducing the 
number of undernourished people to half the 1996 level no later than 2015. 
 
    http://www.fao.org/docrep/w7515e/W7515e01.htm 
 
    ................................. 
 
    Rome, July 17, 2004 
 
In 1996, the Rome Declaration on World Food Security was approved...the World Food Summit 
approved a Plan of Action, encompassing several objectives to fulfil the immediate goal of reducing - 
no later than 2015 - the number of undernourished people to half the 1996 level. 
 
    Flávio Miragaia Perri 
    Ambassador 
    Permanent Representative of Brazil to FAO 
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    .............................................. 
 
    Title: The right to food in theory and practice... 
    Produced by: Office of Director-General 
 
    Foreword 
 
In November 1996 the world's leaders gathered in Rome for the World Food Summit. They 
considered it intolerable that more than 800 million people in the world do not have enough food to 
meet their basic nutritional needs and pledged their political will and their commitment to achieving 
food security for all and to an ongoing effort to eradicate hunger in all countries, with an immediate 
view to reducing the number of undernourished people to half its 1996 level no later than 2015. 
 
    Jacques Diouf 
    Director-General, 
    Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
 
    http://www.fao.org/docrep/w9990e/w9990e01.htm 
 
     

    [end of comments on Guardian website, quoted in email to Guardian readers' editor 6 August 2015] 
 
 
 
 
 
From the Guardian readers' editor 
6 August 2015 
 
Dear Mr Berkley, 

Because of holidays and the complex nature of the subject it may be a while before I am able to give 
it my full attention but I will look into it. 
 
 
Best wishes 
 
 
Chris Elliott 
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6 August 2015 
 
Dear Mr Elliott, 

Thank you. 
 

In that case please inform the editor-in-chief that the MDGs' 1990 baseline is not in the Declaration. 
 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

Thank you. 

Yours sincerely 

Matt Berkley 
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"Millennium Development Goal Indicators, which were committed to by 189 nations in 2000 [!] and 
ran until 2015." 

John Pullinger chairs 2015 UN Statistical Commission session 
StatsLife 
Royal Statistical Society  
18 August 2015 
https://www.statslife.org.uk/news/2145-john-pullinger-chairs-2015-un-statistical-commission-session  

 

 

.......................................... 
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MDG Scandal @MDGScandal  

@maxcroser confuses income and profit, spending and consumption, inflation and costs, subjective 
value of housing with fact. @sanjaygreddy 

3:08 AM - 20 Aug 2015  

  

 
Sanjay G Reddy @sanjaygreddy 20 Aug 2015  

Thanks, @MDGScandal The $/day money-metric poverty estimates aren't credible, for reasons I and 
others have gone into elsewhere! @MaxCRoser 

 
 
 
MDG Scandal @MDGScandal 20 Aug 2015  

@sanjaygreddy @MaxCRoser Yes, I began telling the BBC this in 2003 

 
 
..................................................... 
 
 
 

"Accelerating  progress  is essential if the goal of zero extreme poverty by 2030 is to be achieved." 

UK Government 
Economic development for shared prosperity and poverty reduction: a strategic framework  
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/276859/Econ-
development-strategic-framework_.pdf 
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"DFID’s Economic Development Strategic Framework outlines how DFID plans to work with 
governments, multilateral institutions, civil society and the private sector to achieve global prosperity 
and eliminate extreme poverty by 2030. "  
 
Department for International Development 
Annual Report and Accounts 2014–15 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/445698/Annual-
Report-2014-2015.pdf 

 

 
 
 
 

"Re: The 2030 sustainable development goal for health 

It is not the case that "In the year 2000, 193 countries adopted the millennium development goals 
(MDGs)". 

Like other similar statements, this gives the impression that leaders only committed themselves to 
achieving the generally easier 1990-baseline targets. In fact the baseline for the Millennium 
Declaration, which leaders reaffirmed in 2005 and 2013, is 2000. 

Evidence: ungoals.org 

For other relevant BMJ content: 

https://mobile.twitter.com/MDGScandal/status/638745854241804288?p=v 

I call for remedy in good time for the UN Summit of later in September 2015. 

Matt Berkley 
Re: The 2030 sustainable development goal for health 
British Medical Journal 
1 September 2015 
http://www.bmj.com/content/349/bmj.g5295/rr 
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"Fourth World Conference of Speakers of Parliament  

United Nations Headquarters, New York 31 August to 2 September 2015  

Inaugural address by the IPU President, Mr. Saber Chowdhury  

H.E. Mr. Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General, H.E. Mr. Sam Kutesa, President of UN General 
Assembly, Hon. Speakers of Parliament, Hon. Members of Parliament Mr. Martin Chungong, IPU 
Secretary General, Mr. Forest Whitaker, Special Guest, Ladies and gentlemen  

Good morning.  

Let me begin by extending a very special and warm welcome to all the Speakers of Parliament from 
around the world present here today at UN Headquarters in New York for this landmark five-yearly 
Conference.  

I would like to say a special word of thanks to our gracious hosts and valued partner, the United 
Nations, which is celebrating its 70th anniversary this year. Congratulations! Mr. Secretary General, 
allow me to express how much we value the growing cooperation between the UN system, parliaments 
and the IPU..  

The First World Conference took place in 2000 on eve of the Millennium Summit and through the 
subsequent Millennium Declaration, the Heads of State and Government acknowledged for the first 
time the importance of strong cooperation between the UN and national parliaments in all areas, 
through the IPU as their world organization.  

On the other hand, while parliaments and generally other stakeholders were not really involved in the 
global conversation leading up to the MDGs 15 years ago..." 

http://www.parliament.go.th/ewtadmin/ewt/parliament_parcy/ewt_dl_link.php?nid=33561  
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"We must always look back before we attempt to move forward. At the start of the millennium, the 
United Nations set the goal of achieving universal primary education for all children between six and 
14 years old [?] by the year 2015." 

 
[MB:  
 
"In the year 2000, there were 100 million children missing out on even a basic education, and a 
Millennium Development Goal (MDG) [?] was set to ensure that every child on the planet had a 
chance to unlock her or his potential. Every UN country promised they would honor this pledge. .... 

So where are we now, 15 years later? " 

Sarah Brown 
The 59 Million Children the MDGs Did Not Reach 
The Office of Gordon & Sarah Brown 
4 September 2015 
http://gordonandsarahbrown.com/2015/09/the-59-million-children-the-mdgs-did-not-reach/ 

 

 

 
 
"Millennium Development Goals set in 2000 – which have helped to halve poverty and improve living 
standards around the world over the past 15 years... In 2000, world leaders agreed the Millennium 
Development Goals" 
 
UK Government 
Undated 
Perhaps September 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/topical-events/united-nations-general-assembly-2015/about  

 

 
 
 

"Matt Berkley [wrote:] 

…I propose that Reuters remedy the error that the easier MDG targets with 1990 baselines were set 
by world leaders in 2000: 
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poornews.org/reuters.htm 

The article above states, 

"the last U.N. development goals were launched in 2000. But the task ahead - finding data to track 17 
goals and 169 targets compared with eight goals and 18 targets..." 

Those 18 targets were not launched in 2000. The Declaration of 2000 has a 2000 baseline - as Reuters 
reported then. 

Evidence: ungoals.org" 

 
SPECIAL SERIES -Wanted: data revolution to track new U.N. development goals · Thomson Reuters 
Foundation News · Disqus 
Comment 7 September 2015 
https://disqus.com/home/discussion/trustorg/special_series_wanted_data_revolution_to_track_new_u
n_development_goals/#comment-2240618779 

 
Posted to http://www.trust.org/item/20150907000228-6b3r2/ 
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......................................................................... 

 
 
 
The Lancet continued to mislead after receiving proof: 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
"In 2000, world leaders agreed on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). MDG 4 called for a 
two-thirds reduction in the under-5 mortality rate between 1990 and 2015. " 

Global, regional, and national levels and trends in under-5 mortality between 1990 and 2015, with 
scenario-based projections to 2030: a systematic analysis by the UN Inter-agency Group for Child 
Mortality Estimation 
The Lancet 
8 September 2015 
http://thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736%2815%2900120-8.pdf 
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"Despite the appearance of unity and in part because there was a lack of concordance between the 
Millennium Declaration Targets (MDTs) and the IDGs, there was a moment in March 2001 when it 
looked like there might be a decisive divergence between the U.N. and the Bretton Woods institutions, 
with the U.N. taking the lead on the MDTs and the World Bank and IMF taking the lead on the 
Poverty Reduction Strategy Process (PRSPs), leaving the IDGs marginalized altogether. 
 
 This potential division of labor was thwarted by a decision to reconcile the differences between the 
MDTs and the IDGs by forging the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which embodied the 
principal elements of both. The MDGs surfaced and were endorsed by the Monterrey Summit [!] on 
Financing for Development in March of 2002..."  
   
 
[Like others, Mr Bradford misleads.  The Monterrey document of March 2002 does not mention 
"Millennium Development Goals" at all, and was in fact concerned with more ambitious goals: see 
note below.]  
 
"Most people who know about the MDGs think their origins began at the U.N. in the year 2000. It is 
an often overlooked fact that the MDGs only came forward in 2002 to bridge the potential divide 
between the Bretton Woods institutions and the United Nations." 

Colin Bradford 
9 September 2015 
https://www.brookings.edu/research/action-implications-of-focusing-now-on-implementation-of-the-
post-2015-agenda/ 

 
 
MB: Colin Bradford is the man about whom on 19 March 2001 at the large inter-agency seminar 
preceding civil servants' discussions about a possible set of goals which became the "MDG" structure, 
Cyril Enweze, Vice President of Operations at the African Development Bank said: 
 
"the task force can try to align the lDG targets and the Millennium targets. Frankly, I think that that 
is a very simple task that can be done very quickly. I had a quick chat with Colin at tea, and he has 
already done that."  
 
The business of the seminar, which included various high-level civil servants, ended with the World 
Bank managing director's words,  
 
"Colin Bradford...is going to help us in making sure that we translate what we have learned here into 
action internally, also in terms of a report and something which we will send to you." 
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He had said earlier in the 2001 seminar:  
 
"I am Colin Bradford, and I am a professor of economics at American University but I was in the U.S. 
Government and in fact Chief Economist of AID and our representative at the DAC [OECD 
Development Assistance Committee] when we launched this whole effort to develop what became the 
International Development Goals. 

...I have thought a lot about this...the advantage of the International Development Goals as 
articulated in this conference is that they are few, they are concrete, they are monitorable, and they 
are achievable, so they telegraph to the world community in ways that I think we haven't fully 
exploited yet and which Mark Malloch Brown I think has articulated a very strong strategy for 
mobilizing public opinion in parliaments.  
 
But I do think that it would be unwise for us to dicker about the differences between the Millennium 
Goals and the IDGs, but rather think about them as one and the same thing. If necessary, we could 
put together a task force which would attempt to reconcile the Goals, but I think that in fact they are 
complementary, and that it doesn't take too much intellectual work to figure out how to make them 
concordant.  
 
....what we don't want to do is to give on the outside, especially to parliaments, any sense that we 
don't have our act pulled together behind something very, very clear and finite and specifically 
focused."  

 
Contrary to what he wrote in 2015, the Monterrey outcome document of March 2002 does not 
mention "Millennium Development Goals" at all.  
 
National representatives at the Monterrey meeting spoke of the Millennium Declaration.   
 
The type of phrase they did use several times in their outcome document was,  
 
"the internationally agreed development goals, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration". 
 
The "MDGs" had not been agreed by member states. 
 
Nations agreed at the 2002 conference: 
 
"We should encourage...coordination...to meet the Millennium Declaration development goals". 
 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf 
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Those statements should be considered alongside the United States' usual position in 2002-5 or 2002-
6 (if Ambassador Bolton's 2006 remarks are taken as official US policy). 
 
The US stated that it had not endorsed - and nor had UN member states - the civil servants' proposals 
for "MDGs".   It said references to "Millennium Development Goals" in summit outcomes in fact 
meant the Millennium Declaration goals. 

 
 
 
....................................................... 
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"Please correct. MDGs with 1990 baselines were not set by UN in 2000. In 2013, leaders reaffirmed 
the Millennium Declaration, which has more ambitious 2000 baselines." 

Comment on 14 September 2015 story in The Nation, Pakistan 
http://nation.com.pk/editorials/14-Sep-2015/missed-goals 

 

 

 

It is perhaps strange if journalists given this information, in more than one year, did not look at what 
the commitments were that they were supposed to be writing about: 
 
 

"The landmark Millennium Declaration, adopted in 2000, and the 2005 World Summit Outcome 
Document, reflect the commitment of Member States to reach specific goals..." 
 
United Nations Press Kit for General Assembly opening on 15 September 2015 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/70/presskit/background.shtml 

 

 

The Guardian continued to mislead after the complaints of 8 July 2015 onwards: 
 

"The UN spearheaded action on reducing child mortality through its Millennium Development Goals, 
announced in 2000. The number of deaths of children under five fell from 12.7 million in 1990 to 6.3 
million in 2013." 

What has the United Nations ever done for you? – interactive 
15 September 2015 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/sep/15/united-nations-what-has-it-ever-done-for-you-
interactive  
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What is notable about the strange claim below by Hans Rosling about poverty in Africa is not just that  
 
a) he, his Gapminder organisation, Novus and the BBC failed to notice it or prevent its publication, 
but that hundreds of people  
 
b) promoted the quiz on Twitter  -  including a very well-known Harvard professor; or  
 
c) said how many answers they had got right out of 7  -  including a Harvard professor of economics, 
 
apparently without noticing the oddness of the claim. 
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After many months, the BBC responded to a complaint by removing the question. 
 
This appears to have breached their own supposedly strict requirement that they acknowledge on the 
page any changes to online output.   
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Another strange idea from Hans Rosling and the BBC is below – that the species is on track to 
eliminate extreme poverty by 2030..   

In reality the World Bank is aiming for 3% "extreme poverty" (using their concept which ignores 
needs) not zero.    
 
The World Bank view (with the data the relevant team say is getting less comparable over time, and 
which is both unreliable and misdescribed as on "poverty") is that the 3% target - meaning about 280 
million people -  is ambitious. 
 
I do not know of anyone who shares Hans Rosling's view.  He was telling people via the BBC that if 
the same progress is continued as in the last 15 years, there would be zero extreme poverty in 2030. 
 
That is especially surprising given that in 2013 he told the Guardian the World Bank claims were like 
the emperor's new clothes, and that the official extreme poverty numbers were plus or minus half a 
billion people.  
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I complained to the BBC in 2013 that Professor Rosling was using statistics he himself had rubbished.   
 
I never received a reply.    
 
Instead, the BBC Trustees falsely claimed that the main part of the BBC had completed their reply, 
that I had appealed the complaint to the Trust, and that the Trustees were entitled to dismiss the 
overall complaint (without mentioning this key point).   Since Trustees had no legal power to dismiss 
complaints unless they had been rejected by the BBC Executive, all of those claims by the BBC's 
highest body were, like too much else that they wrote about my complaints, fiction.  
 
 
 

........................................... 
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Date: 15 September 2015 at 16:40 
Subject: Urgent: BBC set to misreport UN pledges again at next week's Summit 
To: Trust Editorial <TrustEditorial@bbc.co.uk>, James.Purnell@bbc.co.uk 

Dear Mr Towers, Ms O'Brien and Mr Purnell, 

I am afraid the ESC, as well as the BBC Executive, seems to have misled the public.   
  
There was no UN "commitment" to the MDGs in 2001.  That is why the UN Statistics Division does 
not list any such resolution.  
  
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=/Products/GAResolutions.htm 
  
The resolution which some people think agreed the MDGs is 56/95 of 14 December 2001.   
  
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/56_95/a_res56_95e.pdf 
  
It mentions the Secretary-General's 58-page "Road Map" but does not say whether it was interested in 
other parts or the annex containing the MDGs. 
The ESC stated on 19 June 2015:  
http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/bbctrust/assets/files/pdf/appeals/esc_bulletins/2015/june_july.pdf 

"In the following year, 2001, the UN published a Road Map..." 

I am afraid that does not seem clear enough when we are discussing UN commitments.  It was the Secretary-General's 
Road Map, not the nations'.   It was a document written by civil servants, making proposals to the General Assembly. 

The ESC stated, 
  
"It can be seen therefore that by changing the base line for measuring the reduction of under-five child mortality deaths to 
the year 1990, the target set in 2001 was a less demanding commitment than that made in 2000." 
 
Firstly, there were no 1990 baselines for any of the goals in the Declaration.  Reuters, The Economist, the Times of India, 
the New York Times and so on said it had 2000 baselines.  The BBC's error is not only about child mortality.   
  
Secondly, the ESC's statement seems clearly to say that there was a commitment in 2001 to the easier 
baseline.   
  
In reality, far from changing the commitment, the same resolution of 14 December 2001 called for the 
Declaration to be publicised;  and more than one resolution of 21 December 2001 reaffirmed the 
Declaration - as did leaders in 2005 at the World Summit, in 2013 and in effect in July 2015, when the 
Addis Ababa conference reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus. 
  
But all you really need to know for this particular point is that the BBC Trust is unable to produce any 
evidence for its message to the public that the easier baselines were agreed by the UN in 2001.   
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Even when they mentioned the MDGs in 2005 leaders reaffirmed the Declaration in the same 
resolution. 
  
The Executive, as I said, has repeatedly given the public the impression  - after the Trustees 
acknowledged the baseline change - that the easier MDGs were agreed by leaders in 2000.   I confirm 
that the Today programme on 30 June and 1 July (8.35am and 7.35am) gave a similar 
impression.  BBC World News likewise. 
  
The Executive has persistently failed to respond to complaints on these matters. 
  
I do not know why Mr Steel has written to me as if I appealed all my complaints to the Trust.  I 
propose that the Trust immediately require the Executive to review the baseline error, using the 
evidence I previously supplied to the Trust Unit, for a possible broadcast correction before the 
Summit.   So far both the ESC and the Executive have been misleading not only the public but also 
the BBC's own journalists. 
  
  
  
Yours sincerely, 
 
Matt Berkley. 
 
 
Attachment:  Government commitments on global poverty.pdf  
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15 September 2015 
Subject: Millennium Summit pledges have 2000 baseline, not 1990 
To: Richard Horton <richard.horton@lancet.com>, audrey.ceschia@lancet.com, The Lancet Peer 
Review Team <eesTheLancet@lancet.com> 
 
Dear Dr Horton and Dr Ceschia, 

Thank you, Dr Ceschia, for your time on the phone just now.    

As I said, there is an opportunity for The Lancet to correct this error before the UN Summit at the end 
of next week. 

...any letter from me should reference the work of Thomas Pogge of Yale, so a footnote would be in 
order:   

Thomas Pogge, Millions Killed by Clever Dilution of Our Promise, 2010 
http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218 . 

The evidence for the Lancet's errors and other problematic material is at: 

poorscience.org . 

Dr Horton might have a conflict of interest from his IERG or other role. 
 
I think there is a clear argument for publishing the truth about the Millennium pledge before the 
Summit. 

 

 

……………………. 
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"Key functions of the iERG: 

- To assess the extent to which all stakeholders honour their commitments to the Global Strategy 
and the Commission... 

- To review progress in implementation of the recommendations of the Commission 

- To assess progress towards greater transparency in the flow of resources and achieving results 
 
- To identify obstacles to implementing both the Global Strategy and the Commission’s 
recommendations 

- To identify good practice, including in policy and service delivery, accountability arrangements and 
value-for-money approaches relating to the health of women and children 

- To make recommendations to improve the effectiveness of the accountability framework developed 
by the Commission" 

World Health Organisation 
independent Expert Review Group (iERG) 
http://www.who.int/woman_child_accountability/ierg/en/ 

 
 
 
 
 
Note the word "accountability": 
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Date: 16 September 2015 at 07:31 
Subject: Re: FW: Lancet error: Millennium Summit made pledges with a 2000 baseline 
To: "Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM)" <richard.turner@lancet.com>, audrey.ceschia@lancet.com, The 
Lancet Peer Review Team <eesTheLancet@lancet.com>, Richard Horton 
<richard.horton@lancet.com>, Malcolm Molyneux <mmolyneux999@gmail.com>, 
ombudsman@lancet.com 
 
Dear Dr Turner, 

Thank you for dealing with this case. 

I am afraid your email of 15 September thanking me for my appeal of 2 August to the ombudsman 
also does not mention the phone call to Dr Ceschia or the email to Dr Horton and Dr Ceschia with 
further details, both of 15 September.   I append the email below.  

I hope we can all agree that statements or text implying UN agreement to particular targets are only 

acceptable if they have support from specific words in UN resolutions.    

 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 

 

 
 
 
16 September 2015 

Dear Dr Turner, 

The situation is unusual in that both the ombudsman and the editor-in-chief have made the error 
being complained of.  

It is not clear from your email that you understand that. 

It may be appropriate for other people to carry out the investigation on behalf of the journal.   
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An appropriate remedy might include The Lancet proposing to doctors that they tell people what their 
governments pledged. 

Your email thanking me for my email of 2 August to the ombudsman omits the email of 18 August, 
appended below. 

I have heard nothing from Professor Murray or Mr Chambers, to whom as I understand it The Lancet 
has written with a proposal that they write to me.   
 
Their publicity for a Lancet article still flatly contradicts the text of the Declaration: 

 
"The Millennium Declaration in 2000 set an ambitious goal of reducing the death rate in children 
under 5 by two-thirds in each country between 1990 and 2015" 

http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2015/07/150703072652.htm 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

Matt Berkley. 

 

........................................................... 

 

 
MB, later comment:  
 
 
Again, it might be considered particularly serious that the publicity understating the global 
commitment is for Murray and Chambers' article of 2 July 2015, "Keeping score: fostering 
accountability for children’s lives". 
 
The University of Washington's false statement in a press release for the Murray and Chambers article 
may be more widely read than the article itself: 

"Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation ... 
The Millennium Declaration in 2000 set an ambitious goal of reducing the death rate in children 
under 5 by two-thirds in each country between 1990 and 2015." 
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http://morocco.shafaqna.com/EN/MA/206183 
 
http://www.eurekalert.org/pub_releases/2015-07/ifhm-moc070215.php 
 
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2015/07/150703072652.htm  
 
http://www.healthdata.org/news-release/millions-children%E2%80%99s-lives-saved-through-low-
cost-investments 
 
http://www.theglobalfund.org/en/mediacenter/announcements/2015-03-
07_Global_Health_Partners_Have_Saved_34_Million_Children_Since_2000/ 
 
http://medicalxpress.com/news/2015-07-millions-children-low-cost-investments.html  
 
http://globalhealth.washington.edu/department-news/children-saved  
 
http://www.news-medical.net/news/20150703/More-than-34-million-childrens-lives-saved-since-
2000-through-low-cost-investments-in-health-programs.aspx  
 
http://www.sciencecodex.com/millions_of_childrens_lives_saved_through_lowcost_investments-
160703  
 
http://m.sciencenewsline.com/news/2015070311270027 
 
http://globalhealth.washington.edu/department-news  
 
http://www.saluteh24.com/il_weblog_di_antonio/2015/07/millions-of-children-s-lives-saved-through-
low-cost-investments-.html  

  

 
 

............................................................ 
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Date: 15 September 2015 at 16:40 
Subject: Urgent: BBC set to misreport UN pledges again at next week's Summit 
To: Trust Editorial <TrustEditorial@bbc.co.uk>, James.Purnell@bbc.co.uk 

Dear Mr Towers, Ms O'Brien and Mr Purnell, 

I am afraid the ESC, [Editorial Standards Committee of the BBC Trust] as well as the BBC 
Executive, seems to have misled the public.   

There was no UN "commitment" to the MDGs in 2001.  That is why the UN Statistics Division does 
not list any such resolution.  

 http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=/Products/GAResolutions.htm 

The resolution which some people think agreed the MDGs is 56/95 of 14 December 2001.   

 http://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/GAResolutions/56_95/a_res56_95e.pdf 

It mentions the Secretary-General's 58-page "Road Map" but does not say whether it was interested in 
other parts or the annex containing the MDGs. 

The ESC stated on 19 June 2015:  

http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/bbctrust/assets/files/pdf/appeals/esc_bulletins/2015/june_july.pdf 

"In the following year, 2001, the UN published a Road Map..." 

I am afraid that does not seem clear enough when we are discussing UN commitments.  It was the 
Secretary-General's Road Map, not the nations'.   It was a document written by civil servants, making 
proposals to the General Assembly. 

The ESC stated, 

 "It can be seen therefore that by changing the base line for measuring the reduction of under-five 
child mortality deaths to the year 1990, the target set in 2001 was a less demanding commitment than 
that made in 2000." 
 
Firstly, there were no 1990 baselines for any of the goals in the Declaration.  Reuters, The Economist, 
the Times of India, the New York Times and so on said it had 2000 baselines.  The BBC's error is 

not only about child mortality.   

Secondly, the ESC's statement seems clearly to say that there was a commitment in 2001 to the easier 
baseline.   

In reality, far from changing the commitment, the same resolution of 14 December 2001 called 

for the Declaration to be publicised;  and more than one resolution of 21 December 2001 
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reaffirmed the Declaration - as did leaders in 2005 at the World Summit, in 2013 and in effect in 
July 2015, when the Addis Ababa conference reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus. 

  

But all you really need to know for this particular point is that the BBC Trust is unable to produce 

any evidence for its message to the public that the easier baselines were agreed by the UN in 

2001.   

Even when they mentioned the MDGs in 2005 leaders reaffirmed the Declaration in the same 
resolution. 

.... 

I do not know why Mr Steel has written to me as if I appealed all my complaints to the Trust.  I 
propose that the Trust immediately require the Executive to review the baseline error, using the 
evidence I previously supplied to the Trust Unit, for a possible broadcast correction before the 
Summit.   So far both the ESC and the Executive have been misleading not only the public but also 

the BBC's own journalists. 

  

 Yours sincerely, 

  

 Matt Berkley. 
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Email to Rona Fairhead, BBC Chairwoman 
 
 
 
Date: 16 September 2015 at 20:36 
Subject: Fwd: Urgent: BBC set to misreport UN pledges again at next week's Summit 
To: trust.enquiries@bbc.co.uk 
 

Dear Ms Fairhead, 
 
Thank you for your attention yesterday outside Portcullis House, on the BBC's errors about 
Millennium Declaration pledges. 
 
The problems might raise questions of governance, news strategy and/or adequacy of the complaints 
system authorised by the Trust. 
 
The BBC has repeatedly stated, and implied, that Millennium pledges have easier baselines than 

is in fact the case, and failed to reply to complaints on this since February 2014.   
 
The evidence I mentioned to you is here. 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20150821152153/http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/bbctrust/entries/3950cd25-
1120-46b3-9fe0-a9259677adfa 
 
As you can see, the relevance of my comments to your blog post is that the BBC is proposing to 
extend iPlayer and/or CBBC output, and I am pointing out defects in quality which might indicate a 
better target for expenditure and/or consideration. 
 
The BBC has also reported non-existent statistics for "safe" water, and claimed there are price 

data for a "basket of essential goods" since "a couple of decades ago".   The errors have appeared 
even after the BBC altered web pages in response to complaints from me.  
 
Complaints beginning in May 2012 concerning factual errors, range of views and range of 
contributors in More or Less have hardly begun to be answered.   Other complaints, submitted 
because the originals were not answered, have been entirely ignored.   

In my view broadcasting false information on government pledges and evidence for progress 
counteracts more useful work done by BBC Media Action and the BBC's charity efforts.  It 
undermines democracy and is astoundingly disrespectful of people the BBC claims to inform.  
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Further evidence is at:  
 
poornews.org 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Matt Berkley 
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Date: 18 September 2015 at 12:27 
Subject: Urgent: BBC set to misrepresent existing UN pledges again during next week's Summit 
To: david.jordan@bbc.co.uk, jessica.cecil@bbc.co.uk, trust.editorial@bbc.co.uk, 
trust.enquiries@bbc.co.uk, ECU <ECUdl@bbc.co.uk>, James.Purnell@bbc.co.uk, 
paul.smith@bbc.co.uk, worldservice.letters@bbc.co.uk 
 

 
Dear Mr Jordan, Ms Cecil, Mr Towers, Ms O'Brien, Ms Fairhead, Mr Ayre, Mr Steel, Mr Purnell, and 
Mr Smith, 
 
Broadcast correction before 24 September:  International commitments on poverty, and claims of 
progress. 
 

Is the following not true? 
 
Understating government commitments to the poorest people on earth amounts to taking away some 
of the little political power they have. 
 
 
In 2013, David Cameron and other leaders reaffirmed the Millennium Declaration, containing pledges 
with baselines not of 1990 but 2000. 

[MB later note:  Perhaps Mr Cameron was not at this meeting.  But in any case leaders including him 
reaffirmed the Declaration at the 2010 Summit]. 
 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Outcome%20documentMDG.pdf 
 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 

It should not be difficult to confirm the BBC's error.   
 
The BBC has understated and given understated impressions of world leaders' Millennium 
commitments to the poorest, which in reality leaders reaffirmed in 2005 and 2013. 
 
It has done so repeatedly, despite complaints and a relevant statement in a BBC Trust Editorial 
Standards Committee ruling. 
  
I attach further documentary evidence on what governments have pledged. 
 
Other relevant evidence is at millenniumdeclaration.org and poornews.org .  
 
UN members did not, as the BBC and the Trust claim or imply, agree generally easier Millennium 
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Development Goal targets fourteen or fifteen years ago.  They agreed, and reaffirmed, the Millennium 
Declaration.   
 
Leaders mentioned the Millennium Development Goals in 2005.  However, they at the same time 
reaffirmed the Declaration which has more ambitious 2000 baselines. 
 
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Indicators/ares60_1_2005summit_eng.pdf  
 
In effect they also reaffirmed the still more ambitious World Food Summit goal of reducing the 1996 
number of hungry people by half (paragraph 17 states a determination to fufil goals of other major 
summits) to, by current official FAO estimates and methods, 500 million people compared to the 800 
million now estimated.  
 
From the evidence in the attached document, it may take you no longer than thirty seconds to see that 
the General Assembly continued to agree the Declaration.  The following is a very small selection of 
the BBC's errors.  Others are at and via the websites above. 
 
The leaders' pledges reaffirmed in 2013 do not use "1990 as a benchmark" as the BBC's "MDG 
website claims: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/specials/1112_mdg/ 
- repeated at http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/shared/spl/hi/in_depth/africas_challenges/html/5.stm 
 
For the 2005 Summit the BBC blurred the line between the 2000-baseline pledges and the easier 
MDG targets: 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/specials/1817_wawryw/page5.shtml 
 
For the 2010 Summit the BBC did the same: 
"Forged amidst the enthusiasm and optimism of a new millennium, they were the first ever [!] set of 
shared development goals at international level." 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/thereporters/ferguswalsh/2010/09/global_health_declaration_-
_ten_years_on.html 
 
http://www.bbc.com/mundo/internacional/2010/09/100916_milenio_objetivos_onu_economia_mj.sht
ml 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-11378604  
 
More or Less of 10 March 2012 wrongly claimed the MDGs were agreed by all the countries of the 
UN in 2000. 
 
It is not clear on what basis of actual UN resolutions More or Less broadcast 3 July 2015 claimed the 
MDGs were agreed "around 2000".  Its programme page has a clearer error. 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p02vmb62  
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The MDG targets were not established by the UN in 2000: 
http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/mediaaction/policybriefing/bbc_media_action_health_on_the_move.pdf , 
note 1. 
 
After the complaints system repeatedly failed to give responses, I sent complaints on this to the 
Editorial Complaints Unit beginning on 6 February 2014, and later to other parts of the BBC. 
 
The BBC kept on giving false information: for example, the MDGs were "pledges" agreed in "2000".   
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/live/uk-politics-31798171 
 
The BBC Trust has committed to the public that all complaints on older material will be read to 
determine seriousness, and that all complaints received by other parts of the BBC will be forwarded to 
Audience Services for logging.   
 
After my complaint, the BBC continued to broadcast and publish misleading and false information on 
the international commitments, in a variety of languages.    
 
The complaint of 9 June 2015 is one example of many not answered - in this case despite a message 
to the Director-General: 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/aboutthebbc/entries/6d70efd6-c5ba-4e25-8eb2-
69fb35fb5348?sortBy=Created&sortOrder=Ascending&filter=none 
 
It may take no longer than ten minutes to see that you need to broadcast a correction before the UN 
Summit next week. 
 
I have yet to receive from the BBC Executive a specific response as to why it has not risked a lack of 
independence from the Editorial Complaints Unit 
a) determining the outcome of complaints,  
b) refusing to investigate, and  
c) failing to ensure replies to complaints 
on Millennium Goal indicators, after I pointed out its own error in a published ruling of 2005. 
 
In that ruling it overvalued the World Bank "dollar a day" by a factor in the range of typically 80-
200%. 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/complaints/pdf/ecu_julsep2005.pdf 
 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/Matt%20Berkley%20comments%20on%20BBC%20Stage%202%2
0provisional%20response%20with%20added%20emphasis.%20%20BBC%20ref.%201300394.doc  , 
note vii. 
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I propose that BBC Executive inquiries in this area be carried out by people who have not made or 
allowed related misinformation. 

I propose that the BBC Executive and the Trust review the complaints, given implications for 
journalistic strategy and governance. 

It does not seem clear to me that I have, as the Editorial Complaints Unit has claimed, appealed all of 
the complaints about the baseline to the Trust.   But by any common sense such technicalities should 
not matter.  It is obvious that the BBC has misled the public.   
 
In my email of 16 September to Ms Fairhead via trust.enquiries@bbc.co.uk I mentioned disrespect to 
people the BBC claims to inform.   Let me be clear:   
 
The BBC has understated government pledges to the poorest people on earth. 
 
The BBC has overstated reliability and relevance of official measures on progress. 
 
The BBC has risked to a significant degree promoting misconceptions on policy success or failure. 
 
The BBC has promoted misconceptions on the trustworthiness of politicians, journalists, academics, 
civil servants and others.    
 
The BBC has persisted in a variety of misinformation on extreme poverty, including on "safe" water, 
even after correcting some web pages after complaints.   
 
It is not difficult to see the following:  
 
Misconceptions on progress, policy success or trustworthiness of governments can lead to worse 
policy, worse government or misinformed voting. 
 
If you persist in broadcasting and publishing error, you are knowingly disregarding potential suffering 
which may result. 
 
If you report governments' or intergovernment agencies' statistics without considering whether they 
make sense, or are reliable, or whether the small print or real-life considerations are important, you 
risk causing real suffering to real people.   
 
I suggest that for next week you prioritise broadcast correction on government commitments, with 
prominence appropriate to counteracting the wrong impression given over many years.    
 
Otherwise you will have provided misinformation on even your own political leaders' commitments - 
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pledges by Tony Blair and David Cameron -  and then failed to provide the facts, in effect stealing 
political power from hungry people. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Matt Berkley 
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Neither MB nor UN librarians can find member states' commitment to 1990 baseline 
 
 
 
Question put on 20 September 2015: 

 
In which resolution did UN member states first endorse the specific target of  
reducing child mortality by 2015 to a third of its rate in 1990?  
 

Later note: 
 

I am not a Christian and I do not know much about Dag Hammarskjöld.   
 
But I am wondering now, thinking of the two people commemorated by the Millennium and the 
library, not just "what would Jesus say?" but also "what would Dag say?". 

 
 
........................................................................ 

 

 
Replies from United Nations Dag Hammarskjöld Library  
<ask@un.libanswers.com> 
 
Subject: Ask DAG: A reply to your query  
 
Original Question 

 
Sep 20, 2015 

In which resolution did UN member states first endorse the specific target of reducing child mortality 
by 2015 to a third of its rate in 1990?  
 
Thank you. 
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Susan Kurtas 

Sep 21 2015, 10:49am 
 
In September 2000, the United Nations Millennium Declaration was adopted (A/RES/55/2) 
committing nations to reduce extreme poverty and setting time-bound targets - with a deadline of 
2015 - that became known as the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).  
 
The actual goals and indicators were elaborated after the declaration and research on these is a little 
more tricky.   
 
I am waiting for our Library's catalogue to be re-started so I can search there to see if I can find when 
the child mortality goal was set. 

Peace, 

Susan 

 
 

 
Susan Kurtas 
Sep 21 2015, 10:55am 

The MDG indicators website has background information with links to the key documents and 
resolutions:  
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=/Products/GAResolutions.htm 

This publication may give more details:  

Indicators for Monitoring the Millennium Development Goals: Definitions, Rationale, Concepts and 
Sources 
[ http/mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Attach/Indicators/HandbookEnglish.pdf ] 
 
I am still waiting on our catalogue... Sorry for the delay. 

Peace, 

Susan  K. 
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Matt Berkley 

Sep 21 2015, 11:21am 

Dear Ms Kurtas, 
 
Thank you. But I cannot understand what you write here: 
 
 
On 21 September 2015 at 15:49, Dag Hammarskjöld Library | Bibliothèque Dag Hammarskjöld | 
Bibliotheca Dag Hammarskjöld <ask@un.libanswers.com> wrote: 

In September 2000, the United Nations Millennium Declaration was adopted (A/RES/55/2) 
committing nations to reduce extreme poverty and setting time-bound targets - with a deadline of 
2015 - that became known as the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 

 
The time-bound targets in the Declaration have 2000 baselines, as was reported at the time. Those did 
not become known as MDGs.  

 
 

 
 
 
Susan Kurtas 

Sep 21 2015, 12:21pm 

The Secretary-General report in  
 
A/56/326, [http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/56/326] 
Road map towards the implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration :  report of the 
Secretary-General, Annex, p. 55, states,  
 
"For the purpose of monitoring progress, the normal baseline year for the targets will be 1990, which 
is the baseline that has been used by the global conferences of the 1990s." 

This report was taken note of in A/RES/56/95.  
[http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/56/95] 

Please let me know if I can be of further assistance. 

Peace, 
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Susan K. 

  
 
 
 
Matt Berkley 
Sep 21 2015, 12:31pm 

…Thank you. Resolution 56/95 states that the Assembly takes note of the Report, but not the 1990 
baseline. The Report is 58 pages long. In the same resolution, the Assembly urged more publicity for 
the Declaration, which seems to amount to endorsing the 2000 baseline. 
 
On 21 December 2001 the Assembly reaffirmed the Declaration, which has 2000 baselines.  
 
The 2005 World Summit resolution did mention the MDGs, using but also reaffirmed the Declaration.  
 
So I cannot see where the Assembly decided to change its commitment to reduce child mortality by 
two-thirds from the 2000 rate.  
 
  
 

 

Susan Kurtas 

Sep 21 2015, 12:37pm 

In this case, I will try to find someone who has more knowledge of this topic who may be able to 
respond to your concerns. 

  
 
 

Susan Kurtas 

Oct 01 2015 

I have not been able to contact anyone who has more information about this. To pursue this research, I 
suggest review of the resolutions on the follow-up to the Millennium Summit. 

For More Info / Source(s) 
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• UNBISnet search results: Millennium Summit and type of material B01 
[http://unbisnet.un.org:8080/ipac20/ipac.jsp?&limitbox_2=TM01+%3D+tm_b01&menu=sear
ch&aspect=subtab124&npp=50&ipp=20&spp=20&profile=bib&ri=7&source=%7E%21horiz
on&index=.SW&term=%22millennium+summit%22&x=0&y=0&aspect=subtab124]  

 
 
…from the Client Services team of the United Nations Dag Hammarskjöld Library. 
 
http://www.un.org/Depts/dhl/  
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"The new goals replace the eight "Millennium Development Goals" adopted at a summit in 2000. 
Those expire at the end of 2015." 

Times of India 
21 September 2015 
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/world/us/UN-adopts-17-new-development-goals-for-
2030/articleshow/49040559.cms  

 
[In 2000 the Times of India, like Reuters, the New York Times, the Los Angeles Times, the Guardian, 
the Independent, the Economist and so on, gave the impression that the summit used a baseline of 
2000.     
It is not clear to me why targets, or undated goals, or commitments in the Millennium Declaration on 
human rights should expire.   
It would seem sensible to have from the start a contingency plan to accelerate progress if it is slow, 
and another to sort out the situation if a target is not met by the specified date.   I do not mean to 
imply that there are adequate data, or reasoning, for any particular SDG.]. 
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Date: 21 September 2015 at 15:48 
 
Subject: For Richard Curtis. Factual error in The World's Largest Lesson material. Fwd: Urgent: BBC 
set to misrepresent existing UN pledges again during next week's Summit 
 
To: ajones@unitedagents.co.uk, dwalker@unitedagents.co.uk, aelliott@unitedagents.co.uk 

Dear Mr Jones and Mr Kirby, 

Please pass the following on to Mr Curtis. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
  
Matt Berkley 
  
 
 
............................................................... 
 
 
 
Dear Mr Curtis, 
  
I am sorry to break this to you, but there is a common myth about Millennium pledges which you may 
be in danger of repeating in a few days. 
 
I edit millenniumdeclaration.org  -  documentary evidence on UN commitments and research 
methods. 
 
Following complaints, the Financial Times Complaints Commissioner and the BBC Trust have 
accepted that the later Millennium Development Goal targets are less ambitious than leaders' pledges 
of 2000.  
  
The former deputy director of the Millennium Campaign has stated that the easier baseline was not set 
at the Summit. 
 
I am sorry to tell you that some of the information to which readers of The World's Largest Lesson are 
directed, is misleading.  
 
Statements that the MDGs were set by a UN summit in 2000 understate the pledges and, ultimately, 
disempower the poor.   
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There is no 1990 baseline in the Declaration, which leaders reaffirmed in 2005 and 2013. 
  
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Matt Berkley 
  
  
.......................... 
  
  
 
[appended to email to Richard Curtis, 21 September 2015:]  
  

World's Largest Lesson: 
 
"Millennium Development Goals: 2000-2015 [!]  
In 2000 the United Nations issued the Millennium Development Goals [!] , a set of targets...next 15 
years. The primary aim of these goals was to halve extreme poverty by 2015. This target was met in 
2010 [!]" 
https://www.tes.com/worldslargestlesson/the-goals/  

  

John McArthur, formerly of UN Millennium Campaign: 
"Myth 4: The Millennium Declaration established 1990 baselines." 
http://johnmcarthur.com/2015/01/origins-of-mdgs/  

  

Financial Times Complaints Commissioner accepts the difference: 
http://aboutus.ft.com/files/2010/09/Matt-Berkley-adjudication.pdf  

  
BBC Trustees accepted on 19 June 2001  [MB, later note: Should read "2015", as is visible from the 
web address below]:  
 
"Millennium Declaration in 2000" had "commitments...reducing child mortality by two thirds, of 
their current rates...by changing the base line to 1990...the [Millennium Development Goal] 
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target…was...less demanding…".  
"Trustees... noted his concern that the BBC had made similar errors over many years and that these 
had been the subject of other complaints”  
http://downloads.bbc.co.uk/bbctrust/assets/files/pdf/appeals/esc_bulletins/2015/june_july.pdf  
  
  
"Richard Curtis. He told Newsbeat..."In 2000 there were some millennium development goals" " 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/newsbeat/article/33464580/ed-sheeran-coldplay-pearl-jam-and-beyonce-to-
headline-anti-poverty-concert 
  
  
I have informed the Director of Royal Geographical Society of its error, to which the World's Largest 
Lesson readers are directed: 
  
"(MDGs) were set in the year 2000 [!] at a United Nations summit." 
http://www.rgs.org/OurWork/Schools/Teaching+resources/Key+Stage+3+resources/Global+Learning
+Programme/Millennium+Development+Goals+5-8.htm 

http://www.rgs.org/NR/rdonlyres/DF7FFD27-3E4C-4446-9F75-DABFB03A4AB0/0/MDgs1234.pdf   

"The MDGs are derived from this Declaration" 
http://www.rgs.org/OurWork/Schools/School+Members+Area/Ask+the+experts/Millennium+Develo
pment+Goals.htm   

  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
 
Date: 18 September 2015 at 12:27 
Subject: Urgent: BBC set to misrepresent existing UN pledges again during next week's Summit 
To: david.jordan@bbc.co.uk, jessica.cecil@bbc.co.uk, trust.editorial@bbc.co.uk, 
trust.enquiries@bbc.co.uk, ECU <ECUdl@bbc.co.uk>, James.Purnell@bbc.co.uk, 
paul.smith@bbc.co.uk, worldservice.letters@bbc.co.uk 
… 

 
[appended some of previous correspondence to BBC] 
 
[end of extract from email for Richard Curtis] 
 

 

................................................... 
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Is the problem that poor countries have bad statistics, or that rich countries have misdescribed 

them? 

 
 

 
 
 
Above:  Having been told from 2003 that experts consider World Bank "poverty" statistics unreliable, 
the BBC presents a "discovery" a few days before the 2015 Summit. 

 
 
 
If governments want better data, is it not counterproductive to tell people the public have precise 
statistics already?  
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To the Guardian readers' editor 
 
23 September 2015 
 
 
 
Dear Mr Elliott, 

The Guardian has understated UN commitments to the poorest people on earth, reaffirmed in 2013. 
 
There is no 1990 baseline in the Millennium Declaration.  There is a 1990 baseline in the later MDGs. 

 
I understand that staff may be surprised to find they cannot support a common belief.  
 
Neither I nor anyone else seems to be able to confirm the Guardian's claims that world leaders, or the 
UN General Assembly, agreed the easier Millennium Development Goals around the year 2000.  
 
Unless the newspaper can find a UN resolution to support its version, I suggest you ask journalists to 
stop making the unfounded claims pending investigation and remedy. 

Evidence from actual UN resolutions is here:  millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm 
 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley. 
 
 
[The email included correspondence with a UN librarian, below] 
 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dag Hammarskjöld Library | Bibliothèque Dag Hammarskjöld | Bibliotheca Dag 
Hammarskjöld <ask@un.libanswers.com> 
Date: 21 September 2015 at 17:37 
Subject: Ask DAG: A reply to your query : In which resolution did UN member states first endorse 
the specific target of reducing child mortality by 2015 to a third of its rate in 1990? 
To: Matt Berkley <mattberkley@gmail.com> 
 



1902 

 

Susan Kurtas 

Sep 21 2015, 12:37pm via System 

In this case, I will try to find someone who has more knowledge of this topic who may be able to respond 
to your concerns. 

  

 

Matt Berkley 

Sep 21 2015, 12:31pm via Email 

Dear Susan, 

 

Thank you. Resolution 56/95 states that the Assembly takes note of the 
Report, but not the 1990 baseline. The Report is 58 pages long. In the 

same resolution, the Assembly urged more publicity for the Declaration, 
which seems to amount to endorsing the 2000 baseline. 

 

On 21 December 2001 the Assembly reaffirmed the Declaration, which has 2000 
baselines. 

 
The 2005 World Summit resolution did mention the MDGs, but also reaffirmed 

the Declaration. 

 
So I cannot see where the Assembly decided to change its commitment 

to reduce child mortality by two-thirds from the 2000 rate.  

 
 
 

Susan Kurtas 
 
Sep 21 2015, 12:21pm via System 

 

The Secretary-General report in A/56/326, Road map towards the implementation of the United Nations 

Millennium Declaration : report of the Secretary-General, Annex, p. 55, states, "For the purpose of 
monitoring progress, the normal baseline year for the targets will be 1990, which is the baseline that has 

been used by the global conferences of the 1990s." 

 
This report was taken note of in A/RES/56/95. 
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Please let me know if I can be of further assistance. 

 

Peace, 

 
Susan K. 
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Same-day telegram to Guardian editor-in-chief 
 
23 September 2015 
 
 
Dear Ms Viner, 
 
I am afraid the Guardian has made an error on the Millennium 
Declaration pledges, and looks set to repeat it in reporting 
this week's UN Summit. 
 
A complaint of July has not been answered. 
 
Contrary to popular belief, the easier 1990 baseline of the 
MDGs proposed in 2001 is not in the Declaration, and it is 
difficult to find any UN resolution formally approving the 
change. 
 
I have sent Chris Elliott a reply from the UN library failing 
to find such a resolution. 
 
The General Assembly, far from formally approving the easier 
baseline in 2001, reaffirmed the Declaration, which has 2000 
baselines, on 21 December 2001. 
 
Evidence on resolutions is here:  ungoals.org 
 
Evidence on the Guardian coverage is here: 
poornews.org/guardian.htm 
 
Yours sincerely, Matt Berkley 
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After the complaints and documentary evidence that the FAO had taken "present level" in the 

1996 hunger pledge to mean 1996, the Guardian persisted: 

 

 

"As more than 150 world leaders gather in New York this week to set a global anti-poverty agenda for 
the next 15 years through the adoption of sustainable development goals (SDGs), grassroots 
organisations and nonprofits are fixated on one word: accountability. 

It was arguably the most oft-repeated term at a conference on Tuesday, hosted by Unicef at its 
headquarters in collaboration with the Guardian... 
 
“If you want to go from applause to action, you have to add another step: accountability,” said 
[David] Miliband, CEO of the International Rescue Committee (IRC), in a keynote address. “Targets 

without accountability are not worth having.” 

The accountability question is especially pertinent as world leaders look to build upon the progress of 
the millennium development goals, which were adopted in 2000" 
 
[!] 

Humanitarian advocates point out that the development targets from 15 years ago..." 
 
[The Guardian still fails to mention what those actually are, instead again giving the wrong 
impression that it was the generally easier "MDG" targets which leaders adopted in 2000, and so 
protecting the powerful from "accountability".   
 
The fact that the Guardian may have been funded by organisations which might have been revealed as 
having deceived the public, such as Unicef, may or may not be relevant:  other media organisations, 
such as the New York Times, the Economist and the BBC have been similarly unwilling to correct the 
impression given to the public and similarly persistent in misleading again after being shown that 
what they were saying was wrong. ] 
 
Global goals: Targets without accountability are not worth having 
[!] 
The Guardian 
24 September 2015 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2015/sep/24/david-
miliband-sustainable-development-goals-un-new-york-irc  
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"(MDGs), the most successful undertaking to beat poverty in history. When the UN agreed them back 
in 2000 [!] it is fair to say that they were met with some scepticism, but the progress since then has 
been remarkable. It’s unfortunate that so few people know about it... 

First, since 1990, extreme poverty, child mortality and deaths from malaria have been cut in half." 

[Are the malaria claims reliable?] 

Melinda Gates 
24 September 2015 
http://www.thenational.ae/opinion/comment/we-should-work-together-to-eradicate-extreme-poverty  

 

 

 
"The EU has been committed to the Millennium Development Goals since their adoption in 2000" [!] 

European Commission 
European Union 
24 September 2015 
https://europa.eu/eyd2015/en/european-union/posts/2030-agenda-sustainable-development  

 
 
 

 

"many independent analysts are taking stock of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), the 
global guide star for anti-poverty efforts over the period from 2000 to 2015"  [!] 

"in order to understand the nature of the successes since 2000, we need to look beneath the crucial 
but ultimately crude benchmarks of MDG target achievement."  

 
John McArthur 
Date given as 24 September 2015 
Perhaps "v2" refers to a version 2. 
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/15-million-success-stories-under-the-
Millennium-Development-Goals-v2.pdf  
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" Acknowledgements: we thank Krista Rasmussen for outstanding research assistance and Homi 
Kharas for helpful comments on an earlier draft of this paper." 

 

"Brookings recognizes that the value it provides is in its absolute commitment to quality, 
independence and impact...." 
  
"(MDGs), a set of development targets that gradually became the common reference point for global 
policy efforts after being established at the U.N. Millennium Summit in September 2000."  [!] 
 
"September 2000 was the month of the U.N. Millennium Summit that established the targets 
subsequently known as the MDGs." [!]  

"The detailed search results offer windows into a variety of interesting historical details. For 
example, although in retrospect the 2000 U.N. Millennium Summit is seen as seminal in having set 
forth the MDG targets, [!]  only the New York Times picked up the story at the time. A two-page 
article, authored by Barbara Crossette (Sept. 9, 2000), the newspaper’s then-U.N. bureau chief, is the 
only MDG [?]  news coverage within the sample. 4" 
 
"Endnotes... 
 
1. LexisNexis was the most comprehensive and searchable database of newspapers available to us at 
the time of writing. it also seems to be consistent with the newspapers’ own direct databases. For 
example, a search for “millennium development goals” using the New York Times’s Chronicle tool, 
which draws from its API, produces very similar results to a LexisNexis search ... 
 
3. Full disclosure: one of this paper’s co-authors, John W. McArthur, was lead editor of the U.N. 
Millennium Project’s final report to the Secretary-General. 
 
4 The opening sentence of the story reads, “three days of brainstorming by the leaders of virtually all 
the world’s nations ended tonight with a brave attempt to agree on a set of goals for the next 
millennium, and common values by which to govern” (Crossette 2000)". 
 
 
John McArthur and Christine Zhang 
24 September 2015 
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Who talked (and thought) about the Millennium Development Goals? 
Brookings Institution 
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-
content/uploads/2016/07/WhoTalkedandThoughAbouttheMilleniumDevelopmentGoals.pdf  
Introductory page: 
https://www.brookings.edu/research/who-talked-and-thought-about-the-millennium-development-
goals/ 
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 United Nations  A/70/L.1 

  

 

General Assembly 

 Distr.: Limited 

18 September 2015 

 

Original: English 

 

 

 
 

Seventieth session 

Agenda items 15 and 116 
 

Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major 

United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields 

 

Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit 

 

Draft resolution referred to the United Nations summit for the adoption of the post-2015 

development agenda by the General Assembly at its sixty-ninth session  
 

 

 Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development  

 

 
 The General Assembly 

 Adopts the following outcome document of the United Nations summit for the adoption of the 
post-2015 development agenda:  
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Leaders at the 2015 Summit mislead the species by claiming new goals are "transformative" 

and "supremely ambitious". 

  

In fact they are attempting to delay the deadlines for water and sanitation for all humans by ten 

years in some countries and five years in others.   

 

Leaders do this even though  

 

a) nations agreed in 2012 that new goals should be based on Agenda 21 - which contains the 

goals for 2025 - and contribute to achieving existing agreements;  

 

b) leaders in 2015 at the same time reaffirm previous conference commitments and agree that 

governments will follow up goals according to the existing mandates.  This means governments 

agree to follow up all conferences and summits.  It is clearly a violation of the agreements to 

ignore the goals of water and sanitation for all humans in the "least developed countries" by 

2020 and all humans by 2025. 

 

Leaders also mislead the species on existing goals for 2015, reinforcing the false impression that 

the Millennium pledges, or the whole UN development agenda, were the easier so-called 

"MDGs".   

 

Some SDG targets are new and some are not. 

 

   

 

Immediate measures to eradicate forced labour. 

 

Urgent action on climate change.  

 

As soon as possible, fully operationalize the Green Climate Fund through its capitalization. 

  

Urgent, significant action to reduce degradation of natural habitats and halt loss of biodiversity.  

 

 

By 2020, progress on greenhouse gases.  

 

By 2020, maintain the genetic diversity of species.  

  

By 2020, halve deaths and injuries from road accidents. 

 

By 2020, expand scholarships for developing countries. 
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By 2020, protect and restore water-related ecosystems. 

 

By 2020, reduce the proportion of youth not in employment, education or training.  

 

By 2020, global strategy for youth employment and implement the Global Jobs Pact. 

 

By 2020, universal, affordable access to the Internet in least developed countries. 

 

By 2020, substantially increase the number of settlements implementing integrated policies 

towards inclusion, resource efficiency, mitigation and adaptation to climate change, resilience to 

disasters, and implement, in line with the Sendai Framework, holistic disaster risk management. 

 

By 2020, achieve the environmentally sound management of chemicals and all wastes. 

 

By 2020, developed countries to mobilize $100 billion annually for developing countries on 

climate change. 

 

By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal ecosystems. 

 

By 2020, regulate fish harvesting, end overfishing, restore fish stocks. 

 

By 2020, conserve at least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas. 

 

By 2020, prohibit harmful fishing subsidies. 

 

By 2020, ensure conservation, restoration and sustainable use of freshwater ecosystems.  

 

By 2020, halt deforestation. 

 

By 2020, protect and prevent the extinction of threatened species.  

 

By 2020, measures to reduce the impact of invasive alien species. 

 

By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into national planning, development 

processes, poverty reduction strategies and accounts. 

 

By 2020, double the least developed countries’ share of global exports. 

 

By 2020, enhance support to developing countries for reliable data on people. 

 

By 2025, achieve targets on stunting and wasting in children under 5 years.  
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By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution. 

 

By 2025, end child labour. 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
"Since the MDGs were adopted [!] in the year 2000, [!] we’ve made huge strides forwards." 
 
David Cameron  
UK Prime Minister 
Speech to the United Nations Summit 
September 2015 
gov.uk/government/speeches/pms-speech-to-the-un-sustainable-development-goals-summit-2015  
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UN media release, 25 September 2015: 

 
 
"Unanimously Adopting Historic Sustainable Development Goals, General Assembly Shapes Global 
Outlook for Prosperity, Peace 

 
World leaders today embraced a sweeping 15-year global plan of action to end poverty, reduce 
inequalities and protect the environment, known as the Sustainable Development Goals, at the 
opening of a United Nations special summit. 

Titled “Transforming our world:  the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development” and contained in 
document A/70/L.1, the agreement on a set of 17 goals and 169 targets would come into effect on 1 
January 2016, replacing the Millennium Development Goals set in 2000. ... 
 
 
 
Lars Løkke Rasmussen, Denmark’s Prime Minister, said that the presence of so many leaders 
testified to the transformative potential of the new Agenda.  Much had happened over the past 15 

years as the world strove to meet the Millennium Development Goals.  [!]  
 
More than 1 billion people had been lifted out of poverty; more girls than ever before had gone to 
school; and more people had access to clean drinking water. Those goals had shown that setting 
targets worked... 
 
[? – "Out of poverty"?  "Clean" water?] 
 
 
 
 
SAULI NIINISTÖ, President of Finland, said that for 15 years the Millennium Development Goals 
had guided efforts.    
 
 
... 
 
 
ANGELA MERKEL, Chancellor of Germany, recalled that 70 years ago, creating a United Nations 
had been a dream, and 15 years ago, the success of the Millennium Development Goals had been 
unclear.  
 
 
[Not surprising, since they had not yet been devised.  She is perhaps referring to success compared to 
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the 25-year targets, whereas Germany in fact agreed the 15-year targets] 
 
 
... 
 
JEAN CLAUDE GAKOSSO, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Congo, said that the Millennium 
Development Goals had been adopted 15 years ago" 

 

Unanimously Adopting Historic Sustainable Development Goals, General Assembly Shapes Global 
Outlook for Prosperity, Peace 
United Nations 
Meetings Coverage and Press Releases 
25 September 2015 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2015/ga11688.doc.htm 
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"At the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit, in New York, Chancellor Angela Merkel 
reminded her audience of what the Millennium Development Goals have achieved between 2000 [!] 
and 2015."  
 
[Misleads that the Millennium pledges are the easier "MDGs".]  
 
 
"With the help of the MDGs, absolute poverty in the world has been reduced by half."  
 
[Who among researchers says that, rather than referring to extreme poverty?     
Has Mrs Merkel looked at the needs part of the equation? 
Has she wondered why the other poverty indicators are not keeping up? 
What is the German Government's factual basis for the claim, which seems to be about a fifteen-year 
period?]  
 
 



1916 

"That gives us every reason to be optimistic," said the Chancellor. ... 
 
Germany will respect its commitments" [!] 
 
[Thoroughly misleading.   
It is clear that Germany has not respected its commitments, and with other world leaders at the 2015 
Summit Mrs Merkel again misled the public in the resolution, that the easier MDG structure was what 
was adopted "almost fifteen years ago". 
 
See Germany's statement at the Millennium Summit, when it supported the more ambitious 
Millennium Report as well as the Declaration. 
 
What about the commitment of 2002 at Monterrey, reaffirmed at the 2015 Addis conference and the 
2015 UN Summit, to publicise the agreed goals including those of the Millennium Declaration? 
What about the commitment of 2002 at Johannesburg on child and maternal mortality? 
What about human rights commitments? 
What about transparency?] 
 
 

Angela Merkel 
25 September 2015 
https://www.bundeskanzlerin.de/Content/EN/Reiseberichte/2015/2015-09-25-un-rede_en.html 

 

 

 

  



1917 

The agenda items for the 2015 summit resolution meant that: 
 
 
Leaders were supposed to be "implementing" and "following up" their existing commitments. 

 
That would appear to mean reporting on progress, especially given the Assembly's statements about 
reviewing progress on the Millennium Declaration. 

The commitments included those from the World Food Summit, the Millennium Summit and the 2002 
Sustainable Development Summit – and perhaps human rights agreements. 
 

It may be hard to avoid this conclusion: 
 
 
"Senior politicians and officials knew  
 
1. What the commitments were, and that  
2. Leaders were supposed to be reporting on them,  
 
but deliberately obscured that obligation, and the official results of monitoring those commitments, 
from the public." 
 

 
It could be that world leaders in 2015 knew they were agreeing a goal of 280 million "extremely poor" 
people rather than zero, but took special care not to advertise it.  

 

 

"We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in implementing 
the provisions of this Declaration   
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Heads of State and Government and High Representatives, 

adopting the post-2015 agenda 

 

September 2015: 

 

 

 

[Agenda items:  
 
Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields 

 

Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit ] 
 
 

 

"Preamble  

 
…we pledge that no one will be left behind." 
 
[Appears blatantly untrue, since people die every day because they do not have the "right to life" or 
"right to an adequate standard of living" proclaimed by politicians.  The intention of the goals is to 
leave huge numbers behind on the way.] 
 
 

"The 17 Sustainable Development Goals and 169 targets which we are announcing today demonstrate 
the scale and ambition of this new universal Agenda." 
 
[Odd.  The goals clearly do not demonstrate the scale of the agenda to "leave no-one behind" which 
leaders have just pledged.]  
 
 
 
"They seek to build on the Millennium Development Goals" 
 
[Liable to mislead. 
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First, what they are calling the "Millennium Development Goals" are not really that:  they were not 
agreed at the millennium. 
 
Second, the new goals in fact clearly build on the broader agenda already agreed by world leaders 
over previous decades. 
 
The problem here is that by focusing on easier, narrower goals leaders are distracting from their 
existing commitments and aims. 
 
These commitments and aims come from summits, conferences, resolutions and other agreements 
which together were the existing UN development agenda.] 
 
 
 
"and complete what they [ie the misleadingly-named "Millennium Development Goals"] did not 
achieve." 
 
 
Here again, leaders distract from the agreed purpose of their meeting – to discuss the "implementation 
and follow-up" of existing commitments and aims from conferences and summits. 
 
This was the leaders' one meeting to fulfil a commitment important to democracy and good 
governance: to assess the agreed pledges to achieve targets by 2015.   
 
It was also an important opportunity to assess progress on other aims. 
 
Instead, leaders choose to highlight easier, narrower targets which until at least 2006 the United States 
generally insisted that governments had not agreed. 
 
The misleading contrast between the new goals and just one part of the existing agreed UN 
development agenda helps leaders give the false impression that their new goals are more 
"transformative" than they are.]    
 
 
 
"They seek to realize the human rights of all" 

 
[Clarification: And in some cases, delay.] 
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………………… 

 
 
 
"We, the Heads of State and Government and High Representatives... …reaffirm the outcomes of all 

major United Nations conferences and summits…" 
 
 
 
[MB: This reaffirmation, like others from 2001 to 2015, includes:  
 
- the 1995 Social Development Summit declaration  that poverty includes information poverty and 
whose idea of poverty is not consistent with leaders' claim in 2015 in the SDG list that extreme 
poverty is "measured" by a fixed amount of money ignoring needs; 
 
- the 1996 World Food Summit pledge to halve the number of hungry people by 2015; 
 
 - the Millennium Summit pledges with baselines of 2000; 
 
- the Millennium Summit pledge on affordable water; 
 
- the numerous other Millennium Summit pledges and aims relevant to development; 
 
- the 2002 Johannesburg restatement of the commitment on child and maternal mortality with 2000 
baselines; 
 
- the 2002 Monterrey commitment to publicise the agreed UN development promises and agenda 
including the Millennium Declaration.] 
 
 

"1. We, the Heads of State and Government and High Representatives, meeting at the United Nations 
Headquarters in New York from 25-27 September 2015 as the Organization celebrates its seventieth 
anniversary, have decided today on new global Sustainable Development Goals.  

 
2. On behalf of the peoples we serve, we have adopted a historic decision on a comprehensive, far-
reaching and people-centred set of universal and transformative Goals and targets."  
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[MB comment:   
 
But they were supposed to use the meeting to "implement" and "follow up" the existing goals.    
 
Where was the drive to achieve those goals by the end of the year, in line with the promise in the 
Millennium Declaration to "spare no effort"? 
 
How is it "people-centred" and "transformative" to mislead, in this same declaration, on the existing 
promises? 
 
Those promises had, if the deadline was the end of 2015 as was repeatedly stated, not yet expired.] 

 
 
 
"We commit ourselves to working tirelessly for the full implementation of this Agenda by 2030.  
 
We recognize that eradicating poverty in all its forms and dimensions, including extreme poverty, is 
the greatest global challenge and an indispensable requirement for sustainable development." 

[MB: Leaders were clearly avoiding that challenge, since poverty obviously includes information 
poverty – as was agreed at the Social Development Summit in 1995, repeatedly reaffirmed by 
governments and leaders since – and the leaders have been keeping people in information poverty, so 
stopping them from holding them to account, by misrepresenting their own commitments.] 

 
 
  
"We are committed to achieving sustainable development in its three dimensions — economic, social 
and environmental — in a balanced and integrated manner.  
 
We will also build upon the achievements of the Millennium Development Goals and seek to address 
their unfinished business. ... 

 

3. We resolve, between now and 2030, to end poverty and hunger everywhere..." 

 
[By allowing their governors at the World Bank, largely finance ministers, to authorise its idea that 
"ending extreme poverty" is leaving 3% of people - around 250 million - in extreme poverty? 
 
By adopting the idea that world leaders can judge "extreme poverty" without looking at what people 
need, which is completely different from the agreement of 1995 on what poverty is?] 
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"4. ...we pledge that no one will be left behind. ..." 
 
 
[Can you "pledge" something you are already committed to by many previous governments? 
 
Is it actually a "pledge", or a misleading statement about what leaders were already committed to, 
which should have read "we renew the long-standing pledge"? 
 
Is "leave no-one behind" in practice the same as the pledges of the 1940s onwards? 
 
Is that not the same as the idea of human rights? 
 
Is it not an idiotic statement in any case, since people die of poverty all the time? 
 
Let's be clear about this.   
 
Leaders "pledged" that no-one will be left behind, while  
 
- falsely telling everyone that what leaders promised in 2000 was the easier "MDG" mortality targets 
– so leaving  
 
- almost everyone behind in terms of truth and accountability, and  
 
- many behind who are dying every day, affected by those deaths or suffering from similar causes. 
 
Is that correct? 
 
Is it true or misleading that leaders "pledged" to "leave no-one behind"?] 
 
 
 
 
 
"Our vision 

 

7.  In these Goals and targets, we are setting out a supremely [?] ambitious and transformational [?] 
vision."  
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[Is that true at all?   
 
How, exactly, is it "supremely ambitious" or "transformational", when in fact governments have long 
proclaimed human rights to a decent life? 
 
Would "supremely ambitious" not mean, for example, telling poor people through broadcasts "you 
have the right to adequate food" and the truth about both what governments have promised and 
information on global progress?     
 
Would it not mean political leadership to safeguard existing and present commitments? 
 
Would it not include action to achieve what was promised to be achieved by 2015, as soon as 
reasonably possible after that rather than acting as if the commitments were now redundant? 
 
 
Is the truth not instead  
 
"7.  In these Goals and targets, we are repeating the vision of the 1940s, but giving ourselves yet more 
time" ? 
 
Similar problems seem to apply to the next part:] 
 
 
 
 
"We envisage a world free of poverty,"  
 
 
[which they are hindering by excluding people from the truth about their own commitments, and by 
allowing misinformation about "clean water", "poverty" and so on to be put out through state-linked 
broadcasters, state-funded charities and universities, UN agencies, the "Global Citizen festival and so 
on] 
 
 
"hunger, disease and want, where all life can thrive."  
 
"We envisage a world free of fear and violence. A world with universal literacy.  
 
A world with equitable and universal access to quality education [!] at all levels,"  
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[I don't understand this part.   
 
If they envisage something, but are hindering it in the same declaration, are they envisaging it? 

UK schoolchildren and university students are being taught:  
 
- that the easier "Millennium Development Goal" targets are what leaders agreed in 2000, and  
 
- to confuse the existing UN General Assembly development agenda set out at conferences, summits 
and in its resolutions, with the narrower, easier, misleading-named "MDGs"  
 
so enabling leaders to avoid being held to account.   
 
Is that quality education? 
 
It looks like maybe those politicians do not envisage such a world, or do not want it.] 
 
 
"to health care and social protection, where physical, mental and social well-being are assured." 
 
 
[How is it helping people's mental well-being for these same leaders to fund important claims about 
global pledges and progress which the official documents contradict?]  
 
 
 
"We envisage …A world where we reaffirm our commitments"  
 
 
[But they are in fact enabling a world where "we obscure our commitments" – in the same declaration. 
 
They use public money to deceive the public about those commitments. 
 
The deception was particularly acute at the 2015 Summit.  
  
The leaders, like the Secretary-General and UN agencies, failed to mention key commitments they 
were supposed to be reporting on at the time.   
 
These included commitments in the Millennium Declaration and from the other summits and 
conferences. 
 
The General Assembly in 2000 requested itself, which means governments during the period and 
governments at the 2015 Summit, to follow up on the Millennium commitments. 
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It is far from clear which commitments "expire in 2015". 
 
Governments have been reaffirming global commitments since the 1940s.   
 
Now, leaders are "envisaging" what has been done since then.] 
 
 
 
 
"regarding the human right to safe drinking water...." 
 
 
[The "commitment" in the Millennium Declaration was to halve the 2000 proportion without safe and 
affordable drinking water.  Again, this is already a "world where" nations have reaffirmed that 
commitment - constantly at the General Assembly.    
 
The MDG 7c target was, according to the official OECD report of September 2001 produced for 22 
member countries, set as a halving from 2000-15.   
 
Another commitment "regarding the human right to safe drinking water" as the leaders put it in 2015, 
was world leaders' commitment at Monterrey in 2002:  
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration."  
 
Member states reaffirmed this commitment at Addis Ababa in July 2015 and subsequently in the 
General Assembly.   
 
But they still broke the promise to publicise the Declaration or its pledges.]  
 
 
 
 
"Our shared principles and commitments 

10. The new Agenda is…grounded in…the [2000-baseline] Millennium Declaration…" 

 
[Misleading. 
 
For one thing, the Millennium Declaration requested the General Assembly to follow up on its 
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commitments. 
 
The new Agenda appears to throw out the commitment to report on existing commitments – including 
the commitments to report in 2016 or 2017 when information becomes available, progress on formal 
summit pledges to achieve specific targets by 2015.] 

  

 
"11.  We reaffirm the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits which have 
laid a solid foundation for sustainable development and have helped to shape the new Agenda." 

 

[Since countries accepted the awarding of FAO prizes in 2015 using a fake deadline for the UN 
hunger pledge of 1996, and are now conspicously avoiding other commitments even though they are 
committed to publicising them, that might be regarded as a lie. 
 
How is "reaffirming" the 1995 UN summit's agreed idea that poverty is about needs, consistent with 
the idea in the 2030 that it isn't – but is sanely defined as people spending less?]  

  
 
"These include  
 
the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development [1992],  
 
the World Summit on Sustainable Development  [Johannesburg, 2002],  
 
the World Summit for Social Development [Copenhagen, 1995],  
 
the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development,  
 
the Beijing Platform for Action [Women, 1995] and  
 
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development."  
 
 

[Is it obvious yet that leaders' claims that the 2030 agenda is "new" and "transformative" are 
misleading?] 
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"We also reaffirm the follow-up [!] to these conferences," 
 
 
[The leaders are, in this declaration and at this summit, conspicuously avoiding the "follow-up" which 
is the formal agenda for their meeting, and in general conspicuously avoiding mention of the more 
ambitious formal commitments agreed at those conferences.] 
  
 
 
"including the outcomes of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, 
the third International Conference on Small Island Developing States, the second United Nations 
Conference on Landlocked Developing Countries and the Third United Nations World Conference on 
Disaster Risk Reduction." 

 
 
"15. ...The spread of information and communications technology and global interconnectedness has 
great potential to accelerate human progress, to bridge the digital divide and to develop knowledge 

societies [!], as does scientific and technological innovation across areas as diverse as medicine and 
energy.  
 
 
["Developing knowledge societies" by deceiving schoolchildren and women about pledges on not 
letting them die?    
 
By claiming to have numbers on poverty when you do not have any on clean water, or prices faced by 
the poor, or on the people's needs?    
 
By failing to foster an environment in which "knowledge" on global pledges and progress is tested 
and examined properly by academics, who repeat in Oxford and Cambridge reference books 
propaganda with no basis in fact?] 

 

 
 
"16. Almost fifteen years ago, the Millennium Development Goals [!] were agreed."  
 
 
[Significantly misleading.   
 
Although the public would be likely to think this means world leaders' pledges of 2000, in fact no-one 
mentioned "Millennium Development Goals" at the Millennium Summit.   
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What were agreed "almost 15 years ago" were the more ambitious 2000-baseline Millennium 
Declaration pledges.   
 
The US repeatedly stated in 2005 that member states had not agreed the Millennium Development 
Goal framework proposed by the Secretary-General in 2001.   
 
Nations constantly reaffirm the Millennium Declaration pledges and other pledges and goals from 
other conferences and summits – including in the same document here (see above). 
 
So the easier "MDG" targets are a convenient distraction from what nations were actually, at the time 
of the 2015 Summit, already committed to.]   
 
 
 

"21... We will respect national policy space for sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, 
in particular for developing States, while remaining consistent with relevant international rules and 
commitments. ..." 
 
 
[A promise broken during the meeting it was made – see above.] 

 

"24. We are committed to ending poverty in all its forms and dimensions, including by eradicating 
extreme poverty by 2030.  
 
 
[Is it true or false that they are committed to eradicating extreme poverty by 2030? 
 
How would that be consistent with allowing their representatives governing the World Bank to say 
eradicating means 250 million people? 
 
How is it consistent with leaders using a "definition" of extreme poverty for 203 that is wildly 
different from the official definition at the 1995 World Summit for Social Development, but instead 
counts people as out of extreme poverty if they are forced to spend more? ] 
 
 
 
 
"All people must enjoy a basic standard of living, including through social protection systems. We are 
also determined to end hunger ..." 
 
[If people were taught anywhere near the simple truth in schools about human rights agreements and 
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UN commitments since the 1940s, governments would not be able to so easily mislead by this "fake 
newness".]   

 
 
"25. We commit to providing inclusive and equitable quality education at all levels — early 
childhood, primary, secondary, tertiary, technical and vocational training." 
 
 
[This commitment has been broken. 
 
It is not just children who are taught the nonsense about "25-year targets agreed by world leaders in 
2000".  It is university students as well. 
 
Where is the economics training which links the official "poverty" claims to real life – where you are 
obviously, other things being equal, poorer if you need more and richer if you need less?] 

 
 
"26. To promote physical and mental health and well-being," 
 
 
[See above on mental well-being and government lies] 
 
 
 
"and to extend life expectancy for all, we must achieve universal health coverage and access to 
quality health care.  
 
No one must be left behind."  
 
 
[Does "No one must be left behind" mean anything? 
 
If so, what exactly are leaders saying? 
 
Beginning when?   
 
How does the statement correspond to  
 
- the reality of many poverty deaths each day and  
 
- claims of increasing inequality?] 
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"We commit to accelerating the progress made to date in reducing newborn, child and maternal 
mortality by ending all such preventable deaths before 2030. ..." 

 
[But if the deaths in 2015 or 2017 are "preventable", are leaders not denying those people the agreed 
human rights – which they are committed to upholding?   

With constant progress there would be many millions of such deaths during the period. 
 
So does this "2030" commitment not mean that "no-one must be left behind" is empty, or like a 
tasteless joke?] 
 
 
 
 
"35. ...The new Agenda recognizes the need to build peaceful, just and inclusive societies...that are 
based on...good governance at all levels and on transparent, effective and accountable institutions.  
 
 
["Good", "transparent", "accountable" like the governments present at the FAO ceremony, which a 
couple of months before had gave countries awards  
 
a) based on statistics known to be unreliable, using  
b) the wrong baselines and  
c) a fake MDG criterion?    
 
Countries did not have to accept those awards, or stand by while others did, or accept the process. 
 
Like the leaders who said in that hall in September 2015 that what was agreed in 2000 was the 
"MDGs"?] 
 
 
 

"Factors which give rise to violence, insecurity and injustice, such as inequality, corruption, poor 

governance and illicit financial and arms flows, are addressed in the Agenda. ..." 

 

[Leaders are talking about the "agenda for 2030", while  
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a) obscuring, and misleading citizens on, the agreed "agenda for 2015" – the promises to achieve 
targets by 2015; 
 
b) substantially avoiding the actual "agenda" for their 2015 meeting, written on the first page of the 
document they are now adopting.]  
 
 
 
"45. We acknowledge also the essential role of national parliaments through their enactment of 
legislation and adoption of budgets and their role in ensuring accountability for the effective 
implementation of our commitments. ..." 
 

 
[Like the UK Parliamentary Committees, which misdescribed those commitments? 
 
Like the Inter-Parliamentary Union, or the international conferences hosted in the UK? 
 
Are the leaders not misleading there?] 
 

 

 
"Follow-up and review 

 
47. Our Governments have the primary responsibility for follow-up and review, at the national, 
regional and global levels, in relation to the progress made in implementing the Goals and targets 
over the coming 15 years."  
 
 
[That is a statement by leaders who are demonstrably failing in that very task, in that very 
declaration.] 
 
 

 
"To support accountability to our citizens, we will provide for systematic follow-up and review at the 
various levels, as set out in this Agenda and the Addis Ababa Action Agenda." 
 
 
[Why on earth should I believe thy will do that, given the misleading information about follow-up 
which leaders are giving out in this declaration? 
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Also, the Addis agenda in fact reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus, in which leaders stated  
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration."   
 
- the pledges of 2000 which leaders now, in their 2015 declaration and their own speeches at the 
summit, misrepresent.] 
  
 
"The high-level political forum under the auspices of the General Assembly and the Economic and 
Social Council will have the central role in overseeing follow-up and review at the global level. ... 

 

 
62. This Agenda, including the Sustainable Development Goals, can be met within the framework 
of a revitalized Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, supported by the concrete policies 
and actions outlined in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, which is an integral part of the 2030 Agenda 
for Sustainable Development. ..." 

 
[I do not understand that.   
 
The 2015 Addis agreement reaffirms leaders' commitments of 2002 at Monterrey. 
 
Those include the commitment to publicise the actual development agenda formally agreed in the 
hundreds of pages of summit and conference documents, not just the strangely-named "MDG" targets. 
 
Leaders are now saying the Addis document is an integral part of the new aims. 
 
But leaders are still failing in the commitment to publicise the existing agenda. 
 
Instead they mislead the public about it. 
 
So are leaders not both continuing the earlier deception and in respect of the new agenda, failing 
before they start?] 

 

"The Addis Ababa Action Agenda of the Third International Conference on Financing for 
Development (Addis Ababa Action Agenda), adopted by the General Assembly on 27 July 2015 
(resolution 69/313)." 
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"86. We welcome, as outlined in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, the dedicated follow-up and 
review for the financing for development outcomes " 
 
 
[That includes the 2002 Monterrey "financing for development" conference – the first of three.   
 
Again, member states reaffirmed its consensus in July 2015 at Addis Ababa.   
 
It commits member states to helping with an information campaign on the agreed development goals 
– not just the generally easier, narrower "MDG" targets.   
 
Leaders at the 2015 Summit misled the public by confusing the "MDG" targets with their actual 
commitments. 
 
Does a "dedicated follow-up and review" for the "financing for development outcomes" exclude the 
information campaign? 
 
Or was the point of the campaign partly to get support for finance by showing the internationally 
agreed promises and goals clearly?] 
 
 
 
"as well as all the means of implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals which is integrated 
with the follow-up and review framework of this Agenda.  
 
The intergovernmentally agreed conclusions and recommendations of the annual Economic and 
Social Council forum on financing for development will be fed into the overall follow-up and review 
of the implementation of this Agenda in the high-level political forum." 
 

 
"91. We reaffirm our unwavering commitment to achieving this Agenda and utilizing it to the full to 
transform our world for the better by 2030." 
 
 
[Again, at the same time as the made that statement, the leaders obscured and/or misled on the agreed 
development agenda to be achieved by 2015, and the agreed agenda for the meeting where they were 
now. 
 



1934 

The commitments were not just wavering but hidden. 
 
The leaders were in fact wavering already]  
 

 

.................... 

 

 

 
"Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere 
 

1.1 By 2030, eradicate extreme poverty for all people everywhere, currently measured [!] as 
people living on less than $1.25 a day  

 
[How could I "measure" my "poverty" by looking at what I spend but not what I need? 
Are the leaders really saying that any spending, good or bad, necessary or chosen, irrespective of 
subsidies, relevant prices, food needs, medical needs, environment, water quality, and so on, means 
people are better off by the same amount? 
    
Should the goal not have read "extreme poverty… currently not measured as ….$1.25 a day"? 
 
What is this idiotic and inhumane goal doing in a document which also reaffirms the 1995 World 
Summit for Social Development declaration, endorsed by 117 heads of state and government, 
containing a sane idea of poverty? 
 
It's not difficult. 
 
You can say "poverty is where needs are not met", which is what it usually means. 
 
Or you can misuse the word by ignoring need. 
 
But not both together.] 
 
 
 
 
"1.2 By 2030, reduce at least by half the proportion of men, women and children of all ages living 
in poverty in all its dimensions according to national definitions  
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[So, 1.2 is easy to achieve by either changing the definitions or leaving less-adequate ones in place 
(there is no "adequate" definition of poverty, since it is hard or impossible to specify objective needs.   
 
Even survival needs depend on how long the person would survive, and it would not be humane to fail 
to consider the conditions under which someone would barely survive.] 

 

 
 
"1.3 Implement nationally appropriate social protection systems and measures for all,"  

 
[When?   Do human rights agreements not mean "implementing" the "systems" straight away?] 
 
 
"including floors, and by 2030 achieve substantial coverage of the poor and the vulnerable"  
 
[Is that not both unacceptably vague and unacceptably unambitious? 
 
They are aiming for social protection not to cover everyone by 2030? 
 
That is humane?] 

 
 
 
"1.4 By 2030, ensure that all men and women, in particular the poor and the vulnerable, have 

equal rights to economic resources, as well as  
 
access to basic services,  
 
ownership and control over land and other forms of property, inheritance, natural resources, 
appropriate new technology and financial services, including microfinance..." 

 

[How are they going to achieve that without immediate reform of inheritance and property laws to 
stop humans being born into a lottery preventing "equal rights to economic resources"? 
 
Does this goal not become far less likely if the most difficult action is not taken at the start? 
 
Does the text mean "ensure equal rights to access, ownership natural resources" and so on?] 
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"Goal 2. End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable 
agriculture 

 

[Why is this goal promoted as "zero hunger" rather than "healthy food for all"?] 
 
 

2.1 By 2030, end hunger and ensure access by all people, in particular the poor and people in 
vulnerable situations, including infants, to safe, nutritious and sufficient food all year round  
 
 
 

2.2 By 2030, end all forms of malnutrition, including achieving, by 2025, the internationally 
agreed targets on stunting and wasting in children under 5 years of age, and address the nutritional 
needs of adolescent girls, pregnant and lactating women and older persons ... 

 
 

 

Goal 3. Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all ages 

 

3.1 By 2030, reduce the global maternal mortality ratio to less than 70 per 100,000 live births  

3.2 By 2030, end preventable deaths of newborns and children under 5 years of age..." 

 
 

[So, hardly "leaving no-one behind" or respecting children's right to life that governments agreed in 
1990 and leaders reaffirmed in September 2015. 
 
What do presidents and prime ministers imagine very poor bereaved or dying people would think on 
hearing them say "leave no-one behind"?] 
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"Goal 4. Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education [!] 
 
 
 

Goal 6. Ensure availability and sustainable management of water and sanitation for all 

6.1 By 2030, achieve universal and equitable access to safe and affordable drinking water for all  

6.2 By 2030, achieve access to adequate and equitable sanitation and hygiene for all" 

 

Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development  
Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields 
Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit  [!] 
September 2015 
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/70/L.1  
 
 
 
 
 
Note: The leaders broke their commitment to "inclusive...quality education" within days, and arguably 
in their own resolution.   
 
The World's Largest Lesson material facilitated by UN agencies contains the misleading idea - also 
expressed by David Cameron in his speech at the UN summit - that the MDGs were adopted in 2000.  

The leaders' words "almost 15 years ago" are likely to confirm a wrong impression that at the 
Millennium Summit, which was the meeting which in reality took place  fifteen years ago, leaders of 
the time only committed to meeting the easier MDG targets.  

Leaders at the UN did not mention the phrase MDGs until 2005, when they at the same time 
reaffirmed the Declaration, and the US State Department still claimed that leaders' Summit outcome 
document would refer not to the 1990-baseline MDG targets but to those in the Declaration.  

Leaders were still committed to the more ambitious Millennium Summit goals – making the MDGs 
look like, partly, a public relations exercise to distract.   
 
Why did the world's leaders make that misleading statement in 2015?   
 
Because MDGs have easier targets than leaders actually agreed, which Heads of State and 
Government and heads of delegation reaffirmed in 2013? 
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"We...reaffirm the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits…" 
 
 
 
Comment:  Those commit nations, for example, to:  
 
- reducing child mortality by 2015 to a third of its 2000 rate  
 
- saving about 5 million more children over 2000-15 than for the MDG target; 
 
 and working to  
 
- halve the number of hungry by 2015 from the 1996 rate.   
 
 
Some outcomes reaffirmed in 2015 are more ambitious than these. 
 
 
 
Where did governments mention the targets reaffirmed by world leaders at this meeting - including 
safe water and sanitation for all by 2020 in least developed countries and for all humans by 2025? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The full text of the declaration follows. 
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 25 September 2015 

 
... 

 
70/1. Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development 

 

 

 The General Assembly 

 Adopts the following outcome document of the United Nations summit for the adoption of the 
post-2015 development agenda: 
 

 

Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development 
 

Preamble 

 This Agenda is a plan of action for people, planet and prosperity. It also seeks to strengthen 
universal peace in larger freedom. We recognize that eradicating poverty in all its forms and 
dimensions, including extreme poverty, is the greatest global challenge and an indispensable 
requirement for sustainable development. 

 All countries and all stakeholders, acting in collaborative partnership, will implement this 
plan. We are resolved to free the human race from the tyranny of poverty and want and to heal and 
secure our planet.  
 
We are determined to take the bold and transformative steps which are urgently needed to shift the 
world on to a sustainable and resilient path. As we embark on this collective journey, we pledge that 

no one will be left behind.  [!] 

 The 17 Sustainable Development Goals and 169 targets which we are announcing today 
demonstrate the scale and ambition of this new universal Agenda. They seek to build on the 
Millennium Development Goals and complete what they did not achieve. They seek to realize the 
human rights of all and to achieve gender equality and the empowerment of all women and girls. They 
are integrated and indivisible and balance the three dimensions of sustainable development: the 
economic, social and environmental. 

 The Goals and targets will stimulate action over the next 15 years in areas of critical 
importance for humanity and the planet. 
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People 

 

 We are determined to end poverty and hunger, in all their forms and dimensions, and to ensure 
that all human beings can fulfil their potential in dignity and equality and in a healthy environment. 
 

 

Planet 

 

 We are determined to protect the planet from degradation, including through sustainable 
consumption and production, sustainably managing its natural resources and taking urgent action on 
climate change, so that it can support the needs of the present and future generations. 
 

 

Prosperity 

 

 We are determined to ensure that all human beings can enjoy prosperous and fulfilling lives 
and that economic, social and technological progress occurs in harmony with nature. 
 

 

Peace 

 

 We are determined to foster peaceful, just and inclusive societies which are free from fear and 
violence. There can be no sustainable development without peace and no peace without sustainable 
development. 
 

 

Partnership 

 

 We are determined to mobilize the means required to implement this Agenda through a 
revitalized Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, based on a spirit of strengthened global 
solidarity, focused in particular on the needs of the poorest and most vulnerable and with the 
participation of all countries, all stakeholders and all people. 
 

 The interlinkages and integrated nature of the Sustainable Development Goals are of crucial 
importance in ensuring that the purpose of the new Agenda is realized. If we realize our ambitions 
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across the full extent of the Agenda, the lives of all will be profoundly improved and our world will 
be transformed for the better. 
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Declaration 

 
Introduction 

 
1. We, the Heads of State and Government and High Representatives, meeting at United Nations 
Headquarters in New York from 25 to 27 September 2015 as the Organization celebrates its 
seventieth anniversary, have decided today on new global Sustainable Development Goals. 

2. On behalf of the peoples we serve, we have adopted a historic decision on a comprehensive, 
far-reaching and people-centred set of universal and transformative Goals and targets. We commit 
ourselves to working tirelessly for the full implementation of this Agenda by 2030. We recognize that 
eradicating poverty in all its forms and dimensions, including extreme poverty, is the greatest global 
challenge and an indispensable requirement for sustainable development. We are committed to 
achieving sustainable development in its three dimensions – economic, social and environmental – in 
a balanced and integrated manner. We will also build upon the achievements of the Millennium 
Development Goals and seek to address their unfinished business. 

3. We resolve, between now and 2030, to end poverty and hunger everywhere; to combat 
inequalities within and among countries; to build peaceful, just and inclusive societies; to protect 
human rights and promote gender equality and the empowerment of women and girls; and to ensure 
the lasting protection of the planet and its natural resources. We resolve also to create conditions for 
sustainable, inclusive and sustained economic growth, shared prosperity and decent work for all, 
taking into account different levels of national development and capacities. 

4. As we embark on this great collective journey, we pledge that no one will be left behind. 
Recognizing that the dignity of the human person is fundamental, we wish to see the Goals and targets 
met for all nations and peoples and for all segments of society. And we will endeavour to reach the 
furthest behind first. 

5. This is an Agenda of unprecedented scope and significance. It is accepted by all countries and 
is applicable to all, taking into account different national realities, capacities and levels of 
development and respecting national policies and priorities. These are universal goals and targets 
which involve the entire world, developed and developing countries alike. They are integrated and 
indivisible and balance the three dimensions of sustainable development. 

6. The Goals and targets are the result of over two years of intensive public consultation and 
engagement with civil society and other stakeholders around the world, which paid particular 
attention to the voices of the poorest and most vulnerable. This consultation included valuable work 
done by the Open Working Group of the General Assembly on Sustainable Development Goals and 
by the United Nations, whose Secretary-General provided a synthesis report in December 2014. 
 

 
Our vision 
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7. In these Goals and targets, we are setting out a supremely ambitious and transformational 
vision. We envisage a world free of poverty, hunger, disease and want, where all life can thrive. We 
envisage a world free of fear and violence. A world with universal literacy. A world with equitable 
and universal access to quality education at all levels, to health care and social protection, where 
physical, mental and social well-being are assured. A world where we reaffirm our commitments 
regarding the human right to safe drinking water and sanitation and where there is improved hygiene; 
and where food is sufficient, safe, affordable and nutritious. A world where human habitats are safe, 
resilient and sustainable and where there is universal access to affordable, reliable and sustainable 
energy. 

8. We envisage a world of universal respect for human rights and human dignity, the rule of law, 
justice, equality and non-discrimination; of respect for race, ethnicity and cultural diversity; and of 
equal opportunity permitting the full realization of human potential and contributing to shared 
prosperity. A world which invests in its children and in which every child grows up free from 
violence and exploitation. A world in which every woman and girl enjoys full gender equality and all 
legal, social and economic barriers to their empowerment have been removed. A just, equitable, 
tolerant, open and socially inclusive world in which the needs of the most vulnerable are met. 

9. We envisage a world in which every country enjoys sustained, inclusive and sustainable 
economic growth and decent work for all. A world in which consumption and production patterns and 
use of all natural resources – from air to land, from rivers, lakes and aquifers to oceans and seas – are 
sustainable. One in which democracy, good governance and the rule of law, as well as an enabling 
environment at the national and international levels, are essential for sustainable development, 
including sustained and inclusive economic growth, social development, environmental protection 
and the eradication of poverty and hunger. One in which development and the application of 
technology are climate-sensitive, respect biodiversity and are resilient. One in which humanity lives in 
harmony with nature and in which wildlife and other living species are protected. 
 

Our shared principles and commitments 

10. The new Agenda is guided by the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United 
Nations, including full respect for international law. It is grounded in the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights,1 international human rights treaties, the Millennium Declaration2 and the 2005 World 
Summit Outcome.3 It is informed by other instruments such as the Declaration on the Right to 
Development.4 

11. We reaffirm the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits  which have 
laid a solid foundation for sustainable development and have helped to shape the new Agenda. These 

 
1 Resolution 217 A (III). 
2 Resolution 55/2. 
3 Resolution 60/1. 
4 Resolution 41/128, annex. 
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include the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development,5 the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development, the World Summit for Social Development, the Programme of Action of the 
International Conference on Population and Development,6 the Beijing Platform for Action7 and the 
United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development.  
 
We also reaffirm the follow-up to these conferences, including the outcomes of the Fourth United 
Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, the third International Conference on Small 
Island Developing States, the second United Nations Conference on Landlocked Developing 
Countries and the Third United Nations World Conference on Disaster Risk Reduction. 

12. We reaffirm all the principles of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, 
including, inter alia, the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities, as set out in principle 
7 thereof. 

13. The challenges and commitments identified at these major conferences and summits are 
interrelated and call for integrated solutions. To address them effectively, a new approach is needed. 
Sustainable development recognizes that eradicating poverty in all its forms and dimensions, 
combating inequality within and among countries, preserving the planet, creating sustained, inclusive 
and sustainable economic growth and fostering social inclusion are linked to each other and are 
interdependent. 
 
 

Our world today 

14. We are meeting at a time of immense challenges to sustainable development. Billions of our 
citizens continue to live in poverty and are denied a life of dignity. There are rising inequalities 
within and among countries. There are enormous disparities of opportunity, wealth and power. 
Gender inequality remains a key challenge. Unemployment, particularly youth unemployment, is a 
major concern. Global health threats, more frequent and intense natural disasters, spiralling conflict, 
violent extremism, terrorism and related humanitarian crises and forced displacement of people 
threaten to reverse much of the development progress made in recent decades. Natural resource 
depletion and adverse impacts of environmental degradation, including desertification, drought, 
land degradation, freshwater scarcity and loss of biodiversity, add to and exacerbate the list of 
challenges which humanity faces. Climate change is one of the greatest challenges of our time and 
its adverse impacts undermine the ability of all countries to achieve sustainable development. 
Increases in global temperature, sea level rise, ocean acidification and other climate change impacts 
are seriously affecting coastal areas and low-lying coastal countries, including many least developed 

 
5 Report of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro, 3–14 June 
1992, vol. I, Resolutions Adopted by the Conference (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.93.I.8 and 
corrigendum), resolution 1, annex I. 
6 Report of the International Conference on Population and Development, Cairo, 5–13 September 1994 
(United Nations publication, Sales No. E.95.XIII.18), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
7 Report of the Fourth World Conference on Women, Beijing, 4–15 September 1995 (United Nations 
publication, Sales No. E.96.IV.13), chap. I, resolution 1, annex II. 
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countries and small island developing States. The survival of many societies, and of the biological 
support systems of the planet, is at risk. 

15. It is also, however, a time of immense opportunity. Significant progress has been made in 
meeting many development challenges. Within the past generation, hundreds of millions of people 
have emerged from extreme poverty. Access to education has greatly increased for both boys and 
girls. The spread of information and communications technology and global interconnectedness has 
great potential to accelerate human progress, to bridge the digital divide and to develop knowledge 
societies, as does scientific and technological innovation across areas as diverse as medicine and 
energy. 

16. Almost 15 years ago, the Millennium Development Goals were agreed. These provided an 
important framework for development and significant progress has been made in a number of areas. 
But the progress has been uneven, particularly in Africa, least developed countries, landlocked 
developing countries and small island developing States, and some of the Millennium Development 
Goals remain off-track, in particular those related to maternal, newborn and child health and to 
reproductive health. We recommit ourselves to the full realization of all the Millennium Development 
Goals, including the off-track Millennium Development Goals, in particular by providing focused and 
scaled-up assistance to least developed countries and other countries in special situations, in line with 
relevant support programmes. The new Agenda builds on the Millennium Development Goals and 
seeks to complete what they did not achieve, particularly in reaching the most vulnerable. 

17. In its scope, however, the framework we are announcing today goes far beyond the 
Millennium Development Goals. Alongside continuing development priorities such as poverty 
eradication, health, education and food security and nutrition, it sets out a wide range of economic, 
social and environmental objectives. It also promises more peaceful and inclusive societies. It also, 
crucially, defines means of implementation. Reflecting the integrated approach that we have decided 
on, there are deep interconnections and many cross-cutting elements across the new Goals and targets. 
 

The new Agenda 

18. We are announcing today 17 Sustainable Development Goals with 169 associated targets 
which are integrated and indivisible. Never before have world leaders pledged common action and 
endeavour across such a broad and universal policy agenda. We are setting out together on the path 
towards sustainable development, devoting ourselves collectively to the pursuit of global development 
and of “win-win” cooperation which can bring huge gains to all countries and all parts of the world.  
 
We reaffirm that every State has, and shall freely exercise, full permanent sovereignty over all its 
wealth, natural resources and economic activity.  
 
[MB:  Why?   It is not exactly consistent with a serious drive on inequality, or human rights.] 
 
We will implement the Agenda for the full benefit of all, for today’s generation and for future 
generations. In doing so, we reaffirm our commitment to international law and emphasize that the 
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Agenda is to be implemented in a manner that is consistent with the rights and obligations of States 
under international law. 

19. We reaffirm the importance of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, as well as other 
international instruments relating to human rights and international law. We emphasize the 
responsibilities of all States, in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations, to respect, protect 
and promote human rights and fundamental freedoms for all, without distinction of any kind as to 
race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, 
birth, disability or other status. 

20. Realizing gender equality and the empowerment of women and girls will make a crucial 
contribution to progress across all the Goals and targets. The achievement of full human potential and 
of sustainable development is not possible if one half of humanity continues to be denied its full 
human rights and opportunities. Women and girls must enjoy equal access to quality education, 
economic resources and political participation as well as equal opportunities with men and boys for 
employment, leadership and decision-making at all levels. We will work for a significant increase in 
investments to close the gender gap and strengthen support for institutions in relation to gender 
equality and the empowerment of women at the global, regional and national levels. All forms of 
discrimination and violence against women and girls will be eliminated, including through the 
engagement of men and boys. The systematic mainstreaming of a gender perspective in the 
implementation of the Agenda is crucial. 

21. The new Goals and targets will come into effect on 1 January 2016 and will guide the 
decisions we take over the next 15 years. All of us will work to implement the Agenda within our own 
countries and at the regional and global levels, taking into account different national realities, 
capacities and levels of development and respecting national policies and priorities. We will respect 
national policy space for sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, in particular for 
developing States, while remaining consistent with relevant international rules and commitments. 
We acknowledge also the importance of the regional and subregional dimensions, regional economic 
integration and interconnectivity in sustainable development. Regional and subregional frameworks 
can facilitate the effective translation of sustainable development policies into concrete action at the 
national level. 

22. Each country faces specific challenges in its pursuit of sustainable development. The most 
vulnerable countries and, in particular, African countries, least developed countries, landlocked 
developing countries and small island developing States, deserve special attention, as do countries in 
situations of conflict and post-conflict countries. There are also serious challenges within many 
middle-income countries. 

23. People who are vulnerable must be empowered. Those whose needs are reflected in the 
Agenda include all children, youth, persons with disabilities (of whom more than 80 per cent live in 
poverty), people living with HIV/AIDS, older persons, indigenous peoples, refugees and internally 
displaced persons and migrants. We resolve to take further effective measures and actions, in 
conformity with international law, to remove obstacles and constraints, strengthen support and meet 
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the special needs of people living in areas affected by complex humanitarian emergencies and in areas 
affected by terrorism. 

24. We are committed to ending poverty in all its forms and dimensions, including by eradicating 
extreme poverty by 2030. All people must enjoy a basic standard of living, including through social 
protection systems. We are also determined to end hunger and to achieve food security as a matter of 
priority and to end all forms of malnutrition. In this regard, we reaffirm the important role and 
inclusive nature of the Committee on World Food Security and welcome the Rome Declaration on 
Nutrition and the Framework for Action.8 We will devote resources to developing rural areas and 
sustainable agriculture and fisheries, supporting smallholder farmers, especially women farmers, 
herders and fishers in developing countries, particularly least developed countries. 

 
25. We commit to providing inclusive and equitable quality education at all levels – early 
childhood, primary, secondary, tertiary, technical and vocational training.  
 
All people, irrespective of sex, age, race or ethnicity, and persons with disabilities, migrants, 
indigenous peoples, children and youth, especially those in vulnerable situations, should have access 
to life-long learning opportunities that help them to acquire the knowledge and skills needed to exploit 
opportunities and to participate fully in society.  
 
We will strive to provide children and youth with a nurturing environment for the full realization of 
their rights and capabilities, helping our countries to reap the demographic dividend, including 
through safe schools and cohesive communities and families. 

 
26. To promote physical and mental health and well-being, and to extend life expectancy for all, 
we must achieve universal health coverage and access to quality health care. No one must be left 
behind. We commit to accelerating the progress made to date in reducing newborn, child and maternal 
mortality by ending all such preventable deaths before 2030.  
 
We are committed to ensuring universal access to sexual and reproductive health-care services, 
including for family planning, information and education.  
 
We will equally accelerate the pace of progress made in fighting malaria, HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, 
hepatitis, Ebola and other communicable diseases and epidemics, including by addressing growing 
anti-microbial resistance and the problem of unattended diseases affecting developing countries. We 
are committed to the prevention and treatment of non-communicable diseases, including behavioural, 
developmental and neurological disorders, which constitute a major challenge for sustainable 
development. 

 
8 World Health Organization, document EB 136/8, annexes I and II. 
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27. We will seek to build strong economic foundations for all our countries. Sustained, inclusive 
and sustainable economic growth is essential for prosperity. This will only be possible if wealth is 
shared and income inequality is addressed. We will work to build dynamic, sustainable, innovative 
and people-centred economies, promoting youth employment and women’s economic empowerment, 
in particular, and decent work for all. We will eradicate forced labour and human trafficking and end 
child labour in all its forms. All countries stand to benefit from having a healthy and well-educated 
workforce with the knowledge and skills needed for productive and fulfilling work and full 
participation in society. We will strengthen the productive capacities of least developed countries in 
all sectors, including through structural transformation. We will adopt policies which increase 
productive capacities, productivity and productive employment; financial inclusion; sustainable 
agriculture, pastoralist and fisheries development; sustainable industrial development; universal 
access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and modern energy services; sustainable transport 
systems; and quality and resilient infrastructure. 

 
28. We commit to making fundamental changes in the way that our societies produce and 
consume goods and services. Governments, international organizations, the business sector and other 
non-State actors and individuals must contribute to changing unsustainable consumption and 
production patterns, including through the mobilization, from all sources, of financial and technical 
assistance to strengthen developing countries’ scientific, technological and innovative capacities to 
move towards more sustainable patterns of consumption and production. We encourage the 
implementation of the 10-Year Framework of Programmes on Sustainable Consumption and 
Production Patterns. All countries take action, with developed countries taking the lead, taking into 
account the development and capabilities of developing countries. 

 
29. We recognize the positive contribution of migrants for inclusive growth and sustainable 
development. We also recognize that international migration is a multidimensional reality of major 
relevance for the development of countries of origin, transit and destination, which requires coherent 
and comprehensive responses. We will cooperate internationally to ensure safe, orderly and regular 
migration involving full respect for human rights and the humane treatment of migrants regardless of 
migration status, of refugees and of displaced persons. Such cooperation should also strengthen the 
resilience of communities hosting refugees, particularly in developing countries. We underline the 
right of migrants to return to their country of citizenship, and recall that States must ensure that their 
returning nationals are duly received. 

 
30. States are strongly urged to refrain from promulgating and applying any unilateral economic, 
financial or trade measures not in accordance with international law and the Charter of the United 
Nations that impede the full achievement of economic and social development, particularly in 
developing countries. 
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31. We acknowledge that the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change9 is the 
primary international, intergovernmental forum for negotiating the global response to climate change. 
We are determined to address decisively the threat posed by climate change and environmental 
degradation. The global nature of climate change calls for the widest possible international 
cooperation aimed at accelerating the reduction of global greenhouse gas emissions and addressing 
adaptation to the adverse impacts of climate change. We note with grave concern the significant 
gap between the aggregate effect of parties’ mitigation pledges in terms of global annual 
emissions of greenhouse gases by 2020 and aggregate emission pathways consistent with having 
a likely chance of holding the increase in global average temperature below 2 degrees Celsius, or 
1.5 degrees Celsius above pre-industrial levels. 

 
32. Looking ahead to the twenty-first session of the Conference of the Parties in Paris, we 
underscore the commitment of all States to work for an ambitious and universal climate agreement.  
 
We reaffirm that the protocol, another legal instrument or agreed outcome with legal force under the 
Convention applicable to all parties shall address in a balanced manner, inter alia, mitigation, 
adaptation, finance, technology development and transfer and capacity-building; and transparency of 
action and support. 

 
 
33. We recognize that social and economic development depends on the sustainable management 
of our planet’s natural resources. We are therefore determined to conserve and sustainably use oceans 
and seas, freshwater resources, as well as forests, mountains and drylands and to protect biodiversity, 
ecosystems and wildlife. We are also determined to promote sustainable tourism, to tackle water 
scarcity and water pollution, to strengthen cooperation on desertification, dust storms, land 
degradation and drought and to promote resilience and disaster risk reduction. In this regard, we look 
forward to the thirteenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological 
Diversity to be held in Mexico. 

 
34. We recognize that sustainable urban development and management are crucial to the quality of 
life of our people. We will work with local authorities and communities to renew and plan our cities 
and human settlements so as to foster community cohesion and personal security and to stimulate 
innovation and employment. We will reduce the negative impacts of urban activities and of 
chemicals which are hazardous for human health and the environment, including through the 
environmentally sound management and safe use of chemicals, the reduction and recycling of waste 
and the more efficient use of water and energy. And we will work to minimize the impact of cities on 
the global climate system. We will also take account of population trends and projections in our 

 
9 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1771, No. 30822. 
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national rural and urban development strategies and policies. We look forward to the upcoming 
United Nations Conference on Housing and Sustainable Urban Development to be held in Quito. 

 
35. Sustainable development cannot be realized without peace and security; and peace and 
security will be at risk without sustainable development. The new Agenda recognizes the need to 
build peaceful, just and inclusive societies that provide equal access to justice and that are based on 
respect for human rights (including the right to development), on effective rule of law and good 
governance at all levels and on transparent, effective and accountable institutions. Factors which give 
rise to violence, insecurity and injustice, such as inequality, corruption, poor governance and illicit 
financial and arms flows, are addressed in the Agenda. We must redouble our efforts to resolve or 
prevent conflict and to support post-conflict countries, including through ensuring that women have a 
role in peacebuilding and State-building. We call for further effective measures and actions to be 
taken, in conformity with international law, to remove the obstacles to the full realization of the right 
of self-determination of peoples living under colonial and foreign occupation, which continue to 
adversely affect their economic and social development as well as their environment. 

 
36. We pledge to foster intercultural understanding, tolerance, mutual respect and an ethic of 
global citizenship and shared responsibility. We acknowledge the natural and cultural diversity of the 
world and recognize that all cultures and civilizations can contribute to, and are crucial enablers of, 
sustainable development. 

 
37. Sport is also an important enabler of sustainable development. We recognize the growing 
contribution of sport to the realization of development and peace in its promotion of tolerance and 
respect and the contributions it makes to the empowerment of women and of young people, 
individuals and communities as well as to health, education and social inclusion objectives. 

 
38. We reaffirm, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, the need to respect the 
territorial integrity and political independence of States. 
 

 
Means of implementation 

39. The scale and ambition of the new Agenda requires a revitalized Global Partnership to ensure 
its implementation. We fully commit to this.  
 
This Partnership will work in a spirit of global solidarity, in particular solidarity with the poorest and 
with people in vulnerable situations. It will facilitate an intensive global engagement in support of 
implementation of all the Goals and targets, bringing together Governments, the private sector, civil 
society, the United Nations system and other actors and mobilizing all available resources. 
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40. The means of implementation targets under Goal 17 and under each Sustainable Development 
Goal are key to realizing our Agenda and are of equal importance with the other Goals and targets. 
The Agenda, including the Sustainable Development Goals, can be met within the framework of a 
revitalized Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, supported by the concrete policies and 
actions as outlined in the outcome document of the third International Conference on Financing for 
Development, held in Addis Ababa from 13 to 16 July 2015. We welcome the endorsement by the 
General Assembly of the Addis Ababa Action Agenda,10 which is an integral part of the 2030 Agenda 
for Sustainable Development. We recognize that the full implementation of the Addis Ababa Action 
Agenda is critical for the realization of the Sustainable Development Goals and targets. 

 
 
41. We recognize that each country has primary responsibility for its own economic and social 
development.  
 
The new Agenda deals with the means required for implementation of the Goals and targets.  
 
We recognize that these will include the mobilization of financial resources as well as capacity-
building and the transfer of environmentally sound technologies to developing countries on 
favourable terms, including on concessional and preferential terms, as mutually agreed. Public 
finance, both domestic and international, will play a vital role in providing essential services and 
public goods and in catalysing other sources of finance. We acknowledge the role of the diverse 
private sector, ranging from micro-enterprises to cooperatives to multinationals, and that of civil 
society organizations and philanthropic organizations in the implementation of the new Agenda. 

 
42. We support the implementation of relevant strategies and programmes of action, including the 
Istanbul Declaration and Programme of Action,11 the SIDS Accelerated Modalities of Action 
(SAMOA) Pathway12 and the Vienna Programme of Action for Landlocked Developing Countries 
for the Decade 2014–2024,13 and reaffirm the importance of supporting the African Union’s Agenda 
2063 and the programme of the New Partnership for Africa’s Development,14 all of which are integral 
to the new Agenda. We recognize the major challenge to the achievement of durable peace and 
sustainable development in countries in conflict and post-conflict situations. 

 
43. We emphasize that international public finance plays an important role in complementing the 

 
10 The Addis Ababa Action Agenda of the Third International Conference on Financing for Development 
(Addis Ababa Action Agenda), adopted by the General Assembly on 27 July 2015 (resolution 69/313, 
annex). 
11 Report of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, Istanbul, Turkey,  
9–13 May 2011 (A/CONF.219/7), chaps. I and II. 
12 Resolution 69/15, annex. 
13 Resolution 69/137, annex II. 
14 A/57/304, annex. 
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efforts of countries to mobilize public resources domestically, especially in the poorest and most 
vulnerable countries with limited domestic resources. An important use of international public 
finance, including official development assistance (ODA), is to catalyse additional resource 
mobilization from other sources, public and private. ODA providers reaffirm their respective 
commitments, including the commitment by many developed countries to achieve the target of 
0.7 per cent of gross national income for official development assistance (ODA/GNI) to developing 
countries and 0.15 per cent to 0.2 per cent of ODA/GNI to least developed countries. 

 
44. We acknowledge the importance for international financial institutions to support, in line with 
their mandates, the policy space of each country, in particular developing countries. We recommit to 
broadening and strengthening the voice and participation of developing countries – including African 
countries, least developed countries, landlocked developing countries, small island developing States 
and middle-income countries – in international economic decision-making, norm-setting and global 
economic governance. 

 
45. We acknowledge also the essential role of national parliaments through their enactment of 
legislation and adoption of budgets and their role in ensuring accountability for the effective 
implementation of our commitments. Governments and public institutions will also work closely on 
implementation with regional and local authorities, subregional institutions, international institutions, 
academia, philanthropic organizations, volunteer groups and others. 

 
46. We underline the important role and comparative advantage of an adequately resourced, 
relevant, coherent, efficient and effective United Nations system in supporting the achievement of the 
Sustainable Development Goals and sustainable development. While stressing the importance of 
strengthened national ownership and leadership at the country level, we express our support for the 
ongoing dialogue in the Economic and Social Council on the longer-term positioning of the United 
Nations development system in the context of this Agenda. 
 

 
Follow-up and review 

47. Our Governments have the primary responsibility for follow-up and review, at the national, 
regional and global levels, in relation to the progress made in implementing the Goals and targets over 
the coming 15 years.  
 
To support accountability to our citizens, we will provide for systematic follow-up and review at the 
various levels, as set out in this Agenda and the Addis Ababa Action Agenda.  
 
The high-level political forum under the auspices of the General Assembly and the Economic and 
Social Council will have the central role in overseeing follow-up and review at the global level. 
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48. Indicators are being developed to assist this work. Quality, accessible, timely and reliable 
disaggregated data will be needed to help with the measurement of progress and to ensure that no one 
is left behind.  
 
Such data is key to decision-making. Data and information from existing reporting mechanisms 
should be used where possible.  
 
We agree to intensify our efforts to strengthen statistical capacities in developing countries, 
particularly African countries, least developed countries, landlocked developing countries, small 
island developing States and middle-income countries. We are committed to developing broader 
measures of progress to complement gross domestic product. 
 
 

 
A call for action to change our world 

 
49. Seventy years ago, an earlier generation of world leaders came together to create the United 
Nations. From the ashes of war and division they fashioned this Organization and the values of peace, 
dialogue and international cooperation which underpin it. The supreme embodiment of those values 
is the Charter of the United Nations. 

 
50. Today we are also taking a decision of great historic significance. We resolve to build a better 
future for all people, including the millions who have been denied the chance to lead decent, dignified 
and rewarding lives and to achieve their full human potential. We can be the first generation to 
succeed in ending poverty; just as we may be the last to have a chance of saving the planet. The world 
will be a better place in 2030 if we succeed in our objectives. 

 
51. What we are announcing today – an Agenda for global action for the next 15 years – is a 
charter for people and planet in the twenty-first century. Children and young women and men are 
critical agents of change and will find in the new Goals a platform to channel their infinite capacities 
for activism into the creation of a better world. 
 

52. “We the peoples” are the celebrated opening words of the Charter of the United Nations. It is 
“we the peoples” who are embarking today on the road to 2030.  
 
Our journey will involve Governments as well as parliaments, the United Nations system and other 
international institutions, local authorities, indigenous peoples, civil society, business and the private 
sector, the scientific and academic community – and all people. Millions have already engaged with, 
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and will own, this Agenda. It is an Agenda of the people, by the people and for the people – and this, 
we believe, will ensure its success. 

 
53. The future of humanity and of our planet lies in our hands. It lies also in the hands of today’s 
younger generation who will pass the torch to future generations. We have mapped the road to 
sustainable development; it will be for all of us to ensure that the journey is successful and its gains 
irreversible. 
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Sustainable Development Goals and targets 

 
54. Following an inclusive process of intergovernmental negotiations, and based on the proposal 
of the Open Working Group on Sustainable Development Goals,15 which includes a chapeau 
contextualizing the latter, set out below are the Goals and targets which we have agreed. 

 
55. The Sustainable Development Goals and targets are integrated and indivisible, global in nature 
and universally applicable, taking into account different national realities, capacities and levels of 
development and respecting national policies and priorities. Targets are defined as aspirational and 
global, with each Government setting its own national targets guided by the global level of ambition 
but taking into account national circumstances. Each Government will also decide how these 
aspirational and global targets should be incorporated into national planning processes, policies and 
strategies. It is important to recognize the link between sustainable development and other relevant 
ongoing processes in the economic, social and environmental fields. 

 
56. In deciding upon these Goals and targets, we recognize that each country faces specific 
challenges to achieve sustainable development, and we underscore the special challenges facing the 
most vulnerable countries and, in particular, African countries, least developed countries, landlocked 
developing countries and small island developing States, as well as the specific challenges facing the 
middle-income countries. Countries in situations of conflict also need special attention. 

 
57. We recognize that baseline data for several of the targets remains unavailable, and we call for 
increased support for strengthening data collection and capacity-building in Member States, to 
develop national and global baselines where they do not yet exist. We commit to addressing this gap 
in data collection so as to better inform the measurement of progress, in particular for those targets 
below which do not have clear numerical targets. 

58. We encourage ongoing efforts by States in other forums to address key issues which pose 
potential challenges to the implementation of our Agenda, and we respect the independent mandates 
of those processes. We intend that the Agenda and its implementation would support, and be without 
prejudice to, those other processes and the decisions taken therein. 

59. We recognize that there are different approaches, visions, models and tools available to each 
country, in accordance with its national circumstances and priorities, to achieve sustainable 
development; and we reaffirm that planet Earth and its ecosystems are our common home and that 
“Mother Earth” is a common expression in a number of countries and regions. 

  

 
15 Contained in the report of the Open Working Group of the General Assembly on Sustainable Development 
Goals (A/68/970 and Corr.1; see also A/68/970/Add.1–3). 
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Sustainable Development Goals 

Goal 1.  End poverty in all its forms everywhere 

Goal 2.  End hunger, achieve food security and improved 
nutrition and promote sustainable agriculture 

Goal 3.  Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for 
all at all ages 

Goal 4.  Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education 
and promote lifelong learning opportunities for all 

Goal 5.  Achieve gender equality and empower all women 
and girls 

Goal 6.  Ensure availability and sustainable management 
of water and sanitation for all 

Goal 7  Ensure access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and 
modern energy for all 

Goal 8.  Promote sustained, inclusive and sustainable 
economic growth, full and productive employment and decent work 
for all 

Goal 9.  Build resilient infrastructure, promote inclusive 
and sustainable industrialization and foster innovation 

Goal 10.  Reduce inequality within and among countries 

Goal 11.  Make cities and human settlements inclusive, 
safe, resilient and sustainable 

Goal 12.  Ensure sustainable consumption and production 
patterns 

Goal 13.  Take urgent action to combat climate change and 
its impacts* 

Goal 14.  Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas 
and marine resources for sustainable development 

Goal 15.  Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of 
terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably manage forests, combat 
desertification, and halt and reverse land degradation and halt 
biodiversity loss 
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Goal 16.  Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for 
sustainable development, provide access to justice for all and build 
effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels 

Goal 17.  Strengthen the means of implementation and 
revitalize the Global Partnership for Sustainable Development 
 

*  Acknowledging that the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change is 
the primary international, intergovernmental forum for negotiating the global response to climate 

change. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere 

1.1 By 2030, eradicate extreme poverty for all people everywhere, currently measured as people 
living on less than $1.25 a day 

1.2 By 2030, reduce at least by half the proportion of men, women and children of all ages living 
in poverty in all its dimensions according to national definitions 

1.3 Implement nationally appropriate social protection systems and measures for all, including 
floors, and by 2030 achieve substantial coverage of the poor and the vulnerable 

1.4 By 2030, ensure that all men and women, in particular the poor and the vulnerable, have equal 
rights to economic resources, as well as access to basic services, ownership and control over land and 
other forms of property, inheritance, natural resources, appropriate new technology and financial 
services, including microfinance 

1.5 By 2030, build the resilience of the poor and those in vulnerable situations and reduce their 
exposure and vulnerability to climate-related extreme events and other economic, social and 
environmental shocks and disasters 
 

 

1.a Ensure significant mobilization of resources from a variety of sources, including through 
enhanced development cooperation, in order to provide adequate and predictable means for 
developing countries, in particular least developed countries, to implement programmes and policies 
to end poverty in all its dimensions 

1.b Create sound policy frameworks at the national, regional and international levels, based on 
pro-poor and gender-sensitive development strategies, to support accelerated investment in poverty 
eradication actions 
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Goal 2. End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and promote sustainable 
agriculture 

 
2.1 By 2030, end hunger and ensure access by all people, in particular the poor and people in 
vulnerable situations, including infants, to safe, nutritious and sufficient food all year round 

2.2 By 2030, end all forms of malnutrition, including achieving, by 2025, the internationally 

agreed targets on stunting and wasting in children under 5 years of age, and address the 
nutritional needs of adolescent girls, pregnant and lactating women and older persons 

2.3 By 2030, double the agricultural productivity and incomes of small-scale food producers, in 
particular women, indigenous peoples, family farmers, pastoralists and fishers, including through 
secure and equal access to land, other productive resources and inputs, knowledge, financial services, 
markets and opportunities for value addition and non-farm employment 

2.4 By 2030, ensure sustainable food production systems and implement resilient agricultural 
practices that increase productivity and production, that help maintain ecosystems, that strengthen 
capacity for adaptation to climate change, extreme weather, drought, flooding and other disasters and 
that progressively improve land and soil quality 

2.5 By 2020, maintain the genetic diversity of seeds, cultivated plants and farmed and 
domesticated animals and their related wild species, including through soundly managed and 
diversified seed and plant banks at the national, regional and international levels, and promote access 
to and fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from the utilization of genetic resources and 
associated traditional knowledge, as internationally agreed 
 

 

2.a Increase investment, including through enhanced international cooperation, in rural 
infrastructure, agricultural research and extension services, technology development and plant and 
livestock gene banks in order to enhance agricultural productive capacity in developing countries, in 
particular least developed countries 

2.b Correct and prevent trade restrictions and distortions in world agricultural markets, including 
through the parallel elimination of all forms of agricultural export subsidies and all export measures 
with equivalent effect, in accordance with the mandate of the Doha Development Round 

2.c Adopt measures to ensure the proper functioning of food commodity markets and their 
derivatives and facilitate timely access to market information, including on food reserves, in order to 
help limit extreme food price volatility 
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Goal 3. Ensure healthy lives and promote well-being for all at all ages 

 
3.1 By 2030, reduce the global maternal mortality ratio to less than 70 per 100,000 live births 

3.2 By 2030, end preventable deaths of newborns and children under 5 years of age, with all 
countries aiming to reduce neonatal mortality to at least as low as 12 per 1,000 live births and under-5 
mortality to at least as low as 25 per 1,000 live births 

3.3 By 2030, end the epidemics of AIDS, tuberculosis, malaria and neglected tropical diseases and 
combat hepatitis, water-borne diseases and other communicable diseases 

3.4  By 2030, reduce by one third premature mortality from non-communicable diseases through 
prevention and treatment and promote mental health and well-being 

3.5 Strengthen the prevention and treatment of substance abuse, including narcotic drug abuse and 
harmful use of alcohol 

3.6 By 2020, halve the number of global deaths and injuries from road traffic accidents 

3.7 By 2030, ensure universal access to sexual and reproductive health-care services, including for 
family planning, information and education, and the integration of reproductive health into national 
strategies and programmes 

3.8 Achieve universal health coverage, including financial risk protection, access to quality 
essential health-care services and access to safe, effective, quality and affordable essential medicines 
and vaccines for all 

3.9 By 2030, substantially reduce the number of deaths and illnesses from hazardous chemicals 
and air, water and soil pollution and contamination 
 

 

3.a Strengthen the implementation of the World Health Organization Framework Convention on 
Tobacco Control in all countries, as appropriate 

3.b Support the research and development of vaccines and medicines for the communicable and 
non-communicable diseases that primarily affect developing countries, provide access to affordable 
essential medicines and vaccines, in accordance with the Doha Declaration on the TRIPS Agreement 
and Public Health, which affirms the right of developing countries to use to the full the provisions in 
the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights regarding flexibilities to 
protect public health, and, in particular, provide access to medicines for all 

3.c Substantially increase health financing and the recruitment, development, training and 
retention of the health workforce in developing countries, especially in least developed countries and 
small island developing States 
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3.d Strengthen the capacity of all countries, in particular developing countries, for early warning, 
risk reduction and management of national and global health risks 
 

  



1961 

Goal 4. Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning 
opportunities for all 

 
4.1 By 2030, ensure that all girls and boys complete free, equitable and quality primary and 
secondary education leading to relevant and effective learning outcomes 

4.2 By 2030, ensure that all girls and boys have access to quality early childhood development, 
care and pre-primary education so that they are ready for primary education 

4.3 By 2030, ensure equal access for all women and men to affordable and quality technical, 
vocational and tertiary education, including university 

4.4 By 2030, substantially increase the number of youth and adults who have relevant skills, 
including technical and vocational skills, for employment, decent jobs and entrepreneurship 

4.5 By 2030, eliminate gender disparities in education and ensure equal access to all levels of 
education and vocational training for the vulnerable, including persons with disabilities, indigenous 
peoples and children in vulnerable situations 

4.6 By 2030, ensure that all youth and a substantial proportion of adults, both men and women, 
achieve literacy and numeracy 

4.7 By 2030, ensure that all learners acquire the knowledge and skills needed to promote 
sustainable development, including, among others, through education for sustainable development and 
sustainable lifestyles, human rights, gender equality, promotion of a culture of peace and non-
violence, global citizenship and appreciation of cultural diversity and of culture’s contribution to 
sustainable development 
 

 

4.a Build and upgrade education facilities that are child, disability and gender sensitive and 
provide safe, non-violent, inclusive and effective learning environments for all 

4.b By 2020, substantially expand globally the number of scholarships available to developing 
countries, in particular least developed countries, small island developing States and African 
countries, for enrolment in higher education, including vocational training and information and 
communications technology, technical, engineering and scientific programmes, in developed 
countries and other developing countries 

4.c By 2030, substantially increase the supply of qualified teachers, including through 
international cooperation for teacher training in developing countries, especially least developed 
countries and small island developing States 
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Goal 5. Achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls 

 
5.1 End all forms of discrimination against all women and girls everywhere 

5.2 Eliminate all forms of violence against all women and girls in the public and private spheres, 
including trafficking and sexual and other types of exploitation 

5.3 Eliminate all harmful practices, such as child, early and forced marriage and female genital 
mutilation 

5.4 Recognize and value unpaid care and domestic work through the provision of public services, 
infrastructure and social protection policies and the promotion of shared responsibility within the 
household and the family as nationally appropriate 

5.5 Ensure women’s full and effective participation and equal opportunities for leadership at all 
levels of decision-making in political, economic and public life 

5.6 Ensure universal access to sexual and reproductive health and reproductive rights as agreed in 
accordance with the Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and 
Development and the Beijing Platform for Action and the outcome documents of their review 
conferences 
 

 

5.a Undertake reforms to give women equal rights to economic resources, as well as access to 
ownership and control over land and other forms of property, financial services, inheritance and 
natural resources, in accordance with national laws 

5.b Enhance the use of enabling technology, in particular information and communications 
technology, to promote the empowerment of women 

5.c Adopt and strengthen sound policies and enforceable legislation for the promotion of gender 
equality and the empowerment of all women and girls at all levels 
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Goal 6.   Ensure availability and sustainable management of water and sanitation for all 

 
6.1 By 2030, achieve universal and equitable access to safe and affordable drinking water for all 

6.2 By 2030, achieve access to adequate and equitable sanitation and hygiene for all and end open 
defecation, paying special attention to the needs of women and girls and those in vulnerable situations 

6.3 By 2030, improve water quality by reducing pollution, eliminating dumping and minimizing 
release of hazardous chemicals and materials, halving the proportion of untreated wastewater and 
substantially increasing recycling and safe reuse globally 

6.4 By 2030, substantially increase water-use efficiency across all sectors and ensure sustainable 
withdrawals and supply of freshwater to address water scarcity and substantially reduce the number of 
people suffering from water scarcity 

6.5 By 2030, implement integrated water resources management at all levels, including through 
transboundary cooperation as appropriate 

6.6 By 2020, protect and restore water-related ecosystems, including mountains, forests, wetlands, 
rivers, aquifers and lakes 
 

 

6.a By 2030, expand international cooperation and capacity-building support to developing 
countries in water- and sanitation-related activities and programmes, including water harvesting, 
desalination, water efficiency, wastewater treatment, recycling and reuse technologies 

6.b Support and strengthen the participation of local communities in improving water and 
sanitation management 
 

Goal 7. Ensure access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and modern energy for all 

7.1 By 2030, ensure universal access to affordable, reliable and modern energy services 

7.2 By 2030, increase substantially the share of renewable energy in the global energy mix 

7.3 By 2030, double the global rate of improvement in energy efficiency 
 

 

7.a By 2030, enhance international cooperation to facilitate access to clean energy research and 
technology, including renewable energy, energy efficiency and advanced and cleaner fossil-fuel 
technology, and promote investment in energy infrastructure and clean energy technology 

7.b By 2030, expand infrastructure and upgrade technology for supplying modern and sustainable 
energy services for all in developing countries, in particular least developed countries, small island 
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developing States and landlocked developing countries, in accordance with their respective 
programmes of support 
 

Goal 8. Promote sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, full and productive 
employment and decent work for all 

8.1 Sustain per capita economic growth in accordance with national circumstances and, in 
particular, at least 7 per cent gross domestic product growth per annum in the least developed 
countries 

8.2 Achieve higher levels of economic productivity through diversification, technological 
upgrading and innovation, including through a focus on high-value added and labour-intensive sectors 

8.3 Promote development-oriented policies that support productive activities, decent job creation, 
entrepreneurship, creativity and innovation, and encourage the formalization and growth of micro-, 
small- and medium-sized enterprises, including through access to financial services 

8.4 Improve progressively, through 2030, global resource efficiency in consumption and 
production and endeavour to decouple economic growth from environmental degradation, in 
accordance with the 10-Year Framework of Programmes on Sustainable Consumption and 
Production, with developed countries taking the lead 

8.5 By 2030, achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all women and men, 
including for young people and persons with disabilities, and equal pay for work of equal value 

8.6 By 2020, substantially reduce the proportion of youth not in employment, education or 
training 

8.7 Take immediate and effective measures to eradicate forced labour, end modern slavery and 
human trafficking and secure the prohibition and elimination of the worst forms of child labour, 
including recruitment and use of child soldiers, and by 2025 end child labour in all its forms 

8.8  Protect labour rights and promote safe and secure working environments for all workers, 
including migrant workers, in particular women migrants, and those in precarious employment 

8.9 By 2030, devise and implement policies to promote sustainable tourism that creates jobs and 
promotes local culture and products 

8.10 Strengthen the capacity of domestic financial institutions to encourage and expand access to 
banking, insurance and financial services for all 
 

 

8.a Increase Aid for Trade support for developing countries, in particular least developed 
countries, including through the Enhanced Integrated Framework for Trade-related Technical 
Assistance to Least Developed Countries 
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8.b By 2020, develop and operationalize a global strategy for youth employment and implement 
the Global Jobs Pact of the International Labour Organization 
 

Goal 9. Build resilient infrastructure, promote inclusive and sustainable industrialization 
and foster innovation 

9.1 Develop quality, reliable, sustainable and resilient infrastructure, including regional and 
transborder infrastructure, to support economic development and human well-being, with a focus on 
affordable and equitable access for all 

9.2 Promote inclusive and sustainable industrialization and, by 2030, significantly raise industry’s 
share of employment and gross domestic product, in line with national circumstances, and double its 
share in least developed countries 

9.3 Increase the access of small-scale industrial and other enterprises, in particular in developing 
countries, to financial services, including affordable credit, and their integration into value chains and 
markets 

9.4 By 2030, upgrade infrastructure and retrofit industries to make them sustainable, with 
increased resource-use efficiency and greater adoption of clean and environmentally sound 
technologies and industrial processes, with all countries taking action in accordance with their 
respective capabilities 

9.5 Enhance scientific research, upgrade the technological capabilities of industrial sectors in all 
countries, in particular developing countries, including, by 2030, encouraging innovation and 
substantially increasing the number of research and development workers per 1 million people and 
public and private research and development spending 
 

 

9.a Facilitate sustainable and resilient infrastructure development in developing countries through 
enhanced financial, technological and technical support to African countries, least developed 
countries, landlocked developing countries and small island developing States 

9.b Support domestic technology development, research and innovation in developing countries, 
including by ensuring a conducive policy environment for, inter alia, industrial diversification and 
value addition to commodities 

9.c Significantly increase access to information and communications technology and strive to 
provide universal and affordable access to the Internet in least developed countries by 2020 
 

Goal 10. Reduce inequality within and among countries 

10.1 By 2030, progressively achieve and sustain income growth of the bottom 40 per cent of the 
population at a rate higher than the national average 
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10.2 By 2030, empower and promote the social, economic and political inclusion of all, irrespective 
of age, sex, disability, race, ethnicity, origin, religion or economic or other status 

10.3 Ensure equal opportunity and reduce inequalities of outcome, including by eliminating 
discriminatory laws, policies and practices and promoting appropriate legislation, policies and action 
in this regard 

10.4 Adopt policies, especially fiscal, wage and social protection policies, and progressively 
achieve greater equality 

10.5 Improve the regulation and monitoring of global financial markets and institutions and 
strengthen the implementation of such regulations 

10.6 Ensure enhanced representation and voice for developing countries in decision-making in 
global international economic and financial institutions in order to deliver more effective, credible, 
accountable and legitimate institutions 

10.7 Facilitate orderly, safe, regular and responsible migration and mobility of people, including 
through the implementation of planned and well-managed migration policies 
 

 

10.a Implement the principle of special and differential treatment for developing countries, in 
particular least developed countries, in accordance with World Trade Organization agreements 

10.b Encourage official development assistance and financial flows, including foreign direct 
investment, to States where the need is greatest, in particular least developed countries, African 
countries, small island developing States and landlocked developing countries, in accordance with 
their national plans and programmes 

10.c By 2030, reduce to less than 3 per cent the transaction costs of migrant remittances and 
eliminate remittance corridors with costs higher than 5 per cent 
 

Goal 11. Make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable 

11.1 By 2030, ensure access for all to adequate, safe and affordable housing and basic services and 
upgrade slums 

11.2 By 2030, provide access to safe, affordable, accessible and sustainable transport systems for 
all, improving road safety, notably by expanding public transport, with special attention to the needs 
of those in vulnerable situations, women, children, persons with disabilities and older persons 

11.3 By 2030, enhance inclusive and sustainable urbanization and capacity for participatory, 
integrated and sustainable human settlement planning and management in all countries 

11.4 Strengthen efforts to protect and safeguard the world’s cultural and natural heritage 
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11.5 By 2030, significantly reduce the number of deaths and the number of people affected and 
substantially decrease the direct economic losses relative to global gross domestic product caused by 
disasters, including water-related disasters, with a focus on protecting the poor and people in 
vulnerable situations 

11.6 By 2030, reduce the adverse per capita environmental impact of cities, including by paying 
special attention to air quality and municipal and other waste management 

11.7 By 2030, provide universal access to safe, inclusive and accessible, green and public spaces, in 
particular for women and children, older persons and persons with disabilities 
 

 

11.a Support positive economic, social and environmental links between urban, peri-urban and 
rural areas by strengthening national and regional development planning 

11.b By 2020, substantially increase the number of cities and human settlements adopting and 
implementing integrated policies and plans towards inclusion, resource efficiency, mitigation and 
adaptation to climate change, resilience to disasters, and develop and implement, in line with the 
Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015–2030, holistic disaster risk management at all 
levels 

11.c Support least developed countries, including through financial and technical assistance, in 
building sustainable and resilient buildings utilizing local materials 
 

 
Goal 12. Ensure sustainable consumption and production patterns 

12.1 Implement the 10-Year Framework of Programmes on Sustainable Consumption and 
Production Patterns, all countries taking action, with developed countries taking the lead, taking into 
account the development and capabilities of developing countries 

12.2 By 2030, achieve the sustainable management and efficient use of natural resources 

12.3 By 2030, halve per capita global food waste at the retail and consumer levels and reduce food 
losses along production and supply chains, including post-harvest losses 

12.4 By 2020, achieve the environmentally sound management of chemicals and all wastes 
throughout their life cycle, in accordance with agreed international frameworks, and significantly 
reduce their release to air, water and soil in order to minimize their adverse impacts on human health 
and the environment 

12.5 By 2030, substantially reduce waste generation through prevention, reduction, recycling and 
reuse 

12.6 Encourage companies, especially large and transnational companies, to adopt sustainable 
practices and to integrate sustainability information into their reporting cycle 
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12.7 Promote public procurement practices that are sustainable, in accordance with national policies 
and priorities 

12.8 By 2030, ensure that people everywhere have the relevant information and awareness for 
sustainable development and lifestyles in harmony with nature 
 

 

12.a Support developing countries to strengthen their scientific and technological capacity to move 
towards more sustainable patterns of consumption and production 

12.b Develop and implement tools to monitor sustainable development impacts for sustainable 
tourism that creates jobs and promotes local culture and products 

12.c Rationalize inefficient fossil-fuel subsidies that encourage wasteful consumption by removing 
market distortions, in accordance with national circumstances, including by restructuring taxation and 
phasing out those harmful subsidies, where they exist, to reflect their environmental impacts, taking 
fully into account the specific needs and conditions of developing countries and minimizing the 
possible adverse impacts on their development in a manner that protects the poor and the affected 
communities 
 

* Acknowledging that the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change is the primary international, intergovernmental 
forum for negotiating the global response to climate change. 

Goal 13. Take urgent action to combat climate change and its impacts* 
 

13.1 Strengthen resilience and adaptive capacity to climate-related hazards and natural disasters in 
all countries 

13.2 Integrate climate change measures into national policies, strategies and planning 

13.3 Improve education, awareness-raising and human and institutional capacity on climate change 
mitigation, adaptation, impact reduction and early warning 
 

 

13.a Implement the commitment undertaken by developed-country parties to the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change to a goal of mobilizing jointly $100 billion annually by 
2020 from all sources to address the needs of developing countries in the context of meaningful 
mitigation actions and transparency on implementation and  
 
fully operationalize the Green Climate Fund through its capitalization as soon as possible 

13.b Promote mechanisms for raising capacity for effective climate change-related planning and 
management in least developed countries and small island developing States, including focusing on 
women, youth and local and marginalized communities 
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Goal 14. Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas and marine resources for sustainable 
development 

14.1 By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution of all kinds, in particular from 
land-based activities, including marine debris and nutrient pollution 

14.2 By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal ecosystems to avoid significant 
adverse impacts, including by strengthening their resilience, and take action for their restoration in 
order to achieve healthy and productive oceans 

14.3 Minimize and address the impacts of ocean acidification, including through enhanced 
scientific cooperation at all levels 

14.4 By 2020, effectively regulate harvesting and end overfishing, illegal, unreported and 
unregulated fishing and destructive fishing practices and implement science-based management plans, 
in order to restore fish stocks in the shortest time feasible, at least to levels that can produce maximum 
sustainable yield as determined by their biological characteristics 

14.5 By 2020, conserve at least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, consistent with national 
and international law and based on the best available scientific information 

14.6 By 2020, prohibit certain forms of fisheries subsidies which contribute to overcapacity and 
overfishing, eliminate subsidies that contribute to illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing and 
refrain from introducing new such subsidies, recognizing that appropriate and effective special and 
differential treatment for developing and least developed countries should be an integral part of the 
World Trade Organization fisheries subsidies negotiation16 

14.7 By 2030, increase the economic benefits to small island developing States and least developed 
countries from the sustainable use of marine resources, including through sustainable management of 
fisheries, aquaculture and tourism 
 

 

14.a Increase scientific knowledge, develop research capacity and transfer marine technology, 
taking into account the Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission Criteria and Guidelines on the 
Transfer of Marine Technology, in order to improve ocean health and to enhance the contribution of 
marine biodiversity to the development of developing countries, in particular small island developing 
States and least developed countries 

14.b Provide access for small-scale artisanal fishers to marine resources and markets 

14.c Enhance the conservation and sustainable use of oceans and their resources by implementing 
international law as reflected in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, which provides 

 
16 Taking into account ongoing World Trade Organization negotiations, the Doha Development Agenda and 
the Hong Kong ministerial mandate. 
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the legal framework for the conservation and sustainable use of oceans and their resources, as recalled 
in paragraph 158 of “The future we want” 
 
 

Goal 15. Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably 
manage forests, combat desertification, and halt and reverse land degradation and halt biodiversity 
loss 

15.1 By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of terrestrial and inland 
freshwater ecosystems and their services, in particular forests, wetlands, mountains and drylands, in 
line with obligations under international agreements 

15.2 By 2020, promote the implementation of sustainable management of all types of forests, halt 
deforestation, restore degraded forests and substantially increase afforestation and reforestation 
globally 

15.3 By 2030, combat desertification, restore degraded land and soil, including land affected by 
desertification, drought and floods, and strive to achieve a land degradation-neutral world 

15.4 By 2030, ensure the conservation of mountain ecosystems, including their biodiversity, in 
order to enhance their capacity to provide benefits that are essential for sustainable development 

15.5 Take urgent and significant action to reduce the degradation of natural habitats, halt the loss of 
biodiversity and, by 2020, protect and prevent the extinction of threatened species 

15.6 Promote fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising from the utilization of genetic 
resources and promote appropriate access to such resources, as internationally agreed 

15.7 Take urgent action to end poaching and trafficking of protected species of flora and fauna and 
address both demand and supply of illegal wildlife products 

15.8 By 2020, introduce measures to prevent the introduction and significantly reduce the impact of 
invasive alien species on land and water ecosystems and control or eradicate the priority species 

15.9 By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into national and local planning, 
development processes, poverty reduction strategies and accounts 
 

 

15.a Mobilize and significantly increase financial resources from all sources to conserve and 
sustainably use biodiversity and ecosystems 

15.b Mobilize significant resources from all sources and at all levels to finance sustainable forest 
management and provide adequate incentives to developing countries to advance such management, 
including for conservation and reforestation 
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15.c Enhance global support for efforts to combat poaching and trafficking of protected species, 
including by increasing the capacity of local communities to pursue sustainable livelihood 
opportunities 
 
 
 

Goal 16. Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, provide 
access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels 

16.1 Significantly reduce all forms of violence and related death rates everywhere 

16.2 End abuse, exploitation, trafficking and all forms of violence against and torture of children 

16.3 Promote the rule of law at the national and international levels and ensure equal access to 
justice for all 

16.4 By 2030, significantly reduce illicit financial and arms flows, strengthen the recovery and 
return of stolen assets and combat all forms of organized crime 

16.5 Substantially reduce corruption and bribery in all their forms 

16.6 Develop effective, accountable and transparent institutions at all levels 

16.7 Ensure responsive, inclusive, participatory and representative decision-making at all levels 

16.8 Broaden and strengthen the participation of developing countries in the institutions of global 
governance 

16.9 By 2030, provide legal identity for all, including birth registration 

16.10 Ensure public access to information and protect fundamental freedoms, in accordance with 
national legislation and international agreements 
 

16.a Strengthen relevant national institutions, including through international cooperation, for 
building capacity at all levels, in particular in developing countries, to prevent violence and combat 
terrorism and crime 

16.b Promote and enforce non-discriminatory laws and policies for sustainable development 
 
 
 

Goal 17. Strengthen the means of implementation and revitalize the Global Partnership for 
Sustainable Development Finance 

17.1 Strengthen domestic resource mobilization, including through international support to 
developing countries, to improve domestic capacity for tax and other revenue collection 

17.2 Developed countries to implement fully their official development assistance commitments, 
including the commitment by many developed countries to achieve the target of 0.7 per cent of gross 
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national income for official development assistance (ODA/GNI) to developing countries and 0.15 to 
0.20 per cent of ODA/GNI to least developed countries; ODA providers are encouraged to consider 
setting a target to provide at least 0.20 per cent of ODA/GNI to least developed countries 

17.3 Mobilize additional financial resources for developing countries from multiple sources 

17.4 Assist developing countries in attaining long-term debt sustainability through coordinated 
policies aimed at fostering debt financing, debt relief and debt restructuring, as appropriate, and 
address the external debt of highly indebted poor countries to reduce debt distress 

17.5 Adopt and implement investment promotion regimes for least developed countries 
 

Technology 

17.6 Enhance North-South, South-South and triangular regional and international cooperation on 
and access to science, technology and innovation and enhance knowledge sharing on mutually agreed 
terms, including through improved coordination among existing mechanisms, in particular at the 
United Nations level, and through a global technology facilitation mechanism 

17.7 Promote the development, transfer, dissemination and diffusion of environmentally sound 
technologies to developing countries on favourable terms, including on concessional and preferential 
terms, as mutually agreed 

17.8 Fully operationalize the technology bank and science, technology and innovation capacity-
building mechanism for least developed countries by 2017 and enhance the use of enabling 
technology, in particular information and communications technology 
 

Capacity-building 

17.9 Enhance international support for implementing effective and targeted capacity-building in 
developing countries to support national plans to implement all the Sustainable Development Goals, 
including through North-South, South-South and triangular cooperation 
 

Trade 

17.10 Promote a universal, rules-based, open, non-discriminatory and equitable multilateral trading 
system under the World Trade Organization, including through the conclusion of negotiations under 
its Doha Development Agenda 

17.11 Significantly increase the exports of developing countries, in particular with a view to 
doubling the least developed countries’ share of global exports by 2020 

17.12 Realize timely implementation of duty-free and quota-free market access on a lasting basis for 
all least developed countries, consistent with World Trade Organization decisions, including by 
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ensuring that preferential rules of origin applicable to imports from least developed countries are 
transparent and simple, and contribute to facilitating market access 
 

Systemic issues 

Policy and institutional coherence 

17.13 Enhance global macroeconomic stability, including through policy coordination and policy 
coherence 

17.14 Enhance policy coherence for sustainable development 

17.15 Respect each country’s policy space and leadership to establish and implement policies for 
poverty eradication and sustainable development 
 

Multi-stakeholder partnerships 

17.16 Enhance the Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, complemented by multi-
stakeholder partnerships that mobilize and share knowledge, expertise, technology and financial 
resources, to support the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals in all countries, in 
particular developing countries 

17.17 Encourage and promote effective public, public-private and civil society partnerships, building 
on the experience and resourcing strategies of partnerships 
 

Data, monitoring and accountability 

17.18 By 2020, enhance capacity-building support to developing countries, including for least 
developed countries and small island developing States, to increase significantly the availability of 
high-quality, timely and reliable data disaggregated by income, gender, age, race, ethnicity, migratory 
status, disability, geographic location and other characteristics relevant in national contexts 

17.19 By 2030, build on existing initiatives to develop measurements of progress on sustainable 
development that complement gross domestic product, and support statistical capacity-building in 
developing countries 
 

 

Means of implementation and the Global Partnership 

60. We reaffirm our strong commitment to the full implementation of this new Agenda. We 
recognize that we will not be able to achieve our ambitious Goals and targets without a revitalized and 
enhanced Global Partnership and comparably ambitious means of implementation. The revitalized 
Global Partnership will facilitate an intensive global engagement in support of implementation of all 
the Goals and targets, bringing together Governments, civil society, the private sector, the United 
Nations system and other actors and mobilizing all available resources. 
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61. The Agenda’s Goals and targets deal with the means required to realize our collective 
ambitions. The means of implementation targets under each Sustainable Development Goal and Goal 
17, which are referred to above, are key to realizing our Agenda and are of equal importance with the 
other Goals and targets. We shall accord them equal priority in our implementation efforts and in the 
global indicator framework for monitoring our progress. 

62. This Agenda, including the Sustainable Development Goals, can be met within the framework 
of a revitalized Global Partnership for Sustainable Development, supported by the concrete policies 
and actions outlined in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, which is an integral part of the 2030 Agenda 
for Sustainable Development. The Addis Ababa Action Agenda supports, complements and helps to 
contextualize the 2030 Agenda’s means of implementation targets. It relates to domestic public 
resources, domestic and international private business and finance, international development 
cooperation, international trade as an engine for development, debt and debt sustainability, addressing 
systemic issues and science, technology, innovation and capacity-building, and data, monitoring and 
follow-up. 

63. Cohesive nationally owned sustainable development strategies, supported by integrated 
national financing frameworks, will be at the heart of our efforts. We reiterate that each country has 
primary responsibility for its own economic and social development and that the role of national 
policies and development strategies cannot be overemphasized. We will respect each country’s policy 
space and leadership to implement policies for poverty eradication and sustainable development, 
while remaining consistent with relevant international rules and commitments. At the same time, 
national development efforts need to be supported by an enabling international economic 
environment, including coherent and mutually supporting world trade, monetary and financial 
systems, and strengthened and enhanced global economic governance. Processes to develop and 
facilitate the availability of appropriate knowledge and technologies globally, as well as capacity-
building, are also critical. We commit to pursuing policy coherence and an enabling environment for 
sustainable development at all levels and by all actors, and to reinvigorating the Global Partnership 
for Sustainable Development. 

 
64. We support the implementation of relevant strategies and programmes of action, including the 
Istanbul Declaration and Programme of Action, the SIDS Accelerated Modalities of Action 
(SAMOA) Pathway and the Vienna Programme of Action for Landlocked Developing Countries for 
the Decade 2014–2024, and reaffirm the importance of supporting the African Union’s Agenda 2063 
and the programme of the New Partnership for Africa’s Development, all of which are integral to the 
new Agenda. We recognize the major challenge to the achievement of durable peace and sustainable 
development in countries in conflict and post-conflict situations. 

 
65. We recognize that middle-income countries still face significant challenges to achieve 
sustainable development. In order to ensure that achievements made to date are sustained, efforts to 
address ongoing challenges should be strengthened through the exchange of experiences, improved 
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coordination, and better and focused support of the United Nations development system, the 
international financial institutions, regional organizations and other stakeholders. 

 
66. We underscore that, for all countries, public policies and the mobilization and effective use of 
domestic resources, underscored by the principle of national ownership, are central to our common 
pursuit of sustainable development, including achieving the Sustainable Development Goals. We 
recognize that domestic resources are first and foremost generated by economic growth, supported by 
an enabling environment at all levels. 

 
67. Private business activity, investment and innovation are major drivers of productivity, 
inclusive economic growth and job creation. We acknowledge the diversity of the private sector, 
ranging from micro-enterprises to cooperatives to multinationals. We call upon all businesses to apply 
their creativity and innovation to solving sustainable development challenges. We will foster a 
dynamic and well-functioning business sector, while protecting labour rights and environmental and 
health standards in accordance with relevant international standards and agreements and other 
ongoing initiatives in this regard, such as the Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights17 and 
the labour standards of the International Labour Organization, the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child18 and key multilateral environmental agreements, for parties to those agreements. 
 

68. International trade is an engine for inclusive economic growth and poverty reduction, and 
contributes to the promotion of sustainable development. We will continue to promote a universal, 
rules-based, open, transparent, predictable, inclusive, non-discriminatory and equitable multilateral 
trading system under the World Trade Organization, as well as meaningful trade liberalization. We 
call upon all members of the World Trade Organization to redouble their efforts to promptly conclude 
the negotiations on the Doha Development Agenda.19 We attach great importance to providing trade-
related capacity-building for developing countries, including African countries, least developed 
countries, landlocked developing countries, small island developing States and middle-income 
countries, including for the promotion of regional economic integration and interconnectivity. 

 
69. We recognize the need to assist developing countries in attaining long-term debt sustainability 
through coordinated policies aimed at fostering debt financing, debt relief, debt restructuring and 
sound debt management, as appropriate. Many countries remain vulnerable to debt crises and some 
are in the midst of crises, including a number of least developed countries, small island developing 
States and some developed countries. We reiterate that debtors and creditors must work together to 
prevent and resolve unsustainable debt situations. Maintaining sustainable debt levels is the 
responsibility of the borrowing countries; however we acknowledge that lenders also have a 
responsibility to lend in a way that does not undermine a country’s debt sustainability. We will 

 
17 A/HRC/17/31, annex. 
18 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1577, No. 27531. 
19 A/C.2/56/7, annex. 
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support the maintenance of debt sustainability of those countries that have received debt relief and 
achieved sustainable debt levels. 

 
70. We hereby launch a Technology Facilitation Mechanism which was established by the Addis 
Ababa Action Agenda in order to support the Sustainable Development Goals. The Technology 
Facilitation Mechanism will be based on a multi-stakeholder collaboration between Member States, 
civil society, the private sector, the scientific community, United Nations entities and other 
stakeholders and will be composed of a United Nations inter-agency task team on science, technology 
and innovation for the Sustainable Development Goals, a collaborative multi-stakeholder forum on 
science, technology and innovation for the Sustainable Development Goals and an online platform. 

 • The United Nations inter-agency task team on science, technology and innovation for 
the Sustainable Development Goals will promote coordination, coherence and cooperation within the 
United Nations system on science, technology and innovation-related matters, enhancing synergy and 
efficiency, in particular to enhance capacity-building initiatives. The task team will draw on existing 
resources and will work with 10 representatives from civil society, the private sector and the scientific 
community to prepare the meetings of the multi-stakeholder forum on science, technology and 
innovation for the Sustainable Development Goals, as well as in the development and 
operationalization of the online platform, including preparing proposals for the modalities for the 
forum and the online platform. The 10 representatives will be appointed by the Secretary-General, for 
periods of two years. The task team will be open to the participation of all United Nations agencies, 
funds and programmes and the functional commissions of the Economic and Social Council and it 
will initially be composed of the entities that currently integrate the informal working group on 
technology facilitation, namely, the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the Secretariat, the 
United Nations Environment Programme, the United Nations Industrial Development Organization, 
the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, the United Nations Conference 
on Trade and Development, the International Telecommunication Union, the World Intellectual 
Property Organization and the World Bank. 

 • The online platform will be used to establish a comprehensive mapping of, and serve 
as a gateway for, information on existing science, technology and innovation initiatives, mechanisms 
and programmes, within and beyond the United Nations. The online platform will facilitate access to 
information, knowledge and experience, as well as best practices and lessons learned, on science, 
technology and innovation facilitation initiatives and policies. The online platform will also facilitate 
the dissemination of relevant open access scientific publications generated worldwide. The online 
platform will be developed on the basis of an independent technical assessment which will take into 
account best practices and lessons learned from other initiatives, within and beyond the United 
Nations, in order to ensure that it will complement, facilitate access to and provide adequate 
information on existing science, technology and innovation platforms, avoiding duplications and 
enhancing synergies. 

 • The multi-stakeholder forum on science, technology and innovation for the Sustainable 
Development Goals will be convened once a year, for a period of two days, to discuss science, 
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technology and innovation cooperation around thematic areas for the implementation of the 
Sustainable Development Goals, congregating all relevant stakeholders to actively contribute in their 
area of expertise. The forum will provide a venue for facilitating interaction, matchmaking and the 
establishment of networks between relevant stakeholders and multi-stakeholder partnerships in order 
to identify and examine technology needs and gaps, including on scientific cooperation, innovation 
and capacity-building, and also in order to help to facilitate development, transfer and dissemination 
of relevant technologies for the Sustainable Development Goals. The meetings of the forum will be 
convened by the President of the Economic and Social Council before the meeting of the high-level 
political forum under the auspices of the Council or, alternatively, in conjunction with other forums or 
conferences, as appropriate, taking into account the theme to be considered and on the basis of a 
collaboration with the organizers of the other forums or conferences. The meetings of the forum will 
be co-chaired by two Member States and will result in a summary of discussions elaborated by the 
two co-Chairs, as an input to the meetings of the high-level political forum, in the context of the 
follow-up and review of the implementation of the post-2015 development agenda. 

 • The meetings of the high-level political forum will be informed by the summary of the 
multi-stakeholder forum. The themes for the subsequent multi-stakeholder forum on science, 
technology and innovation for the Sustainable Development Goals will be considered by the high-
level political forum on sustainable development, taking into account expert inputs from the task 
team. 

 
71. We reiterate that this Agenda and the Sustainable Development Goals and targets, including 
the means of implementation, are universal, indivisible and interlinked. 
 

 

 
Follow-up and review 

 
72. We commit to engaging in systematic follow-up and review of the implementation of this 
Agenda over the next 15 years.  
 
A robust, voluntary, effective, participatory, transparent and integrated follow-up and review 
framework will make a vital contribution to implementation and will help countries to maximize and 
track progress in implementing this Agenda in order to ensure that no one is left behind. 

 
73. Operating at the national, regional and global levels, it will promote accountability to our 
citizens, support effective international cooperation in achieving this Agenda and foster exchanges of 
best practices and mutual learning. It will mobilize support to overcome shared challenges and 
identify new and emerging issues. As this is a universal Agenda, mutual trust and understanding 
among all nations will be important. 
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74. Follow-up and review processes at all levels will be guided by the following principles: 

 (a) They will be voluntary and country-led, will take into account different national 
realities, capacities and levels of development and will respect policy space and priorities. As national 
ownership is key to achieving sustainable development, the outcome from national-level processes 
will be the foundation for reviews at the regional and global levels, given that the global review will 
be primarily based on national official data sources. 

 (b) They will track progress in implementing the universal Goals and targets, including the 
means of implementation, in all countries in a manner which respects their universal, integrated and 
interrelated nature and the three dimensions of sustainable development. 

 (c) They will maintain a longer-term orientation, identify achievements, challenges, gaps 
and critical success factors and support countries in making informed policy choices. They will help 
to mobilize the necessary means of implementation and partnerships, support the identification of 
solutions and best practices and promote the coordination and effectiveness of the international 
development system. 

 (d) They will be open, inclusive, participatory and transparent for all people and will 
support reporting by all relevant stakeholders. 

 (e) They will be people-centred, gender-sensitive, respect human rights and have a 
particular focus on the poorest, most vulnerable and those furthest behind. 

 (f) They will build on existing platforms and processes, where these exist, avoid 
duplication and respond to national circumstances, capacities, needs and priorities. They will evolve 
over time, taking into account emerging issues and the development of new methodologies, and will 
minimize the reporting burden on national administrations. 

 (g) They will be rigorous and based on evidence, informed by country-led evaluations and 
data which is high-quality, accessible, timely, reliable and disaggregated by income, sex, age, race, 
ethnicity, migration status, disability and geographic location and other characteristics relevant in 
national contexts. 

 (h) They will require enhanced capacity-building support for developing countries, 
including the strengthening of national data systems and evaluation programmes, particularly in 
African countries, least developed countries, small island developing States, landlocked developing 
countries and middle-income countries. 

 (i) They will benefit from the active support of the United Nations system and other 
multilateral institutions. 

 
 
75. The Goals and targets will be followed up and reviewed using a set of global indicators.  
 



1979 

These will be complemented by indicators at the regional and national levels which will be developed 
by Member States, in addition to the outcomes of work undertaken for the development of the 
baselines for those targets where national and global baseline data does not yet exist. The global 
indicator framework, to be developed by the Inter-Agency and Expert Group on Sustainable 
Development Goal Indicators, will be agreed by the Statistical Commission by March 2016 and 
adopted thereafter by the Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly, in line with 
existing mandates. This framework will be simple yet robust, address all Sustainable Development 
Goals and targets, including for means of implementation, and preserve the political balance, 
integration and ambition contained therein. 
 

76. We will support developing countries, particularly African countries, least developed 
countries, small island developing States and landlocked developing countries, in strengthening the 
capacity of national statistical offices and data systems to ensure access to high-quality, timely, 
reliable and disaggregated data. We will promote transparent and accountable scaling-up of 
appropriate public-private cooperation to exploit the contribution to be made by a wide range of data, 
including earth observation and geospatial information, while ensuring national ownership in 
supporting and tracking progress. 

 
77. We commit to fully engage in conducting regular and inclusive reviews of progress at the 
subnational, national, regional and global levels.  
 
We will draw as far as possible on the existing network of follow-up and review institutions and 
mechanisms. National reports will allow assessments of progress and identify challenges at the 
regional and global level. Along with regional dialogues and global reviews, they will inform 
recommendations for follow-up at various levels. 
 

 
National level 

78. We encourage all Member States to develop as soon as practicable ambitious national 
responses to the overall implementation of this Agenda. These can support the transition to the 
Sustainable Development Goals and build on existing planning instruments, such as national 
development and sustainable development strategies, as appropriate. 

79. We also encourage Member States to conduct regular and inclusive reviews of progress at the 
national and subnational levels which are country-led and country-driven. Such reviews should draw 
on contributions from indigenous peoples, civil society, the private sector and other stakeholders, in 
line with national circumstances, policies and priorities. National parliaments as well as other 
institutions can also support these processes. 
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Regional level 

80. Follow-up and review at the regional and subregional levels can, as appropriate, provide useful 
opportunities for peer learning, including through voluntary reviews, sharing of best practices and 
discussion on shared targets. We welcome in this respect the cooperation of regional and subregional 
commissions and organizations. Inclusive regional processes will draw on national-level reviews and 
contribute to follow-up and review at the global level, including at the high-level political forum on 
sustainable development. 

81. Recognizing the importance of building on existing follow-up and review mechanisms at the 
regional level and allowing adequate policy space, we encourage all Member States to identify the 
most suitable regional forum in which to engage. United Nations regional commissions are 
encouraged to continue supporting Member States in this regard. 
 

Global level 

 
82. The high-level political forum will have a central role in overseeing a network of follow-up 
and review processes at the global level, working coherently with the General Assembly, the 
Economic and Social Council and other relevant organs and forums, in accordance with existing 
mandates.  
 
It will facilitate sharing of experiences, including successes, challenges and lessons learned, and 
provide political leadership, guidance and recommendations for follow-up. It will promote system-
wide coherence and coordination of sustainable development policies.  
 
It should ensure that the Agenda remains relevant and ambitious and should focus on the assessment 
of progress, achievements and challenges faced by developed and developing countries as well as new 
and emerging issues.  
 
Effective linkages will be made with the follow-up and review arrangements of all relevant United 
Nations conferences and processes, including on least developed countries, small island developing 
States and landlocked developing countries. 
 

 
83. Follow-up and review at the high-level political forum will be informed by an annual progress 
report on the Sustainable Development Goals to be prepared by the Secretary-General in cooperation 
with the United Nations system, based on the global indicator framework and data produced by 
national statistical systems and information collected at the regional level.  
 
The high-level political forum will also be informed by the Global Sustainable Development Report, 
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which shall strengthen the science-policy interface and could provide a strong evidence-based 
instrument to support policymakers in promoting poverty eradication and sustainable development.  
 
We invite the President of the Economic and Social Council to conduct a process of consultations on 
the scope, methodology and frequency of the global report as well as its relation to the progress 
report, the outcome of which should be reflected in the ministerial declaration of the session of the 
high-level political forum in 2016. 

 
84. The high-level political forum, under the auspices of the Economic and Social Council, shall 
carry out regular reviews, in line with General Assembly resolution 67/290 of 9 July 2013. Reviews 
will be voluntary, while encouraging reporting, and include developed and developing countries as 
well as relevant United Nations entities and other stakeholders, including civil society and the private 
sector. They shall be State-led, involving ministerial and other relevant high-level participants.  
 
They shall provide a platform for partnerships, including through the participation of major groups 
and other relevant stakeholders. 
 

85. Thematic reviews of progress on the Sustainable Development Goals, including cross-cutting 
issues, will also take place at the high-level political forum. These will be supported by reviews by the 
functional commissions of the Economic and Social Council and other intergovernmental bodies and 
forums which should reflect the integrated nature of the Goals as well as the interlinkages between 
them. They will engage all relevant stakeholders and, where possible, feed into, and be aligned with, 
the cycle of the high-level political forum. 

86. We welcome, as outlined in the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, the dedicated follow-up and 
review for the financing for development outcomes as well as all the means of implementation of the 
Sustainable Development Goals which is integrated with the follow-up and review framework of this 
Agenda.  
 
The intergovernmentally agreed conclusions and recommendations of the annual Economic and 
Social Council forum on financing for development will be fed into the overall follow-up and review 
of the implementation of this Agenda in the high-level political forum. 

 
87. Meeting every four years under the auspices of the General Assembly, the high-level political 
forum will provide high-level political guidance on the Agenda and its implementation, identify 
progress and emerging challenges and mobilize further actions to accelerate implementation.  
 
The next high-level political forum under the auspices of the General Assembly will be held in 2019, 
with the cycle of meetings thus reset, in order to maximize coherence with the quadrennial 
comprehensive policy review process. 
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88. We also stress the importance of system-wide strategic planning, implementation and 
reporting in order to ensure coherent and integrated support to the implementation of the new Agenda 
by the United Nations development system.  
 
The relevant governing bodies should take action to review such support to implementation and to 
report on progress and obstacles. We welcome the ongoing dialogue in the Economic and Social 
Council on the longer-term positioning of the United Nations development system and look forward 
to taking action on these issues, as appropriate. 

 
89. The high-level political forum will support participation in follow-up and review processes by 
the major groups and other relevant stakeholders in line with resolution 67/290. We call upon those 
actors to report on their contribution to the implementation of the Agenda. 
 

90. We request the Secretary-General, in consultation with Member States, to prepare a report, for 
consideration at the seventieth session of the General Assembly in preparation for the 2016 meeting of 
the high-level political forum, which outlines critical milestones towards coherent, efficient and 
inclusive follow-up and review at the global level.  
 
The report should include a proposal on the organizational arrangements for State-led reviews at the 
high-level political forum under the auspices of the Economic and Social Council, including 
recommendations on voluntary common reporting guidelines. It should clarify institutional 
responsibilities and provide guidance on annual themes, on a sequence of thematic reviews, and on 
options for periodic reviews for the high-level political forum. 

 
 
91. We reaffirm our unwavering commitment to achieving this Agenda and utilizing it to the full 
to transform our world for the better by 2030. 
 

4th plenary meeting 
25 September 2015 

 

 

 

 

Instruments mentioned in the section entitled  

“Sustainable Development Goals and targets” 
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World Health Organization Framework Convention on Tobacco Control (United Nations, Treaty 
Series, vol. 2302, No. 41032) 

Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015–2030 (resolution 69/283, annex II) 

United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1833, 
No. 31363) 

“The future we want” (resolution 66/288, annex) 

 

 

   



1984 

 

 
"Education advocate Malala Yousafzai (third left) addresses the General Assembly during the 
opening day of the UN Sustainable Development Summit.   
 

25 September 2015 – Speaking at the United Nations General Assembly alongside 193 youth 
representatives from the Organization’s 193 Member States, Pakistani education advocate Malala 
Yousafzai today asked world leaders to promise that every child will have the right to safe, free and 
quality primary and secondary education. 

 
…the historic Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which in September 2000 [!] rallied the 

world around a common 15-year agenda to tackle the indignity of poverty. 



1985 

“I’m hopeful that we all in the UN will be united in the goal of education and peace, and that we will 
make this world not just a better place, but the best place to live. Education is hope, education is 
peace,” Ms. Yousafzai stressed." 
 
UN News Centre 
25 September 2015 
http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=51970  

  



1986 

"The new goals build on the progress of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set in 2000 – 
which have helped to halve poverty and improve living standards around the world over the past 15 
years. 

The aim of the Global Goals – also called the Sustainable Development Goals – is to finish the job of 
the MDGs over the next 15 years. 

International Development Secretary Justine Greening was in the General Assembly along with UK 
youth delegates Arifa Aleem and Ronagh Craddock to witness the historic moment which was 
introduced by speakers including Pope Francis, UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon and Malala 
Yousafzai. 



1987 

 
Pope Francis at the opening of the UN General Assembly. Picture: Zoe Paxton/DFID  



1988 

Justine Greening watches Malala addressing the UN General Assembly. Picture: Zoe Paxton/DFID 

 
25 September 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/greening-britain-backs-the-global-goals-for-sustainable-
development 

 
 
Above: The UK Government uses Malala Yousafzai's name while misleading the public. 



1989 

 
Did the leaders mislead the Pope as well?  
 

 
.......................................... 
 
 
 
 
"By 2030, eradicate extreme poverty for all people everywhere, currently measured as people living 
on less than $1.25 a day" 

Goal 1: No Poverty  
http://www.globalgoals.org/global-goals/no-poverty/ 

 

 
 

Associated Press: 

 
"IN 2000, 189 COUNTRIES OF THE WORLD CAME TOGETHER...So leaders from these countries 
created a plan called the Millennium Development Goals 
 
[!] 
  
 (MDGs). This set of 8 goals imagined a future just 15 years off  that would be rid of poverty and 
hunger." 

 
[!] 
 

"the progress in those 15 years has been tremendous. Hunger has been cut in half.  
 
[!  15 to 10.9% is not a "halving"] 
 
Extreme poverty is down nearly by half."  

"In 2000, the world committed to cutting the number [?] of people living in extreme poverty by half in 
15 years and we met this goal."  



1990 

 
[How does the writer know, when there are no estimates of inflation or needs faced by the poor over 
time and the claim conflicts with the FAO reports?]  

 
"In the past 20 years, hunger has dropped by almost half." [?] 

"Since 1990, we’ve made big strides—preventable child deaths are down by more than half, and 
maternal mortality is down by almost as much." 
 
[Maternal mortality statistics are not really available for that conclusion] 

"Water scarcity affects more than 40 percent of people around the world, and that number is 
projected to go even higher as a result of climate change. If we continue the path we’re on, by 2050 at 
least one in four people are likely to be affected by recurring water shortages" 

[unclear how "one in four" relates to "40 percent" or whether they refer to different definitions] 

"The non-binding goals succeed the eight Millennium Development Goals adopted by world leaders 

15 years ago.  
 
[!] 
 
Only one of those has been achieved: halving the number [?] of people living in extreme poverty, due 
primarily to economic growth in China. At least one other is close — cutting in half the proportion of 
people without access to clean water" [! the researchers cited by the UN have not produced such 
statistics] 

 
UN summit approves 15-year blueprint to eradicate poverty  
Edith M. Lederer, Associated Press 
25 September 2015 
http://www.usnews.com/news/world/articles/2015/09/25/un-summit-to-approve-15-year-blueprint-to-
eradicate-poverty 

 

 

 

  



1991 

Sydney Morning Herald misleads after formal complaint, including to the Australian Press Council, 
had explained the true position: 
 
 
"the Sustainable Development Goals have a pedigree. They are born of an earlier agreement that was 
adopted to little fanfare in 2000 only to become one of the most successful initiatives of the UN, one 
responsible for saving millions of lives. 

Throughout the 1990s, explains John McArthur, an economist and former deputy director of the 
Millennium Project, international development efforts were becoming increasingly uncoordinated and 
disjointed. Aid budgets had dropped due to the end of the Cold War and suspicion of globalisation 
was at a violent pitch. 

In response,  government, non-government and international bodies called for a set of principles [!] to 
be created by which they could direct and co-ordinate their development efforts. 

Eventually this movement coalesced within the UN, which held a Millennium Summit, which adopted 
a declaration endorsing a set of principles.  
 
[!]  
 
It was left to an English UN development boss, Mark Malloch Brown, to translate the principles [!] 
into seven simple goals." 

Sydney Morning Herald 
25 September 2015 
http://www.smh.com.au/world/how-the-mud-map-to-save-the-planet-became-dirty-as-complexity-
blurs-new-boundaries-20150925-gjunht.html 

 

 
 
"The goals are the replacement for an early set of eight targets agreed upon by UN members in 2000, 
known as the Millennium Development Goals. [!] 

Those targets expired this year..." 

Sydney Morning Herald 
26 September 2015 
http://www.smh.com.au/world/new-un-sustainable-development-goals-a-chance-to-end-poverty-in-
all-its-forms-says-ban-kimoon-20150926-gjvgud.html 

 
 
 



1992 

 

"Remarks by H.E. Xi Jinping 
President of the People's Republic of China 

at the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit  

New York, 26 September 2015  

Mr. Co-Chairs, 

Distinguished Colleagues,  

It gives me great pleasure to attend today's Summit. With the United Nations marking its 70th 
anniversary, it is highly significant for world leaders to get together in New York to chart the course 
for future development.  

To the people of all countries, development bears on their survival and hope and symbolizes their 
dignity and rights. It is with such an aspiration that we laid down the Millennium Development 

Goals 15 years ago [!] in an effort to better the lives for hundreds of millions of people around the 
world."  

Xi Jinping 
President of the People's Republic of China 
26 September 2015 
http://ie.china-embassy.org/eng/ztlt/2d2/t1321132.htm 

 

 

 

"On the final day of the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit, President Barack Obama 

read out a letter from Eva, a 15 year old girl from rural Tanzania. Eva is part of Restless 
Development Tanzania's programmes, who worked with our allies ONE to get her message read out 
by the President..." 

[the letter reads:]  
 
"I was born in 2000, the same year the Millennium Development Goals were set." 

President Obama reads Eva's letter 
Restless Development 
27 September 2015 
http://restlessdevelopment.org/news/2015/09/27/pre 

 

 



1993 

 

"knowing that we would be gathered at this summit to help lift up families like hers, she asked me a 
question that could be asked of all of our nations -- “What will you commit to doing…?”" 

Barack Obama 
Remarks by the President on Sustainable Development Goals 
whitehouse.gov 
27 September 2015 
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2015/09/27/remarks-president-sustainable-
development-goals 

 

 
 

"Press release 

PM calls on world leaders for more aid spending and more accountability [!] 

From:  Prime Minister's Office, 10 Downing Street and The Rt Hon David Cameron MP  

… 

David Cameron is calling for governments to be held to account for the implementation of the Global 

Goals at a United Nations summit today. 

The Prime Minister will call on fellow world leaders to meet their promises on aid spending and for 
governments to be held to account for the implementation of the Global Goals at a UN summit later 
today" 
 

PM calls on world leaders for more aid spending and more accountability  
27 September 2015 
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/pm-calls-on-world-leaders-for-more-aid-spending-and-more-
accountability 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1994 

 

 
 
The World's Largest Lesson 
Department of Education and Skills 
Government of Ireland 
2015 
http://education.ie/en/The-Department/Announcements/The-World%E2%80%99s-Largest-
Lesson.html  
 
 
 
 
 

  



1995 

President Obama's White House: 

 
"In September of 2000, the largest gathering of world leaders came together to declare something 
entirely new:  
 
["Entirely new"?  What about all the conferences from 1943 to 1996?] 
 
 
Together, we would form a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty through clear cut, time-

bound goals known as the Millennium Development Goals. " 

 
[Misleading.  World leaders in 2000 did not just agree "goals" but pledges: they "resolved" to achieve 
them. 
 
Secondly they were generally more ambitious than the "MDG" targets.   
 
Also, at the Millennium Summit progress was intended through not "just time-bound goals" but also 
governance, human rights and so on. 
 
The White House is contradicting the clear position it held from 2002 to 2005, that it had not agreed 
the "MDGs".] 
 
 
"These goals would be last for 15 years, world leaders would assess [!] how far we’ve come and 
adopt new, sustainable goals for to build on that progress for the next 15 years. 

It’s 2015, and we’ve seen tangible progress on what we set out to do:  
 
[! – which the White House here basically omits.   The 1990-based claims of progress are not what 
"we set out to do" in 2000.] 
 
 

"The global share of people living on less than $1.25 per day [not a real $1.25 as it may seem] has 
been slashed by more than two-thirds since 1990;"   
 
[! – On what basis do the US Government claim the surveys and price data are comparable and 
reliable enough to make that statement? 
 
Why are they relying on figures which omit the value of living in your own home? 
 
What has this claim got to do with leaders making a different pledge in 2000?] 



1996 

 
 

    "We have reached gender parity in primary-school enrollment, and the worldwide number of out-
of-school children has been cut nearly in half" 
 
[Misleading.  "What we set out to do" was not to get children into school but to enable them to 
"complete a full course" - which means learning the basics.]  
 

    "The rate of child mortality has been more than halved, and the proportion of malnourished 
children has fallen by nearly as much; 

    2.6 billion people gained access to clean [!] drinking water;" 

 
The White House 
Why Diplomacy Matters:  
Follow Along as the President Heads to the 70th UN General Assembly 
27 September 2015 
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/blog/2015/09/27/why-diplomacy-matters-follow-along-
president-heads-70th-un-general-assembly 

 

 

 

 

"Sheikh Hasina, Prime Minister of the People’s  
Republic of Bangladesh, was escorted to the  
rostrum. 

Sheikh Hasina (Bangladesh): ...In 2000, I joined  

world leaders in adopting the Millennium Declaration  
(resolution 55/2).  
 
Over the past 15 years, we mobilized  
our people and resources to realize the commitments  

that we made then.  
 
We are happy that we have attained almost all the  
targets of the Millennium Development Goals..." 
 
[!]  



1997 

 
27 September 2015 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/292/47/PDF/N1529247.pdf  

 

 

 
At least one leader misrepresented the meeting's agenda, which was clearly stated as to follow up the 
major conferences and summits: 
 

"Mr. Nicolás Maduro Moros, President of the  
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, was escorted to  
the rostrum. 

President Maduro Moros (spoke in Spanish): ... 
 
We are approaching the end of this Summit... 
whose core purpose is to review the  
Millennium Development Goals [!] and define the 2030  
Agenda for Sustainable Development. I would like to  
congratulate all the delegations on their work of many  
months evaluating the Goals for 2000 to 2015..." [!] 

27 September 2015 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/292/47/PDF/N1529247.pdf  

 

 

 

 

"Dato’ Sri Mohd Najib bin Tun Haji Abdul Razak,  
Prime Minister of Malaysia, was escorted to the  
rostrum. 

Mr. Razak (Malaysia): The Millennium Development  
Goals (MDGs) adopted in 2000 set targets to be  
delivered by 2015, and in the past 15 years there have  
been many significant achievements. The world has  
also become far more inclusive." 
  



1998 

27 September 2015 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/292/47/PDF/N1529247.pdf  

 

 
 

 

"The Acting President (spoke in Spanish):The 
Assembly will now hear a statement by the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of the State of Qatar. 

Mr. Al-Attiyah (Qatar) (spoke in Arabic): I 
would first like to thank the Secretary-General for 
convening this Summit, giving impetus to the post- 
2015 development agenda. 

The world has seen profound changes since the 
launch of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000. 
While many of those Goals have been met, [?] many have 
not." 

27 September 2015 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/292/47/PDF/N1529247.pdf  

 

 
 

 

"The Acting President (spoke in Spanish): I now  
call on the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Kingdom  
of Saudi Arabia. 

 
Mr. Al-Jubeir (Saudi Arabia) (spoke in Arabic):  

...That post-2015 development agenda is based on our  
experience in realizing the Millennium Development  
Goals... 
My country has made every possible effort in  
that regard, based on our conviction of the utmost  

importance of realizing the Millennium Development  

Goals starting from 2000..." 



1999 

27 September 2015 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/292/47/PDF/N1529247.pdf  

 

 

 
 
 
"Heinz Fischer, President of Austria, said that since the adoption of the Millennium Development 

Goals 15 years ago [!], the world had changed significantly.  ... 
 
 
 

Sheikh Hasina, Prime Minister of Bangladesh, stated that over the past 15 years, her country had 
mobilized its people and resources to realize the Millennium Declaration’s commitments. 
Bangladesh had attained almost all the targets, including those relating to poverty eradication and 
reduction of child mortality... 
 
 
 
Adel Ahmed Al-Jubeir, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Saudi Arabia, said his country had made every 
effort to realize the Millennium Development Goals since 2000..." 

 
 
David Cameron, Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, described some of the “huge strides 
forward” that had been made since the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000." 

 
 
"Ramtane Lamamra, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Algeria, said a renewed global partnership was 
necessary to make progress on the Goals.  Fifteen years ago, the Millennium Development Goals 

had been set down as ambitious targets to create a new world."    
 
 
 
"The President of Mongolia, Elbegdorj Tsakhia, welcomed Goal 16’s continuation of the work that 
had been sparked in his country by the related Millennium Development Goal.  “Let’s be accountable 

to our people,” he urged all leaders." 

 
General Assembly meetings coverage 
United Nations 



2000 

27 September 2015 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2015/ga11691.doc.htm  
 

 

 
 

Washington Post relays the message that what was agreed in 2000 was the narrow "MDGs" rather 
than the wider, more ambitious pledges and aims in the Declaration: 

 

"The goals are the successor to the Millennium Development Goals, adopted [!] in 2000 [!], which 
were more narrowly focused on economic and public health challenges worldwide." 

Washington Post 
27 September 2015 
www.washingtonpost.com/politics/obama-goes-to-un-to-preach-cooperation-even-as-conflict-
mounts/2015/09/27/12e21176-651e-11e5-9ef3-fde182507eac_story.html 

 

 

 
 
 
 

  



2001 

After complaints, and after the office of its senior editor for standards acknowledged that  the pledges 
and so-called "MDGs" were different, the New York Times persisted in misleading: 
 

 
 
"By THE EDITORIAL BOARD 
 
...Millennium Development Goals that the United Nations committed to in 2000. [!] " 
 
[the commitments of 2000 are not in fact the MDGs but have a more ambitious 2000 baseline, as the 
New York Times and Reuters stated in 2000, and are far wider] ... 
 
 
 
"One goal — of cutting extreme poverty by half as measured by the proportion of people living on less 
than $1.25 a day — was in fact met five years ahead of schedule."  
 
[that is not one of the eight "goals" or the 2000-baseline "commitment" by the "United Nations...in 
2000"] 
 
 
"Maternal mortality was not cut by three-fourths, as the U.N. wanted" 
 
[! - wrong aim, because the "MDG" target has the wrong baseline for what the newspaper claims] 
 
 
"but it was cut nearly in half." 
 
[The newspaper is referring to figures known to be unreliable, as well as the wrong baseline.]   
 
... 
 
"A version of this editorial appears in print on September 28, 2015, on page A24 of the New York 
edition" 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/09/28/opinion/an-ambitious-development-agenda-from-the-un.html 

 

 

For more evidence on New York Times misinformation: 

 



2002 

http://www.millenniumdeclaration.org/nytimes.htm 

 

 

 
 

"eight broad Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) — reducing by half the proportion of people 
suffering hunger, ensuring universal primary education, cutting child mortality by two-thirds, etc. — 
that were approved at the U.N. Millennium Summit in 2000." [!] 

 
Bill Gates and the golden age of global aid 
The Washington Post 
28 September 2015 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/wiping-out-malaria-in-a-generation/2015/09/28/7e281310-
6607-11e5-8325-a42b5a459b1e_story.html 

  



2003 

Charities contribute to exploitation of Malala Yousafzai? 

 

 

 
 
"There are now 17 goals (with 169 targets) replacing the Millennium Development Goals, set in 

2000"  
 
World leaders and celebrities gather in New York for new global goals 
Send My Friend to School 
29 September 2015 
https://www.sendmyfriend.org/2015/09/world-leaders-and-celebrities-gather-in-new-york-for-new-
global-goals/



2004 

Date: 29 September 2015 at 17:22 

Subject: Urgent. Factual error in The World's Largest Lesson material. 

To: richardc@project-everyone.org, kateg@project-everyone.org, gailg@project-everyone.org, 
amandam@project-everyone.org, team@project-everyone.org, katef@project-everyone.org, 
kate.coleman@one.org, emily@project-everyone.org, deena@project-everyone.org, chris@project-
everyone.org, harry.almond@freuds.com, carina@project-everyone.org 

Dear Mr Curtis and everyone, 

I understand from Danielle Walker that the email below was sent to Mr Curtis' office on 21 
September. 

Millennium Declaration, 8 September 2000: 

"We resolve...by the year 2015... 

to have reduced maternal mortality by three-quarters, and 

child mortality by two thirds, 

of their current rates" .... 
 
 
 
 
………………………………………………… 
 
 
 
Date: 29 September 2015 at 18:29 

 
from: Emily Laurie <emily@project-everyone.org>  

to: Matt Berkley 
Alison Bellwood <alisonb@project-everyone.org> 

 
Hi Matt. We work on the worlds largest lesson - where exactly in our content do we make a mistake 
about this content? 

 

…………………………………………..…….. 
 
 
 



2005 

 
 

 

Date: 29 September 2015 at 22:14 

To: Emily Laurie <emily@project-everyone.org> 

cc: Alison Bellwood <alisonb@project-everyone.org> 

Re: Urgent. Factual error in The World's Largest Lesson material. 

 

Dear Emily,  

To anyone who knows that there were historic pledges in 2000, this gives the wrong impression that 
leaders merely pledged the easier 1990-2015 MDG targets: 

 
"Millennium Development Goals: 2000-2015 [! - no-one mentioned "MDGs" in 2000]  
In 2000 the United Nations issued the Millennium Development Goals [!] , a set of targets...next 15 
years. The primary aim of these goals was to halve extreme poverty by 2015. This target was met in 

2010 [!]" 
https://www.tes.com/worldslargestlesson/the-goals/ 

 
In fact the pledges, unlike the MDGs, have baselines of 2000.   That means, over the period 2000-15, 
about 5 million extra child deaths.  

On 14 December 2001 the UN General Assembly welcomed the Secretary-General's report of 
September 2001 which contained among other things proposals for MDGs. 
 
However, it did not say which parts of the 58-page report it was talking about.  On 21 December 2001 
and subsequently, the Assembly reaffirmed the Declaration - which has 2000 baselines.  

 

This is also incorrect and liable to mislead in the same way: 

 

"Richard Curtis. He told Newsbeat..."In 2000 there were some millennium development goals" " 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/newsbeat/article/33464580/ed-sheeran-coldplay-pearl-jam-and-beyonce-to-
headline-anti-poverty-concert 

  



2006 

As I said, I have informed the Director of Royal Geographical Society of its error, to which the 
World's Largest Lesson readers are directed: 

  

"(MDGs) were set in the year 2000 [!] at a United Nations summit." 

http://www.rgs.org/OurWork/Schools/Teaching+resources/Key+Stage+3+resources/Global+Learning
+Programme/Millennium+Development+Goals+5-8.htm 

http://www.rgs.org/NR/rdonlyres/DF7FFD27-3E4C-4446-9F75-DABFB03A4AB0/0/MDgs1234.pdf   

 
"The MDGs are derived from this Declaration" 
http://www.rgs.org/OurWork/Schools/School+Members+Area/Ask+the+experts/Millennium+Develo
pment+Goals.htm   

They are in fact a compromise between the previous, seven International Development Goals with 
1990 baselines originally proposed by the OECD, and the goals of the Declaration.     

"MDGs were derived from this Declaration" can easily be taken, wrongly, to mean that the 
Declaration set the generally easier 1990 baselines. 

Many wrong statements have been made about this, which is why it is wise to rely on the actual UN 
resolutions: 

millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm . 

I am afraid the statement about extreme poverty halving misleads as well, because the World Bank do 
not estimate what people need to buy or inflation faced by the poor.   The idea that basic needs are 
met by a particular amount of money cannot be right, since for one thing there are no official statistics 
on safe water. 

Yours, 

 

Matt Berkley 

 

 

 
 

 
Date: 30 September 2015 at 11:25 

Subject: Re: Urgent. Factual error in The World's Largest Lesson material. 



2007 

To: Emily Laurie <emily@project-everyone.org>, sarah.williams@think-global.org.uk, 
thomas.pogge@yale.edu, Peter Singer <singerp@gmail.com>, contact@therules.org, 
j.e.hickel@lse.ac.uk, carina@project-everyone.org 

Cc: Alison Bellwood <alisonb@project-everyone.org> 

 

Dear Emily, 

I spoke to Carina last night, and still urge you to let Richard Curtis know. 

As I wrote, John McArthur, formerly of the UN Millennium Campaign, has said: 

"Myth 4: The Millennium Declaration established 1990 baselines." 

http://johnmcarthur.com/2015/01/origins-of-mdgs/  

I know that it might be hard to take in that what many people believe is not true.  

It does not seem right to me for people to say the UN agreed the easier targets in any particular year, 
without being able to point to a resolution. 

But even if the UN did mention MDGs, leaders clearly committed themselves to the more ambitious 
Declaration goals in 2005 and 2013. 

 Other problems are 

a) The World's Largest Lesson and associated websites linking to inaccurate information from others, 
and 

b) omission of the actual pledges of 2000 in the Declaration.  

It seems to me important that people have proper information about their governments' pledges in 
order to hold them to account. 

Here are more examples of problematic content associated with The World's Largest Lesson: 

 

"Calling on all schools...Dear Principal, 
In 2000, the Millennium Development Goals were created " 

www.wlltoolkit.org/downloads/Letter_Template.docx  

 

 

"Amy West, Programme Manager at Think Global... 
Millennium Development Goals were introduced in September 2000? " 

http://think-global.org.uk/free-training-positive-development-stories-for-your-classroom/  



2008 

  

"the Millennium Development Goals snuck into the world in 2000" 

http://www.project-everyone.org/media-centre/media/press-releases/first-global-cinema-ad-
campaign.pdf  

  

"In 2000, the Millennium Development Goals were created" 

https://www.education.ie/en/The-Department/Announcements/The-World%E2%80%99s-Largest-
Lesson.html  

 

"Millennium Development Goals (2000-2015)" 

cdn.globalgoals.org/2015/09/FINAL-Mekfa-Press-Release_9-Sept12.docx  

 

This retweet directs people to a mistake on the Guardian website: 

"millennium development goals – launched in 2000" 

https://twitter.com/TheWorldsLesson/status/591268316272058369  

 

"(MDGs) agreed at the UN Millennium Summit in 2000. " 

https://www.wagggs.org/en/resources/together-we-can-change-our-world-mdgs/  

 

"Millennium Development Goals 15 Years Later: How Did We Do? 
By Paul Abernethy on July 6, 2015 

The year 2000 will be remembered as a pivotal year in our history. This was the year the world came 
together to set a group of ambitious goals aimed at eradicating extreme poverty once and for all; the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)." 

https://www.globalcitizen.org/en/content/millennium-development-goals-the-final-report/  

 

"In 2000, world leaders came together to agree an ambitious plan to tackle world poverty and set 
eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) to be achieved by 2015." 

 http://practicalaction.org/beyond-the-millennium-development-goals    

 



2009 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were set in the year 2000 at a United Nations summit." 

 https://globaldimension.org.uk/resources/item/2170  

 https://globaldimension.org.uk/resources/item/2171  

  

 I was unaware of the difference in baselines until I read the work of Thomas Pogge, for example:  

 http://www.crop.org/viewfile.aspx?id=218  

   

Again, the evidence from resolutions and elsewhere is at: 

millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm  . 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Matt Berkley 

  

  



2010 

The more you spend, the richer you get?  Cost = price x need.  The UN's chosen idea of 

"consumption poverty" confuses price with cost; and confuses income with profit.  

 

 
 

World Bank, 30 September 2015: 
 
"we project that in 2015, just over 700 million are living in extreme poverty" 
 

MB: That is strange.  The FAO were projecting nearly 800 million with severe, chronic lack of 
calories. 
The WHO pointed out a study estimating numbers without safe water as 1.8 billion. 
 
 
 
A deeply confused passage appears based to a large degree on fiction: 
 
"As differences in the cost of living across the world evolve, the global poverty line has to be 
periodically updated to reflect these changes.  
 
The new global poverty line uses updated price data to paint a more accurate picture of the costs of 

basic food, clothing, and shelter needs around the world."  
 
 
MB comment: Prices tell us nothing at all about what people need.   

 

"In other words, the real value of $1.90 in today’s prices is the same as $1.25 was in 2005."  

MB: A bold statement in view of the known unreliability of consumer price indices, and their 
arbitrary and subjective nature in times of economic and technological change. 

 

"Is it still possible for the World Bank to meet its goal to reduce extreme poverty to 3% (or less) by 
2030?" 

 
The authors surely would not assess their own prosperity by looking at their spending but not their 
needs for transport to work, accommodation, clean water, food quantities and so on.    
 
So why are they making the reference to "poverty"? 
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World Bank 
Frequently Asked Questions:  
Global Poverty Line Update 
30 September 2015 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/poverty/brief/global-poverty-line-faq 

 

 
 
Your costs depend on how much you need of each item, as well as on prices.    
 
Do you have to pay rent now, or have you stopped needing to?   
 
Do you need to stay away from home for work?    
 
In a country, do people's jobs now need them to travel further or less far on public transport than 
before?     
 
How many child-sized portions are needed now per adult compared to ten years ago, with falling birth 
rates?    
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UN Women was guided by the 2000-baseline Declaration, while the UK was guided by the 1990-
baseline "MDGs": 

 

"The mandate of UN Women is guided by...the United Nations Millennium Declaration..."  
  
Job advertisement 
UN Women - United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women  [!] 
Thematic Evaluation on Women’s Leadership and Political Participation   [!] 
30 September 2015 
https://jobs.undp.org/cj_view_job.cfm?cur_job_id=60126 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
Note:  Chen and Ravallion were the team monitoring, for most of the period 2000-2015, what the 
World Bank called global "poverty". 
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"most consumption databases…measure expenditures, not actual consumption" 

"There has been little work on cross-nationally harmonized consumption measures, making such 
comparisons difficult" 
 
Oxford Handbook of the Social Science of Poverty  
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MB discussion with Charles Kenny beginning 1 October 2015 
 
 
[as for other material, this has been formatted later for clarity] 
 
 

 
 
 
Matt Berkley • 2 years ago  

I am afraid you made a fundamental error. 

Your 2004 paper reads, 

"The MDGs are a set of quantitative, time-bound targets for indicators such as poverty, education 
and mortality in developing countries adopted unanimously by the UN in 2000." 

They are not. In 2000 the UN adopted the 2000-baseline Declaration. The General Assembly 
reaffirmed this in 2001, 2003 and 2005. 

Leaders reaffirmed the Declaration in 2013. At Addis Ababa in 2015, leaders reaffirmed the intention 
for a global information campaign on internationally agreed goals, including those of the 
Declaration. 

millenniumdeclaration.org/p... 

"Nearly four years after the setting of the MDGs" in your new paper is not correct. 

On 6 November 2001 Mark Malloch Brown and three other heads of UN agencies sent guidelines to 
UN country representatives with the generally easier 1990-baseline MDG targets. However, the 
General Assembly had not mentioned the MDGs, or given authorisation for this baseline to be used 
instead of the Declaration's. 

On 14 December 2001 the Assembly welcomed the Secretary-General's 58-page report containing 
among other proposals the MDG framework. However, it did not specify which parts of the report it 
was interested in, and appeared to endorse the 2000 baseline again by calling for more publicity for 
the Declaration. 

On 21 December and subsequently, the Assembly reaffirmed the Declaration. 



2015 

 
 
 

 

 
 
Charles ... 2 years ago  

Thanks, Matt, but if you look in the 2000 millennium Declaration the core goals are there... 
admittedly and oddly without the start date --that did only come after Mark Malloch-Brown 
reinvented the language as the goals. 

 

 

 

Matt Berkley ...2 years ago  

It is not the case that the Declaration is "without the start date" for all pledges. The baseline 
for child and maternal mortality is "of their current rates". 

The guidance note sent by Mark Malloch Brown on 6 November 2001 recognises that the 
Declaration text "would imply" a 2000 baseline. 

If I promise to double your salary, then you would be reasonable to assume I am not talking 
about your salary ten years ago. 

There is abundant evidence that leaders were in effect committing themselves to a 2000 
baseline. 

Among this evidence is the welcoming by speakers at the Summit and elsewhere of the 
Secretary-General's recommendation document, the Millennium Report - which has a baseline 
of 2000 for money and water. 
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Evidence is at: 

millenniumdeclaration.org/p... 

 
 
 

 

Charles... 2 years ago  

The language was largely drawn from UN declarations made in the 1990s. 
 
 
[MB later comment: I consider that inadequate.   
 
For several important goals, the time scales are different, which is what is at issue here.   
 
For example, the World Summit for Children aimed at clean water and sanitation for all by 
2000, and halving the proportion of children with severe or "moderate" [?] malnutrition 
between 1990 and 2000.] 
 
 
[Charles Kenny:] so I'm not sure what I would assume.... But I do take your point that there 
was at least a lack of clarity and at least in some cases (inc. 'current rates' of child and 
maternal mortality) of goalpost moving between the declaration and the MDGs of 2002. 

 
[MB, later note:  On Charles Kenny's references to goalposts moving and "MDGs of 2002":   
 
In March 2002 at Monterrey, nations said they would help publicise the agreed development 
goals, including those in the Millennium Declaration and other more ambitious commitments.  
 
In September 2002 they agreed a 2000 baseline again for maternal and child mortality at the 
Johannesburg summit. 
 
The goalposts were not moved in respect of nations' actual commitments, which were in the 
formal agreements which they kept reaffirming.   
 
The change was to the UN, governments and others publicising the wrong targets and giving 
the impression these were the actual, main commitments.   
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It is a bit like this: 
 
"I owe you ten pounds"  
 
then  
 
"I owe you five pounds", then  
 
"I reaffirm the original commitment" then  
 
"I owe you five pounds".] 
 
 

 
[Charles Kenny:] Of course, if World leaders had thought they were signing up to rates of 
progress for 2000-2015  
 
 
[MB, later note: The meaning of a promise is in what it seems to mean, not in what the 
promiser thinks.    
 
But in any case, there is little doubt.  
 
Millennium Summit speeches, statements by the Clinton White House, the Indian mission to 
the UN, Mark Malloch Brown, the President of the General Assembly  and others clearly 
indicate a 15-year timescale. ] 
 
 
[Charles Kenny:] and that's how we should have measured the MDGs, the central point in our 
paper about how completely out of the historical norm such progress would be is only 
strengthened, so, really, thank you! 
 
 
[MB, later note: But ambition was the point of the Declaration – as Mark Malloch Brown said 
in 2000 when he mentioned a "stretch target".   
 
Mr Kenny appears not to be viewing this from the appropriate point of view, which is that of 
the people about whom the promises were made. 
 
I suggest the accountability problem – where the public has been told the wrong promises – is 
significant.] 
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Discussion beginning 1 October 2015 
https://www.cgdev.org/blog/eleven-years-later-were-we-right-about-trouble-mdgs 
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"DFID is working towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) by the target date 
of 2015, as agreed at the UN Millennium Summit in 2000."    
 
UK Statistics Authority  
Assessment of compliance with the Code of Practice for Official Statistics 
Assessment Report 315  
Statistics on International Development ([on statistics] produced by the Department for International 
Development) 
October 2015 
https://www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Assessment-Report-315-
Statistics-on-International-Development.pdf 

 
 
 

 

 
 
"The UN reports that the MDG target for safe drinking water was met in 2010..."  
 
 
Comment: The UN do not produce such estimates on "safe" water 
(original complaint of 2 July 2016 to the UK Statistics Authority, pages 32-8 
millenniumdeclaration.org/Complaint from Matt Berkley 2 July 2016 to UK Statistics Authority on 
UK Government reporting.pdf). 
 
In any case, the MDG target has no 1990 baseline.  The official estimates for the proportion of people 
without the so-called  "improved sources" are 17.5% in 2000 and 11% in 2010 - far from a halving.   
The proportion using contaminated water is estimated at around 25%.   
 
 
"...well ahead of the target date of 2015. Over 90% of the world’s population now has access to 
improved sources of drinking water." 
 
 
[Comment: may mislead, since the so-called "improved" sources may not provide improved water.] 
 
 
Independent Commission for Aid Impact  
Assessing UK Aid’s Results in Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) 
Approach Paper  
October 2015  
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icai.independent.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/FINAL-ICAI-WASH-Approach-Paper_FOR-
PUBLICATION-09102015.pdf 
  
 
 
  

"Moussa Faki Mahamat, Minister for Foreign Affairs and Economic Integration of Chad, said 15 
years ago the Millennium Declaration was adopted unanimously as the most appropriate response 

to poverty." 

United Nations 
Press release on General Assembly Debate 
1 October 2015 
http://www.un.org/press/en/2015/ga11697.doc.htm  

 

 

........................................... 

 
 
To the Guardian readers' editor 
 
2 October 2015 

....Any account of the complaints, and any adjudication, would need to recognise that the repeated 
errors have had a cumulative effect. 

Clearly, any breach of standards is in the light of this accumulation. 
 
Also of relvance are the symbolic nature of the date 2000 and the fact that many readers would 
already have heard that there were historic pledges in 2000.  The result is that mistakes about the date 
tend to mislead.  

"The Guardian's policy is to correct significant errors as soon as possible. " 
https://www.theguardian.com/info/2013/sep/23/guardian-readers-editor 
 
I myself failed to look at the Declaration text for many years.   

In my submission, the problems to be solved include how to remedy the lack of information to poor 
people on what governments are committed to, and how to report what is an international scandal.    
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You will note, for example, David Cameron's falsehood to the UN last week: 
 
"MDGs were adopted in the year 2000" 
PM's speech to the UN Sustainable Development Goals Summit 2015 - Speeches - GOV.UK 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pms-speech-to-the-un-sustainable-development-goals-
summit-2015 
 
Overall, it seems to me that if the newspaper cannot find UN resolutions to back up its claims, there 
should be a full retraction - especially given the repeated errors during the Summit. 

I have updated the page poornews.org/guardian.htm to reflect recent errors.   You may take these as 
part of the overall complaint, along with the telegram to the editor-in-chief. 
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Above:  Keeping to the principle of including as many mistakes as possible in a few words, despite 
complaints explaining the truth, the BBC misleads again on "goals", baseline, "poverty" and "clean 
water". 

 
 

.............................. 
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2024 

"the first overarching goal of the World Bank itself - reducing the global incidence of extreme poverty 
to 3% by 2030 – was set in terms of “those living under $1.25 per person per day, at 2005 PPPs”. 
The same is true of the first Sustainable Development Goal, to which world leaders signed up at the 
UN just over a week ago." 

World Bank blog 
The international poverty line has just been raised to $1.90 a day, but global poverty is basically 
unchanged. How is that even possible?   
4 October 2015 
http://blogs.worldbank.org/developmenttalk/international-poverty-line-has-just-been-raised-190-day-
global-poverty-basically-unchanged-how-even 
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To the Guardian readers' editor 

4 October 2015 

Tomorrow's column: further evidence 
 
Dear Mr Elliott, 

2000 Millennium Declaration: 

"We resolve... 
by the year 2015... 
to have reduced  
maternal mortality by three-quarters,  
and  
child mortality by two thirds,  
of their  
current rates"  
 

Guardian: 

"in 2000, the UN made that…pledge… 
to cut maternal mortality by 75%  
between 1990 and 2015" 

"agreed in 2000,  
to cut child mortality by two- thirds  
between 1990 and 2015" 

"In 2000, world leaders set out to halve  
1990 extreme poverty" 
 
"Fifteen years after world leaders... 
[MDGs] they set… 
between 1990 and…" 
 
"Improving maternal health is one of the  
[1990-2015]  
MDGs, adopted in 2000." 

"in 2000, the  
[1990-2015 MDG]  
maternal health goal…" 
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"Goals, announced in 2000… 
deaths of children under five… 
12.7 million in 1990" 

 
"[1990-2015 MDG5]  
set in 2000" 

"[1990-2015 MDGs]  
were set in 2000." 

"the UN set its  
[1990-2015 MDGs]  
in 2000."  

"proportion of undernourished… 
fallen…from 23.3% in 1990. … 
ambitions that the organisation set… 
in 2000, when promises were made...."  

"maternal mortality has dropped by 45% since 1990… 
the UN targets set in 2000." 

"the world aimed to cut child mortality by two-thirds [in fact from 2000]  
but managed to reduce it only by half." [from 1990] 
 
"(MDGs [1990-2015]) that had been  
agreed by the world's leaders in 2000.  
...between 1990 and 2010… 
one of the first…(MDG) targets to be met" 
 
"maternal mortality has dropped by a third since 1990.  
…the goals were set in 2000." 

"[1990-baseline] MDGs, which were agreed in  
New York in September 2000" 

"[1990-baseline] millennium development goals -  
the eight targets set in 2000 by the  
United Nations Millennium Declaration" 
 
 
Further evidence:  poornews.org/guardian.htm  
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Yours sincerely, 
 

Matt Berkley 
  
 

............................................................... 
 

 

 

The Guardian readers' editor 

 

Article published 5 October 2015 

 
 
The article is thoroughly garbled, in more ways than I explain here. 
 
 
The Guardian writer appears to have invented a controversy which was already settled by evidence. 
 

"The interpretation of “current rates” is the issue."  
 
[I am not aware of any other writer who thinks "current rates" in the Millennium Declaration means 
anything other than 2000. 
 
Nor have I encountered anyone who has expressed serious doubt about the meaning – apart perhaps 
from the Financial Times complaints commissioner, who did say in effect "if Mr Berkley is right that 
"current rates" means the baseline was 2000".   In his case, it is not clear that he thought there was any 
serious doubt about the meaning. 
 
Apart from the fact that the meaning seems obvious, I had already supplied to the Guardian readers' 
editor evidence from FAO documents that when world leaders said "present level" in 1996 they meant 
1996;  and evidence that in 2000 the Guardian itself was presenting statistics as current, and the 
Millennium Summit as about to set targets using a baseline of 2000.] 
 
 
"Nowhere in the millennium declaration is there a reference to a date."  
 
[The Guardian's official accuracy specialist fails to take account of the evidence I gave him on 20 July 
2015.  I wrote:  
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"...2000 baseline, as the report below correctly states..." 
 
and quoted the Guardian's coverage from 2000: 
 
"...The aims include halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less 
than a dollar a day." 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/02/cuba.ewenmacaskill  " 
 
A minor point is that the Guardian report of 2 September 2000 said what it expected the Summit to 
agree.  It did not say what was in the actual Declaration agreed on 8 September, which did not contain 
the figure "22%".   
 
But it was a clue.] 
 
 
"Liz Ford, the deputy editor of the Guardian’s Global development website, who has written 
extensively about the goals, but did not write the leader,"  
 
 
[The Guardian readers' editor misleads.   
 
I in fact complained about far more than one article, and he left out the worst error in the original 
complaint. 
 
Also, contrary to what the response might imply (she "did not write the leader"), the deputy editor 
herself had repeatedly made the same basic error, at least in 2008, 2014 and January 2015. 
 
The Guardian's public response to the complaint can easily be read as implying that the deputy editor 
had not herself made the error. 
 
"...Alexander says the government is making "significant progress" in meeting its promises made at 
the G8 summit in Gleneagles three years ago, about...helping to achieve the eight millennium 
development goals [!] agreed in 2000 by 189 governments." [!] 
Liz Ford  
29 April 2008 
https://www.theguardian.com/education/thinkglobal/story/0,,2276654,00.html  
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"In its annual assessment of where the world stands on meeting the eight millennium development 
goals (MDGs), set in 2000, the UN urged governments to intensify efforts... 
 
According to the MDG 2014 report (pdf), which was published on Monday, the number of children 
dying before they reach five has almost halved in the past 20 years; the global maternal mortality 
ratio has dropped by 45%; an estimated 3.3 million deaths from malaria have been averted and the 
global target to improve access to safe water has been met."  
 
[Another error.  In fact there were no "safe" water statistics, as the Guardian had correctly (though in a 
confusing article) noted in March 2012.  Also, the fraudulent UN claim is based on an easier 1990 
start date which in reality is conspicuously absent from the MDG target 7c on water.] 
 
"More goals were within reach if current trends continue, the report said. 
... 
 
The MDGs, signed by all UN member states..."  [! - it is not clear which resolution if any before 2005 
that can possibly refer to.] 

Liz Ford 
The Guardian 
2014 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2014/jul/07/child-deaths-mortality-millennium-
development-goals  
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"The SDGs follow, and expand on, the millennium development goals (MDGs), which were agreed by 
governments in 2000" 
Liz Ford 
Sustainable development goals: all you need to know 
The Guardian 
19 January 2015 January 2015 
https://web.archive.org/web/20150824061704/https://www.theguardian.com/global-
development/2015/jan/19/sustainable-development-goals-united-nations 

 
 
Not only had the respondent who was presented in terms that she "did not write the leader" in fact 
persistently made the error, but also the Guardian had actually, after the complaint, amended this 
exact error in the 2015 story by the same deputy editor.   
 
For some reason the readers' editor chose not to mention this in his public account of the matter. 
 
The amendment was several weeks after the complaint of July,  a month before the Guardian public 
response of October.    
 
The "amended" version still misleads the public.  It contains a baseless claim, now apparently 
inventing a fictional UN resolution of 2001: 
 
"The SDGs follow and expand on the millennium development goals (MDGs), which were agreed by 
governments in 2001 and are due to expire at the end of this year."  
"This article was updated on 3 September 2015" 
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Sustainable development goals: all you need to know 
The Guardian 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jan/19/sustainable-development-goals-
united-nations   
 
 
We might also note that the idea that the SDGs "expand on the MDGs" is misleading, and not just 
because the newspaper should have mentioned the generally wider, more ambitious Millennium 
Summit pledges rather than confusing them with the "MDGs". 
 
The real UN development agenda repeatedly reaffirmed at UN summits was, and is, wider and more 
ambitious than either the "MDGs" or the Millennium Declaration.   The confusion is another 
propaganda device making current governments look better than they are. 
 
 
The Guardian's public response to the complaint:] 
 
 
"[the deputy editor] said: “The comments about reducing maternal and child mortality rates refer to 
‘current rates’, but what the UN would define as a current rate in 2000 is debatable."  
 
 
[It does not matter what "the UN would define".   What matters is the meaning of the promise. 
 
The idea that the meaning of "current rates" is debatable is both untrue and irrelevant.    
 
It is irrelevant because the meaning of a promise is what it is reasonably taken to mean - especially by 
those to whom it is made.   If I promise to double your current salary, it does not matter whether I in 
my own mind or some obscure document "define" that as your salary ten years ago. 
 
Even if world leaders had not said "current rates", the natural meaning, as with all such promises, 
would be "from now". 
 
The Guardian's claim also conflicts with the opinion of among others, the heads of UN agencies in the 
note of October 2001, which they sent to staff.  The UN agency heads authorised the text: 
 
"In two cases - maternal mortality and under-five mortality - the term "current rates" is used, directly 
specifying a 2000 baseline." 
 
The readers' editor stated that he was familiar with at least one of my websites, which provided 
abundant evidence additional to that provided direct to the Guardian.  It is not clear how the Guardian 
managed to overlook the evidence. 
 
The Guardian's public response continued with a statement by the deputy editor:] 
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"If they looked, their current rates would likely be 1990."   [!] 
 
 
[The deputy editor perhaps that means officials in 2000 did not have the statistics yet.   
 
Why was 1990 likely, rather than 1998 or some other year?    
 
The deputy editor gives no clue as to her reasoning. 
 
The statement seems to show at best a staggering ignorance of how long statistics take to be produced, 
with a bizarre idea that it was "likely" to be ten years. 
 
It is surprising that someone working on the Guardian website, well-funded by the Gates Foundation, 
might not know that recent statistics are not from ten years ago and that the history of new releases - 
and Guardian articles - over the last fifteen years appears to offer no support for the claim.   In fact the 
Secretary-General's Millennium Report, for example, presented statistics from 1998.   
 
In presenting this unsupported assertion without challenge, the readers' editor also fails to take 
account of evidence I had supplied, that world leaders in 1996 meant 1996 when they referred to 
"present level" for the hunger pledge. 
 
I do not know whether the readers' editor had passed the documentary evidence on to the deputy 
editor before she answered. 
 
I had directed the readers' editor to, and quoted, comments on the Guardian's own website, which the 
deputy editor works on. 
 
In those comments, an FAO statistician had claimed to me that the baseline for the 1996  
World Food Summit was agreed at the time as "1990-2". 
 
His argument was that officials in 1996 did not have figures for that year.    
 
In response, I had shown that the FAO's own documents indicated it was 1996:  see below.    
 
Since UN member states used a 1996 baseline in 1996, it is hard to see merit in the Guardian's central 
point that in 2000 "their current rates would likely be 1990". 
 
In any case, the availability of statistics in the baseline year is a different matter from the choice of 
baseline year to be used when the statistics become available.] 
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Arguments over interpretations [!] of the UN’s goals for development  
Chris Elliott 
Guardian readers' editor 
Opinion 
The Guardian 
5 October 2015 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/oct/05/arguments-over-interpretations-of-the-uns-
goals-for-development  

 
 

...................................................................................... 

 

 

The Guardian readers' editor did not challenge the importance or accuracy of the deputy editor's claim 
that 
 

"If they [world leaders?] looked, their current rates would likely be 1990". 
 

On whether the claim was important, the readers' editor for some unknown reason accepted a very 
strange idea: that what was "likely" justified definite claims by the newspaper. 
 
That seems far outside reasonable journalistic principles. 
 
As regards accuracy, the failure of the readers' editor to challenge the account is puzzling, partly 
because the complaint to the Guardian had included an apparent claim from the Guardian itself that 
the "current rates" related to 2000 (the figures seem to have been  World Bank estimates made in 2000 
relating to 1998, nowhere near 1990): 
 
 
From email following up the complaint to the Guardian readers' editor, 20 July 2015: 
 
"...2000 baseline, as the report below correctly states... 
"...The aims include halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less 
than a dollar a day." 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/sep/02/cuba.ewenmacaskill " 
 
...................... 
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An email to the Guardian readers' editor on 6 August 2015 provided further evidence: 
 
..."...half the 1996 level no later than 2015." 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/w7515e/W7515e01.htm 
[Later note: This was a document from a non-FAO editor, issued by FAO] 
 
... 
 
the World Food Summit approved a Plan...reducing - no later than 2015 - the number of 
undernourished people to half the 1996 level. 
Flávio Miragaia Perri,  
Ambassador 
Permanent Representative of Brazil to FAO 
... 
 
In November 1996 the world's leaders...pledged...reducing the number of undernourished people to 
half its 1996 level no later than 2015. 
Jacques Diouf 
Director-General, 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations 
http://www.fao.org/docrep/w9990e/w9990e01.htm 
 
 
 
[end of material quoted to Guardian readers' editor and strangely ignored] 

 
 
It is not clear why the Guardian editors might think that in 2000 the "current rates" for a wide range of 
statistics - meaning presumably the latest statistics - on child deaths, school enrolment, type of water 
source, spending surveys and so on could all be from one date.    
 
Nor is it clear why they might think each of these statistics could have taken as long as ten years to 
compile.   
 
Nor is it clear why they might make such a claim without consulting even the main UN reports, which 
make abundantly clear, every year, that statistics in general do not take that long before publication.    
 
The readers' editor said he spent a long time reading documents.  But he appears to have ignored the 
documentary evidence supplied.  The complaint itself quoted a Guardian article from a few days 
before the Millennium Declaration was agreed.  
 
The Guardian's own words quoted to the readers' editor  
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"The aims include halving within 15 years the 22% of the world's population now existing on less 
than a dollar a day" 
 
clearly show that the Guardian itself made a statistical claim about 2000, and a claim that the expected 
pledge was for 15 years, not 25. 
 
How is that evidence, which was presented to the Guardian in the original complaint of 8 July 2015, 
consistent with the Guardian's claim published on 5 October 2015? 
 
"If they [world leaders?] looked, their current rates would likely be 1990." 
 
 
In 2000, the Guardian's "current rate" - for a global claim that it made itself - was 2000. 

 
Suppose the Guardian had been right that governments' "current rates" were "likely" from 1990 - 
whose natural meaning is disproved by the UN reports, the Guardian's own coverage in 2000, the 
FAO documents mentioned in the course of the complaints and other material. 

Suppose we ignore the fundamental problem for the Guardian that the content of a promise is what it 
conveys, not what the promiser may unreasonably think it conveys. 
 
How could what was "likely" justify definite statements that leaders agreed a 1990 baseline? 
 
How could it justify other material implying that the baseline was definitely 1990? 

 

 
Here are more quotations from Guardian articles providing evidence against its position of 2015: 
 
"The Dakar forum will mark the 10th anniversary of the international pledge on basic education for 
all, which was supposed to have been achieved this year. But in many countries the number of 
children who do not attend school has increased since 1990, especially in sub-Saharan Africa."  
 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/mar/01/owenbowcott 

 
 

"The secretary general of the United Nations, Kofi Annan, set targets for the organisation for the 21st 
century yesterday in a wide-ranging speech... 
 
The UN millennium meeting could turn out to be the biggest ever meeting of government leaders: 
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between 130 and 150 are expected to attend. 
 
...he said that nearly half the world's 6bn people were now living on less than $2 a day, and about 
1.2bn were struggling on less than $1 a day - including 500m in south Asia and 300m in Africa." 
 
Annan sets out UN targets 
The Guardian 
4 April 2000  
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2000/apr/04/unitednations 

 

 
"Having figures for the year 2000 gave us a chance to look at the decade as a whole..." Sakiko 
Fukuda-Parr, the chief author, says." 

World Bank and IMF reform vital to end poverty, says UN 
The Guardian 
24 July 2002 
theguardian.com/world/2002/jul/24/debtrelief.development  

 
 
 
"at the UN millennium summit, world leaders set themselves the task of halving global poverty over 
the next 15 years" 

The Guardian 
August 2002 
theguardian.com/environment/2002/aug/22/worldsummit2002.earth4 

 
 

Here is a quotation from a different newspaper: 
 
"In East Asia the proportion of extremely poor has already plummeted from 28 percent to 15 percent 
since 1990. ...with only relatively small improvements, progress in Asia alone... will be almost 
sufficient to put the global target in reach. ... 

So this month's Millennium Summit was not a global day-dreamers' fantasy but based on real 
strategies and calculations. Nevertheless it was what in the language of management-speak might be 
called a "stretch target."  
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Mark Malloch Brown, Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme September 21, 
2000 
www.nytimes.com/2000/09/21/opinion/21iht-edbrown.t_0.html    

 

................................ 

 
 
 

From the Guardian readers' editor 
5 October 2015 
 
 
Dear Mr Berkley, 
 
Thanks for your email. I spent a long time reading documents and talking to independent 
experts in the field of development.  
 
 
[MB:  That is far less impressive than it sounds, since he has ignored what the complaint says.   
 
It is not clear to me how a person can read the documentary evidence of a 1996 baseline and a 2000 
baseline  - and then believe that world leaders' "current rates" in 2000 would be "1990".] 
 
 
 
"I also noted that you made a similar complaint to the Financial Times and they broadly 
took the same view [!] that I have done."   
 
 
[Untrue.  The Financial Times had in fact made numerous amendments in response to the complaints 
(though the responses were clearly inadequate, and the Financial Times accompanied them with 
misleading public claims about the reasons for amending the stories). 
 
Contrary to the claim by the Guardian reader's editor, both the Financial Times editor through his 
lawyer, and its complaints commissioner had taken a fundamentally different view from the Guardian 
on the Guardian's central point.    
 
Further, the Guardian had, as I showed, made more explicitly false statements about what world 
leaders agreed, than those mentioned in the complaint to the Financial Times.] 
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"...when it comes to the Guardian's overall reporting of this matter I don't think we have 
made a significant error so I am afraid I am unable to help [?] you further." [?] 
 
 

[In reality the Guardian had not addressed the actual complaint about "the Guardian's overall reporting 
of this matter".   It did not even mention the most serious examples. 
 
The complaint was not about the small number of articles or the more minor error which the readers' 
editor chose to mention in his column instead of the serious errors. 
 
The Guardian in fact amended two articles after the complaint, but did not inform the complainant or 
mention them in its publc response: 
 
"This article was updated on 3 September 2015" 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/jan/19/sustainable-development-goals-
united-nations 
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801000000*/https://www.theguardian.com/global-
development/2015/jan/19/sustainable-development-goals-united-nations  
 
"This article was amended on 5 October 2015. The article originally stated that the millennium 
development goals were adopted in 2000." 
http://www.theguardian.com/society/2015/oct/05/world-bank-extreme-poverty-to-fall-below-10-of-
world-population-for-first-time ] 

 
 
............................... 

 

 
 
 
"updated international poverty line of USD [!] $1.90 a day..." 
 
[not US dollars] 

"there are [?] less than half the number of people living in extreme poverty in 2015 than there were in 
1990. ... 

A prior U.N. plan to halve the number [!] of those living in extreme poverty, set in 2000 [!], is the only 
Millennium Development Goal [!] that has been achieved so far" 
 
[Eradicating extreme poverty and hunger?  WHO and FAO "halving" targets not met.] 
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Washington Post 
5 October 2015 
www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2015/10/05/for-the-first-time-less-than-10-percent-
of-the-world-is-living-in-extreme-poverty-world-bank-says/  
 
 
 
 
.......................... 
 
 
 

"Last week, the United Nations General Assembly adopted the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development, with its 17 goals and 169 associated targets. Now that the goals and targets have been 
finalised, the real work begins. The first, and most important Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) is 
simply to ‘end poverty in all its forms everywhere’. ... 

Eradicating poverty does not mean zero poverty, which would be unrealistic.  
 
[The writer is clearly referring to zero "extreme poverty" being unrealistic] 
 
Rather, it’s about reducing poverty levels in each country to below 3%. With an estimated total 
population of 1.17 billion Africans in 2015, 3% is 35 million people. By 2030, achieving that goal 
would mean that 49 million Africans (out of an estimated total population of 1.64 billion) would still 
live in extreme poverty." 

Jakkie Cilliers 
Executive Director of the Institute for Security Studies  
Can Africa eliminate extreme poverty by 2030? 
"This article is published in collaboration with Institute for Security Studies. Publication does not 
imply endorsement of views by the World Economic Forum." 
8 October 2015 
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2015/10/can-africa-eliminate-extreme-poverty-by-2030/ 

 

"“THIS is the best news story in the world,” said Jim Yong Kim, the president of the World Bank, of 
the announcement this month that the proportion of the world living in poverty is now in single digits, 
at 9.6%. The claim has rekindled a long smouldering debate over the reliability of such statistics. 
 
...PPP figures do not measure the affordability of a specific bundle of goods from country to 
country.  
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Every country experiences its own unique pattern of inflation, and so the new poverty line, translated 
into local currencies at the PPP rate, will be more than enough for a square meal in some countries, 
and much too low in others.  
 
Looking at national price indices rather than PPPs, half of the world’s population live in countries in 
which $1.90 buys you less now than $1.25 did back in 2005, according to a paper released this week 
by Sanjay Reddy of the New School for Social Research in New York. 
 
Economists such as Mr Reddy suspect that the World Bank’s methods overestimate the rate of poverty 
reduction.  
 
The World Bank uses income data for some countries, for example, which is higher than consumption 
and grows at a different rate. But saving for old age or to pay for a daugher’s dowry is not the same 
thing as improving your current standard of living.  
 
Mr Reddy’s poverty-measurement initiative, the Global Consumption and Income Project (GCIP), has 
tried to measure consumption better in its poverty calculations. These alternative figures suggest that 
the World Bank’s old poverty-reduction figures from 1990-2011 were five percentage points higher 
than they otherwise should have been. The Bank’s new poverty line has decreased the discrepancy 
between its figures and those of GCIP, but not eliminated it. 
 
The Bank’s own statisticians urge caution. “The comparability of poverty measures across time 

remains a big issue,” says Francisco Ferreira, who is part of a World Bank commission looking into 
better methods for measuring poverty." 
 
Poor statistics: The tricky work of measuring falling global poverty 
The Economist 
12 October 2015 
http://www.economist.com/news/finance-economics/21673530-number-poor-people-declining-data-
are-fuzzy-tricky-work-measuring-falling 
 

 
 
Odd.   The Economist refers to a  
 
"long smouldering debate over the reliability of such statistics." 

But both the Economist and the World Bank have put out statements over many years likely to be 
taken as meaning that the "poverty" claims were reliable 
 
- including after this article. 
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Even after the SDGs were agreed, UN member states discuss following up the other conferences: 
 

"The General Assembly will meet again at 10 a.m. on Monday, October 19 to hold a joint debate on 
integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 
Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields."  
 
16 October 2015  
http://www.un.org/press/en/2015/ga11708.doc.htm 

 
 

 
 
"A majority of the countries monitored by the UN's Food and Agriculture Organisation - 72 out of the 

129 - have achieved the Millennium Development Goal target of halving the prevalence of 
undernourishment in their populations by 2015." 

[MB:  That seems a baseless claim, since it seems to include those which officially ended  with fewer 
than 5%, which is nothing to do with MDG targets.] 
 
Jose Graziano da Silva 
FAO Director General 
Every morsel of help counts for the 800 million people who still suffer from chronic hunger 15 
October 2015 
South China Morning Post 
http://www.scmp.com/comment/insight-opinion/article/1867793/every-morsel-help-counts-800-
million-people-who-still-suffer 

 

 
 

Thomas Pogge and Mitu Sengupta make key moral points, with minor factual error: 
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"(MDGs), which held sway from 2000 [!] until 2015." 
 
"The governments that have signed onto 2030 Agenda certainly exude confidence about the  
impending positive impact of their “historic decision” (2030 Agenda, p. 6),  
especially in relation to realizing human rights.  
 
They say that the SDGs  
 
represent a “supremely ambitious and transformative vision” (2030 Agenda, p. 7),  
 
“balance the three dimensions of sustainable development: the economic, social and environmental” 
(ibid.) and  
 
“seek to realize the human rights of all” (2030 Agenda, p. 5).  
 
 
2030 Agenda’s commitment to human rights is first articulated in its preamble and is then reinforced 
by several assurances to the effect that the new text is  
 
“grounded in” the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in international human rights treaties, 
and in “other instruments such as the Declaration on the Right to Development” (2030 Agenda, p. 8).  
 
In our judgment, however, the SDGs do not measure up to these fine words and, through this  
failure, miss an important and, indeed, historic opportunity to articulate our present moral  
responsibilities along with a truly ambitious and transformative vision of how the world could be, 
given the knowledge and resources we have available today." 
 
"The development goals discourse invites a diachronic, incremental approach: we have a certain 
distance to traverse, and so we set off toward our destination and approach it step-by-step.  
 
This image is wholly out of place when rights are at issue.  
 
When we recognize a human right not to be enslaved, then we must not make a 25-year plan aiming 
to halve the number of slaves or aiming to reduce floggings by half.  
 
When we recognize a human right not to be exterminated, then we must not make a 25-year plan to 
halve the killing rate at Nazi concentration camps.  
 
When we recognize a human right not to be subjected to economic institutions under which many 
millions foreseeably and avoidably cannot meet their basic needs, then we must not make a 25-year 
plan to halve these severe deprivations but must at once initiate the necessary institutional reforms.  
 
And our governments have, of course, recognized and reiterated such a human right many times 
 
 – not merely fleetingly, as in the 2030 Agenda, but also carefully and systematically in the official 
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human rights documents such as, most prominently perhaps,  
 
the International Covenant on Social, Economic and Cultural Rights,  
which was adopted in 1966, became legally binding in 1976 and postulates  
“the fundamental right of everyone to be free from hunger.” 
 
Conversely, if we do regard the eradication of undernourishment and other severe  deprivations as a 
goal to be slowly approached over several lengthy development goal cycles, thereby accepting 
hundreds of millions of poverty-related deaths and deprivations in the interim, then we are in effect 
denying that there is  
a human right to life,  
a human right to an adequate standard of living,  
a human right to be free of hunger." 
 
Thomas Pogge and Mitu Sengupta  
A Critique of the Sustainable Development Goals’ Potential to Realize the  
Human Rights of All: Why being better than the MDGs is not good enough 
Draft for Social Policy and the Transformative Potential of the SDGs,  
special issue of the Journal of International and Comparative Social Policy  
edited by Bob Deacon 
Undated 
https://campuspress.yale.edu/thomaspogge/files/2015/10/SDG-HR_Rev-Jan-25-uugh97.pdf   
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.............................. 
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World Bank global "poverty" monitors say countries "frequently change the questionnaires".  

Since the FAO use the same surveys to guess how many people lack calories, this problem may 

affect the "hunger" claims as well. 

 

"While there has been a dramatic improvement in the availability of consumption and income data 
over the past two decades, this improvement in the stock has been accompanied by widening 
heterogeneity of the surveys in terms of instruments (for example, questionnaires) and methods used 
by countries to measure household consumption, expenditures and income.  
 
This widening heterogeneity poses an important challenge to the fundamental assumption in 
measuring global poverty, that the underlying distributions of wellbeing (whether income or 
consumption) are comparable across countries (and within countries, over time). 
 
Different countries use different concepts, methods and questionnaire designs for estimating 
household consumption and income, and they frequently change the questionnaires over time." 

From the latest World Bank global poverty methodology paper 
October 2015 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/360021468187787070/pdf/WPS7432.pdf 

 
 
 
 

Longer extracts: 

 

"In 2013, the World Bank adopted a goal of ending extreme poverty by 2030.2 In 2015, the United 
Nations adopted a goal of ‘ending poverty in all its forms’ by 2030 among the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs).3  
 
Several national governments, bilateral development agencies and non-governmental organizations 
are also focusing their efforts on reducing, and ultimately ending, extreme poverty.  
 
As one of the most prominent indicators of economic development, the level and trends in extreme 
poverty are therefore a topic of great interest to both policymakers and the public at large. 

Despite the strong policy focus on ending extreme poverty globally, its definition and measurement 

remain challenging endeavors, subject to much debate regarding the most appropriate concepts, 
methods and data.  
 
At the core of this debate is how to compare the standards of living of widely different peoples, 
consuming vastly different goods and services, all priced in different currencies."  
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"One dimension of this question is how to define a common threshold (or poverty line) across 
countries and over time, which represents the same standard of living, below which a person is 
considered poor." 

 
 
"While there has been a dramatic improvement in the availability of consumption [!] and income data 
over the past two decades, this improvement in the stock has been accompanied by widening 
heterogeneity of the surveys in terms of instruments (for example, questionnaires) and methods used 
by countries to measure household consumption, expenditures and income.  
 
This widening heterogeneity poses an important challenge to the fundamental assumption in 
measuring global poverty, that the underlying distributions of wellbeing (whether income or 
consumption)"  
 
 
[MB: Income and spending are "wellbeing", without looking at what people need to spend?] 
 
 
"are comparable across countries (and within countries, over time).  
 
There are several reasons why this assumption of comparability is challenging, but one key reason is 
that the surveys underlying the welfare distributions used in PovcalNet are carried out by National 
Statistical Offices (NSOs) as part of national efforts to monitor poverty and other aspects of national 
wellbeing.  
 
The surveys are not designed for the purpose of international comparisons and global monitoring; 
they are designed to serve the specific needs and interests of each particular country."  
 
 
[MB:  Which might conceivably include presenting a favourable picture of progress.    
 
I find it odd that I do not see discussion of the obvious possibility that countries supplying numbers 
for monitoring of their own progress against international targets might have been influenced at some 
stage of the process by a desire to impress.    
 
Instead, what I see is commentators saying what "has" happened.]   
 
 
"Different countries use different concepts, methods and questionnaire designs for estimating 
household consumption and income, and they frequently change the questionnaires over time.  
 
This heterogeneity limits the comparability of estimates between countries, and sometimes also within 
countries over time. 
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"One issue of comparability is linked to the fact that essentially all countries in the 
PovcalNet database measure wellbeing (either in the form of consumption or income)"  
 
 
[MB: I invite the reader to think about that statement.] 
 
 
"at the level of the household.  
 
So one decision that needs to be made is how to convert a household level measure into an individual 
level measure.  
 
For many countries, making the wellbeing aggregate comparable across individuals means adjusting 
for differences in needs between different ages of people, typically based on adult-equivalence scales.  
 
It may also mean adjusting for household economies of scale, which aims to account for the 
possibility that a household of four people may need less than twice what a household of two needs to 
reach the same level of wellbeing. 
 
The basic idea is that there may be some important goods, such as housing, that can be consumed by 
multiple individuals at the same time at a very low additional cost (ie. non-rivalrous goods). 
 
The key issue for global poverty measurement is that, strictly speaking, a country that allocates 
household consumption to individuals within the household on a per capita basis has a consumption 
measure that is not comparable with a country that allocates consumption to individuals based on 
adult-equivalence.16  
 
To treat all countries the same, 
 
[!] 
 
 all consumption and income measures in PovcalNet are in per capita terms. 17 " 
                                                     
 
[MB: What that actually means is that the method treats people differently in different countries.  
 
I told the President of the World Bank in February 2003, in front of a lecture audience in Oxford, that 
his research department was treating adults and children as having the same needs. 
 
As I later wrote, this gives rise to a spurious "poverty fall" because as the proportion of adults rises, 
average food needs rise.   There is also the fact that other things being equal, today's smaller families 
need more per person.   This is due to less potential for "economies of scale" which the World Bank 
researchers mention above.  Shelter, food and so on are cheaper to provide for more people at the 
same time.   
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In any case the value of different types of accommodation in different places, and the needs of 
children compared to the needs of adults, are both subjective.] 
 
 
  
" 17   The adoption of a per capita scale imposes cross-country comparability and is easy to explain.  
 
It does not, however, address the deeper issue of what the “best” equivalence scale might be in each 
country." 
 
[Nor does it address the deeper issue that they are treating people differently in different countries.] 
 
A Global Count of the Extreme Poor in 2012 
Data Issues, Methodology and Initial Results 
Francisco H. G. Ferreira, Shaohua Chen, Andrew Dabalen, Yuri Dikhanov, Nada Hamadeh, Dean 
Jolliffe, Ambar Narayan, Espen Beer Prydz, Ana Revenga, Prem Sangraula, Umar                               
Serajuddin and Nobuo Yoshida 
Policy Research Working Paper 7432  
Poverty Global Practice Group  & Development Data and Research Groups 
World Bank 
October 2015 
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/360021468187787070/pdf/WPS7432.pdf  

 

 

Is the "deeper issue" not in fact that the World Bank has, as is clear from its own methodology paper 
above, not measured "well-being" or poverty? 
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Some of the world's most prominent statistics organisations make large mistake 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

"the launch of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000" 

Royal Statistical Society and other organisations 
World Statistics Day statement 
20 October 2015 
http://www.rss.org.uk/RSS/Influencing_Change/World_Statistics_Day_statement/RSS/Influencing_C
hange/World_Statistics_Day_statement.aspx  
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"The following statement on the importance of strengthening national statistical agencies was 
released by the American Statistical Association, Royal Statistical Society, International Statistical 
Institute and nearly 50 other global statistical organizations: 
 
Data for Sustainable Development—A Statement for World Statistics Day 

“If the world is to live up to the promises made by our leaders then more and better data will be 
essential.  
 
To abolish poverty everywhere, in all its forms, the world will need to ensure that everyone is 
counted, that progress is being monitored and that this information is made available in an accessible 
and useable form as widely as possible.  
 
This will require a true data revolution, one that makes use of the possibilities provided by new 
technology, but also one that keeps the information about individuals confidential and which provides 
information that is trusted and credible. 
 
“The signatories to this statement support the call for a data revolution and recognise the importance 
of data for policy making and for accountability in all countries of the world. 
 
 The challenges of the new development agenda require new approaches including a much greater 
emphasis on open data and the use of new data sources. We have to take advantage of the 
opportunities provided by new technology and big data and national statistical systems are central to 
this effort. 
 
 These systems – set up and financed by governments to collect, process and disseminate the 
information needed to manage government activities – are crucial. 
 
 They operate within a framework of legislation and ethical principles that promote objectivity, 
independence, confidentiality and accountability. These principles are likely to be even more 
important in the next 15 years than they have been in the past. 
 
“Considerable progress has been made throughout the world in building and strengthening the 
capacity of national statistical systems since the launch of the Millennium Development Goals in 

2000" 

[!] 

 
www.worldofstatistics.org/files/2015/10/World-Statistics-Day-October-20-2015.pdf  
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"As many of you know, the United Nations and its 192 Member States are tackling poverty and its 
related challenges through a framework called the Millennium Development Goals or “MDGs”. The 
goals were agreed to ten years ago in the year 2000. ... The deadline for achieving the goals is 2015" 

On World Statistics Day 
Under-Secretary-General Wu Hongbo 
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs 
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/usg/statements/uncategorized/2010/10/on-world-statistics-
day.html 

 

 

 
 

Statisticians want more work when the existing statistics are misused and they are continuing to 
understate world leaders' pledges: 
 
 
"If the world is to live up to the promises made by our leaders then more and better data will be 
essential": 
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"At the launch of the Millennium Development Goals fifteen years ago" 

A New Beginning for Children 
The Office of Gordon & Sarah Brown 
20 October 2015 
http://gordonandsarahbrown.com/2015/10/a-new-beginning-for-children/  

 

 

 

Why did the Morning Star make a huge claim based on ignoring need and muddling extreme poverty 
with poverty? 
 

"China has lifted over 728 million people out of poverty since 1981"  
 
Morning Star :: When Jeremy Corbyn meets Xi Jinping | The People’s Daily 
21 October 2015 
https://www.morningstaronline.co.uk/a-f7e5-When-Jeremy-Corbyn-meets-Xi-Jinping 

 

 

 

 

 
Factcheck (Georgia): 

 
"In his speech at the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit 2015, the Prime Minister of 
Georgia, Irakli Gharibashvili, stated: “Georgia achieved Millennium Development Goal number four 
– the mortality rate of infants and children under the age of five years has dropped by 10 and 12 
points per every thousand children.” 

FactCheck took interest in the Prime Minister’s statement and verified its accuracy. 
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Considering the principal challenges for world development, the United Nations General Assembly 
adopted the Millennium Declaration at its Millennium Summit in September 2000. UN member states 
(including Georgia) agreed to set eight [!] millennium development goals [!] to be achieved by 2015: 
[! Confuses goals and targets] 

 

Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger..." 

 

Factcheck.ge 

23 October 2015 
http://factcheck.ge/en/article/the-mortality-rate-for-children-under-the-age-of-five-years-has-dropped-
by-10-and-12-points-per-every-thousand-children/ 

 

 

 

 

 
"Over the last 15 years, [!] we saw remarkable results working together toward achieving the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)." 

Opening Statement From Ambassador Deborah L. Birx, M.D., at the UNAIDS 37th Programme 
Coordinating Board Meeting 
U.S. President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) 
October 26, 2015 
http://www.pepfar.gov/press/releases/2015/248739.htm  

 
 

 

 

"Progress in sanitation and hygiene in rural Zambia has been limited since the declaration of the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in 2000. ... 

A full version of this report is available online at the VFM-WASH website. 
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The VFM-WASH project 

This report is an output of the ‘Value for Money and Sustainability in WASH Programmes’ (VFM-
WASH) project, a two-year research project funded by DFID." 

 
"During the MDG era, since 2000..." 

Operational sustainability of WASH services in  
Sub-Saharan Africa  
vfm-wash.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/VFM-WASH-South-Asia-RegAsst-FINAL-v.2.pdf 

 

 

 

UNICEF claims to help people participate but in reality steals power from them by understating 
government commitments: 

 

"Development has often been understood as something that is ‘done’ to and for children and young 
people rather than something that they do, or actively participate in. Therefore, very often they are 
seen as the recipients of development rather than the implementers. In 2000, when 189 governments 
were deciding upon the Millennium Development Goals..." 

Children and Young People as Agents of Change 
Mamura Nasirova 
UNICEF Post-2015 Unit 
October 29, 2015 
https://www.worldwewant2030.org/node/512129 

 

 
 

UN-Water Verified account @UN_Water 5 Nov 2015  

2.6 billion people have gained access to an improved drinking #water source since 1990 
http://bit.ly/1KjtJKF  #MDG #SDG 
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1 reply 9 retweets 6 likes  
 
 

 

•  •  David Satterthwaite @Dsatterthwaite 6 Nov 2015  

.@UN_Water @WorldToilet but much less got safe, regular, affordable water piped to home which 
is what is needed 

2 replies 0 retweets 0 likes  

 
 
 

•  •  Poor Science @poorscience 6 Nov 2015  

.@Dsatterthwaite Is it not misleading for UN to call sources "improved" in any case if not known to 
provide better water? 

1 reply 0 retweets 4 likes  

1.  

 
 

David Satterthwaite @Dsatterthwaite  
Replying to @poorscience  

@poorscience I think it is misleading; urgent need to assess if people have safe, regular, convenient, 
affordable access to water 

4:44 PM - 7 Nov 2015  

0 replies 0 retweets 0 likes  
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9 November 2015 at 12:50 
Re: Lancet error: Millennium Summit made pledges with a 2000 baseline 
To: "Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM)" <richard.turner@lancet.com> 
 

Dear Dr Turner, 

Thank you for your reply. 

This matter is in a way extremely simple: the journal has misinformed readers about the ambition of 
leaders' pledges which the General Assembly reaffirmed in 2013, and its policy is to correct 
significant errors.    
 
Since I wrote to Professor Molyneux three months ago, I think "due course" has already happened.  

 
What I seek from the Lancet as an organisation is an answer to the question who can reasonably 
investigate an error which the ombudsman himself has made. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 
 

 

 

"Chair: ...Those Millennium Development Goals, established in the year 2000, included eight anti-
poverty targets to be accomplished by 2015. ....We will be looking to use the points made during this 
conference to hold the Government to account on this important issue in the coming weeks and 
months and years ... 

I am delighted to have Sir Amyas Morse, the Comptroller and Auditor General of the National Audit 
Office. Please join us at the rostrum, thank you. 

Q6  

Sir Amyas Morse: 
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Thank you very much. We are in the business of looking at effectiveness and efficiency, whether things 
are happening as they are meant to happen...you have to have ownership of responsibility for action, 
you have to measure clearly and consistently whether the action is taking place or not."  

 

Q21  

Wendy Purcell: 

...I am here representing the Environmental Association for Universities and Colleges. ....it is 
staggering that the education system is not held accountable for its delivery around sustainability and 
goals. I endorse the previous speaker, but just to call upon you to use and exercise your influence to 
ask the university and college sector what it is doing in this space and to hold us accountable. EAUC 
are here to help you do that." 

Environmental Audit Committee 
Conference on the Government’s Approach to Sustainable Development  
Tuesday 10 November 2015  
 
Members present: Huw Irranca-Davies (Chair); Mary Creagh; Geraint Davies; Margaret Greenwood; 
Luke Hall; Carolyn Harris; Peter Lilley; John McNally; Rebecca Pow.  
 
Panel Members: 
Mike Barry, Director of Sustainable Business, Marks & Spencer, Sir Amyas Morse, Comptroller and 
Auditor General, National Audit Office, Lord Krebs, Chair, Adaptation Sub-Committee, Committee 
on Climate Change, Stephanie Hilborne OBE, Chief Executive, The Wildlife Trusts, and Matthew 
Spencer, Director, Green Alliance. 
 
http://www.parliament.uk/documents/commons-committees/environmental-audit/EAC-Oral-
Transcripts/Conference_Governments_Approach_to_Sustainable_Development.pdf 

 

 

 

"For a long time, as a college professor and then as the chief economic adviser to the Indian 
government, I was a happy user of the World Bank’s data on global poverty, tracking trends and 
analyzing cross-country patterns. I seldom paused to think about how those numbers were computed. 
Then, three years ago, I joined the World Bank as its Chief Economist." 

The Poverty Line’s Battle Lines  
Kaushik Basu, Senior Vice President and Chief Economist of the World Bank, is Professor of 
Economics at Cornell University.  
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11 November 2015 
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/challenges-of-measuring-world-poverty-by-kaushik-
basu-2015-11  

 
 
 
"U.N. member states pledged in 2000 to reduce maternal mortality, defined as a woman's death 
during pregnancy, childbirth or within 6 weeks after birth, by three quarters by 2015 as part of the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGS)." 

Maternal Deaths Drop Sharply, but Only 9 Nations Meet U.N. Goal 
Reuters Health 
Scientific American 
12 November 2015 
http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/maternal-deaths-drop-sharply-but-only-9-nations-meet-u-n-
goal/ 

 

 

Maternal mortality -  BBC story 12 November 2015: 
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www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-34796833    
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Email to the Lancet  
 
12 November 2015 
 
 
Dear Dr Horton, Dr Turner and Dr Ceschia, 

I ask the Lancet to desist from publishing falsehood about world leaders' pledges.   
 
I ask again that you correct the false and misleading statements.  It is not difficult to see that this 
disempowers women and men. 
 
"In 2000, world leaders agreed on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). MDG 4 called for a 
two-thirds reduction in the under-5 mortality rate between 1990 and 2015." 
Global, regional, and national levels and trends in under-5 mortality between 1990 and 2015, with 
scenario-based projections to 2030: a systematic analysis by the UN Inter-agency Group for Child 
Mortality Estimation - The Lancet 
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(15)00120-8/abstract 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
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............................................... 

 

 

"We, the Heads of State and Government and heads of delegation... 
reaffirm our commitment to the Millennium Declaration... 
and the outcomes of all the major UN conferences and summits in the economic, social, and 
environmental fields."  

25 September 2013 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/Outcome%20documentMDG.pdf  

 

"Baseline year – 1990 or 2000? 
 
...In two cases - maternal mortality and under-five mortality - the term "current rates" is used, 
directly specifying a 2000 baseline. For the remainder, the targets are stated in the form of "to halve 
by 2015…" This would imply a 2000 baseline year of the Millennium Declaration. After discussions 
within the UN system and with other partners, the issues have been resolved in favour of 1990 serving 
as the baseline year." 
 
Guidance Note sent by heads of UNDP, UNICEF, UNFPA, WFP to country offices 
United Nations Development Group 
Reporting on the Millennium Development Goals at the Country Level 
October 2001 
http://web.archive.org/web/*/http://undg.org/archive_docs/2356-English.doc 

 

 
“We, the representatives of the peoples of the world… 
commit ourselves to the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation and to expedite the achievement of the 
time-bound… targets contained therein.”  
Plan of Implementation: 
"reduce, by 2015, mortality rates for infants and children under 5 by two thirds, and maternal 
mortality rates by three quarters, of the prevailing rate in 2000 and reduce disparities between and 
within developed and developing countries as quickly as possible " 
 
World Summit on Sustainable Development  
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4 September 2002 
http://www.un-documents.net/jburgdec.htm 
http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/WSSD_POI_PD/English/WSSD_PlanImpl.pdf  

 

  

"the United Nations General Assembly explicitly mentioned and endorsed the eight MDGs only as 

late as [September] 2005. Until then it had focused (and still does) on calling for the implementation 
and monitoring of all goals and measures in the Millennium Declaration..." 

Claiming the Millennium Development Goals: A human rights approach 
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights  
United Nations 
New York and Geneva, 2008 
ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/Claiming_MDGs_en.pdf 

 

 

"The EU and its Member States remain strongly committed to the Millennium Declaration..." 

8 January 2015 
Statement delivered on behalf of the European Union 
H.E. Ioannis Vrailas, Deputy Head of the Delegation of the European Union to the UN 
United Nations General Assembly Plenary Meeting on the UN Secretary-General's Priorities for 2015 
http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_15930_en.htm  

 
  

"universality comes with shared responsibility, as already enshrined in the Millennium 

Declaration.  ... 
We need to recommit and build more clearly on the Millennium Declaration..." 
 
Statement on behalf of the European Union and its Member States 

Post-2015 intergovernmental negotiations session  
22-25 June 2015  
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/14920eu.pdf 
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"The Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the Member States of the Group of 77 and China...reaffirmed... 
the Millennium Declaration..."  

Ministerial Declaration 
http://www.g77.org/doc/Declaration2013.htm  

  

 [end of email to the Lancet 12 November 2015] 
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"Howard Steven Friedman published a report in 2013 suggesting that fulfillment of many of the 
MDGs began before the goals were implemented. Friedman found that MDG indicators that were 
successful often experienced an acceleration before 2000 (when the goals were created)." [!] 

Making the Millennium Development Goals Sustainable 
Harvard International Review 
2015 
http://hir.harvard.edu/making-the-millennium-development-goals-mdgs-sustainable/ 

 
 
 

 

 

"Developed in 2000 at the UN Millennium Summit, [!] the Millennium Development Goals ... 

During their 15-year lifespan..." [!] 

Progress for Whom? Assessing the Millennium Development Goals 
Harvard International Review 
2015 
http://hir.harvard.edu/progress-assessing-millennium-development-goals/ 

 
 
 

 

I submitted material to the University of Sussex website yet again pointing out academics' serious 
errors.    

The difference between the professors' claims and what I submitted was that they professed, whereas I 
showed using the primary sources.  
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Submission to Eldis 
17 November 2015 

 

 
 
 

"Eldis is hosted by IDS but our services profile work by a growing global network of research 
organisations and knowledge brokers. 

These partners help to ensure that Eldis can present a truly global picture of development research. 
We make a special effort to cover high quality research from smaller research producers, especially 
those from developing countries, alongside that of the larger, northern based, research organisations. 
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... 

Eldis provides free access to relevant, up-to-date and diverse research on international development 
issues. Our database includes over 40,000 summaries and provides free links to full-text research and 
policy documents from over 8,000 publishers. Each document is selected by members of our editorial 
team." 

About Eldis 
http://www.eldis.org/go/about-eldis 

 

 

 

17 December 2015 at 15:52 
 
 
Dear Mr Berkeley, 

Thank you, we have received your submission.  We always have a backlog, hence any delays in replying. 

We have taken a look at your submission, but we will not be able to include it on Eldis as we feel it does not 

meet our submission criteria in this instance.   

Best wishes, 

Tracy 

Tracy Zussman 

Thematic Convenor 

Open Knowledge and Digital Services 

Institute of Development Studies 

 

 

................................. 
 

 

 
 



2068 

On 17 December 2015 I spoke to Ms Zussman on the phone about the public interest. 

 

............................... 

 

 

From: Tracy Zussman <T.Zussman@ids.ac.uk> 
Date: 17 December 2015 at 17:04 
Subject: Submission 
To: Alan Stanley <A.Stanley@ids.ac.uk> 
 
Alan, 

Can you take a look at this public submission for comment: 
http://millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm 

Thanks, 

Tracy 

Tracy Zussman 

Thematic Convenor 
Open Knowledge and Digital Services 

Institute of Development Studies 

 

... 

www.ids.ac.uk                                                                                                                                     

"Sign up to our regular e-alerts or find out how you can support our cutting edge research,  

teaching and communication on development." 
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I heard nothing further from Eldis after submitting evidence embarrassing to senior figures at the 
university and the UK government which funds the service. 

 

 

"How to note: Assessing the strength of evidence 

    The “Assessing the Strength of Evidence” How to Note is published by the UK Department for 
International Development and aims to help their staff assess the strength of the evidence they are 
using to inform policy and programming choices. " 

Assessing the Quality of Evidence – Eldis 
http://www.eldis.org/go/contribute/assessing-the-quality-of-evidence  

 

 
 
 
"Your search for '"millennium development"' [23 May 2017] found 1591 documents ." 

http://www.eldis.org/go/contribute/assessing-the-quality-of-evidence/resource-
list?search_type=0&Search_string=%22millennium+development%22&go.x=0&go.y=0 

 
 
"Your search for '"millennium declaration"' found 109 documents ." 

http://www.eldis.org/go/contribute/assessing-the-quality-of-evidence/resource-
list?search_type=0&Search_string=%22millennium+declaration%22&go.x=0&go.y=0  
 
 
 

A search of Eldis for "prevailing rate in 2000" – the baseline in the Sustainable Development Summit 
of 2002 confirming the Millennium Declaration pledge – yields, apparently, no relevant results. 

http://www.eldis.org/go/contribute/assessing-the-quality-of-evidence/resource-
list?search_type=0&Search_string=%22prevailing+rate+in+2000%22&go.x=0&go.y=0 
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December 2015:  European Union countries talk of "the need" for "full implementation" of 

Agenda 21 and the commitments of 2012, which means water and sanitation for "least 

developed countries" by 2020 and for all by 2025. 

 

 

"we would like to underline that this does not mean the EU does not recognise the need for the full 
implementation of Agenda 21 or the "Future We Want" documents. We simply don't see a standalone 
resolution as a vehicle to do so." 
 
European Union and its Member States 
38 minutes 50 seconds into the recording 
Economic and Financial Committee (Second Committee) of the United Nations 
10 December 2015 
http://webtv.un.org/search/second-committee-35th-meeting-70th-general-assembly/4657021636001  
 

 
 
 
.............................................. 
 
 
 
 
 

  



2071 

Date: 18 December 2015 at 11:56 
Subject: Proposal that The Lancet immediately publish Millennium Summit commitments 

 
To: Malcolm Molyneux <mmolyneux999@gmail.com>, Richard Horton 
<richard.horton@lancet.com>, "Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM)" <richard.turner@lancet.com>, 
audrey.ceschia@lancet.com, The Lancet Peer Review Team <eesTheLancet@lancet.com>, 
ombudsman@lancet.com, zoe.mullan@lancet.com 
 

Dear Professor Molyneux, Dr Horton, Dr Turner and Dr Ceschia, 
 
I propose that as an interim response to my complaint the Lancet publish Millennium Summit 
commitments before 31 December 2015. 
 

I in effect complained as a reader that The Lancet had made an error in need of correction.   
 
It should take no longer than five minutes' scanning of the text below and the attached evidence to see 
that there is justification for publishing the commitments.   Even the apparent fact that a search for the 
actual commitments on the Lancet website does not show them easily should, in my view, be 
enough. 
 
On August 2, I notified the ombudsman that he, among others, had made an error in a published paper 
and stated: 
 
"It is not clear to me who might be independent enough to decide what The Lancet should 
do:  perhaps you would think it appropriate to suggest an alternate who could act as ombudsman - or 
inform the publisher." 

I have not had any response on the specific error or the suggestion. 

 
 
I have received no clear substantive response from The Lancet or its ombudsman to the 

allegation that the editor, ombudsman and contributors have misled readers over many years on 
world leaders' pledges of 2000, reaffirmed by the General Assembly in 2013 and European Union 
member states in 2015.  

http://eu-un.europa.eu/articles/en/article_15930_en.htm  

 
 
I believe it is clear that I in effect proposed that The Lancet correct its errors.  
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June 29: 
 
"Dear Dr Horton,...I have informed The Lancet of a significant error in its own editorial coverage 
as well as in contributions from others.  
World leaders at the Millennium Summit did not adopt the generally easier 1990 baseline 
or  "proportions of people in developing regions".  
...I think it is clear that authors, readers and those most affected deserve the truth." 
 
 
August 2: 
 
"Dear Professor Molyneux...In my view The Lancet has failed to take reasonable account of 

representations about both the reasons to publish two letters, and the factual error which caused 
them to be written." 

 
 
 
 2 November: 

To: Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM); Ceschia, Audrey (ELS-CAM); EESThe Lancet(ELS); Horton, 
Richard (ELS-CAM); Malcolm Molyneux; Ombudsman (ELS) 
Re: FW: Lancet error: Millennium Summit made pledges with a 2000 baseline 

Dear Dr Turner, 
Correction of repeated errors in the Lancet on UN Millennium commitments 
I have had no reply from Professor Molyneux. 
I propose that the investigation and decision should be by a person or persons who have not 

themselves made or enabled similar misleading material. 

 
 
9 November: 
 
"Dear Dr Turner,... 
This matter is in a way extremely simple: the journal has misinformed readers about the ambition of 
leaders' pledges which the General Assembly reaffirmed in 2013, and its policy is to correct 
significant errors. ... 
What I seek from the Lancet as an organisation is an answer to the question who can reasonably 
investigate an error which the ombudsman himself has made."    
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I have not received a clear denial of the error.  I propose again that the journal correct it with due 
prominence. 

There is no justification for leaving uncorrected the wrong claims that agreements of 2000 have a 
1990 baseline, or that the MDGs were agreed in 2000.  It deceives doctors and ultimately the wider 
public.   

On September 15 I wrote, 

"Dear Dr Horton and Dr Ceschia, 
...there is an opportunity for The Lancet to correct this error before the UN Summit at the end of 
next week. 

...The evidence for the Lancet's errors and other problematic material is at:poorscience.org . ... 

I think there is a clear argument for publishing the truth about the Millennium pledge before the 
Summit." 

 
 
 
The ombudsman wrote, by contrast, "your letter of Aug 2, in which you requested an investigation 
into the handling of two letters".   

 

The Lancet has committed itself to correcting significant errors promptly. 
 
I had clearly written not only as an author but also as a reader identifying an error in need of 

correction.   

 

 
 
 
Ombudsman's inappropriate justification for leaving material uncorrected, and failure to address the 
disempowering effect of the inaccuracies 
 
The ombudsman writes that, 
 
"debate on the baseline will not alter the ultimate goal—to benefit the people of developing 
countries." 

I did not propose a debate.  I proposed that The Lancet publish "the truth about the Millennium 
pledges".  Clearly, a central truth is that leaders made pledges with baselines of "current rates".   It is 
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not difficult to publish the actual commitments.   They are in paragraph 19 of the Millennium 
Declaration.   
 
http://www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm 
 

 

 

18 August 2015 at 17:24 
Re: Lancet error: Millennium Summit made pledges with a 2000 baseline 
To: ombudsman@lancet.com, mmolyneux999@gmail.com 
 
Dear Professor Molyneux, 
 
Please reply to my complaint, and/or pass it to a suitable independent adjudicator.  

In 2000 leaders pledged, in effect, under 3.6 million deaths of children under five in 2015.  

The Lancet has implied the figure is 4.3 million. 

 

 
On 9 September 2015 The Lancet published this: 

"In 2000, world leaders agreed on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). MDG 4 called for a 
two-thirds reduction in the under-5 mortality rate between 1990 and 2015." 
 
http://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736%2815%2900120-8.pdf  

 
The issue is whether readers, poor people, and others influenced by readers, have a legitimate right to 
the truth previously distorted by The Lancet.   
 
The ombudsman has simply ignored the evidence on the actual pledges and instead referred to a 
"debate", a "contention" and a "view" without putting forward any coherent alternative explanation of 
the evidence that the baseline for the pledges is 2000.     

He writes of "the ultimate goal—to benefit the people of developing countries"   But clearly it is a 

disbenefit to them to be misled on what their leaders are committed to.   
 
It would also seem that common sense about publishing ethics means readers are entitled to have any 
significant misconception corrected.   
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It is not difficult to see that citizens, perhaps especially women, have been and continue to be 
disempowered by being misled on those pledges. 
 

If they have read the evidence I supplied, staff and ombudsman of The Lancet know what 
governments are actually committed to.  So it is perpetuating "information inequality" towards the 
worse end of the spectrum to leave the untruths online.   It is perpetuating that unfairness to continue 
to publish falsehood, as The Lancet has since being informed of the error in June.    

Even after the new year, it is clearly of relevance to governments' accountability that people should 
know the truth, and of relevance to The Lancet's accountability that it correct the content which has 
hindered people's ability to hold governments to account.  
 

The ombudsman appears to propose that a few continue to keep knowledge of government 
commitments to themselves.    

 

 
 

 
Ombudsman's inadequate description of the main allegation and evidence 

 
I supplied evidence that the baseline for Millennium Declaration pledges on mortality is "current 
rates".   I did not, as the ombudsman claims, "argue" that the baseline for the "MDGs" was 2000.  The 
garbled version suggests at best confusion.    

The ombudsman's email is titled "MDGs".  I do not know why.  I think it is clear that I pointed out 
The Lancet has concentrated too much on the heavily-advertised MDGs and not on what governments 
actually promised.   
 
My original letter to The Lancet is titled "Error on commitments in Millennium Declaration".  My 
correspondence clearly concerns accuracy about world leaders' pledges of 2000, not the MDG targets 
of more dubious formal status.    

As I have noted at millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm ,  on the same day as the World Summit 
outcome document of 2005, the US published a statement that leaders' references to "Millennium 
Development Goals" were on the goals in the Declaration, not the eight-goal (1990-baseline) 
framework published by civil servants.   
 
The ombudsman makes the inaccurate statement "your contention about the baseline for the MDGs [!] 
has been published..." 



2076 

The ombudsman refers to "this point of view". 

Again, this suggests at best confusion.    
 

I have in fact made one statement about the baseline for part of one MDG target, 7c: according to a 
2001 OECD document, the MDG architects agreed a baseline of 2000 for the water target.  It is not a 

contention:  it is a factual report of the contents of a document on the website of the 

Government of Korea.    
 
The only claim I have made about general MDG baselines is what is generally known:  the targets 
have a standard baseline of 1990.    
 
I find it difficult to understand the relevance of the ombudsman's statements to what I presented in 
support of the view that The Lancet has made a significant error:  a) the evidence on the Lancet's 
claims and b) evidence in official documents contradicting those claims.  
 
Perhaps the ombudsman is implying world leaders did not clearly mean the year 2000 when they set a 
baseline of "current rates". 

But even if he has some argument to make on that, it is hard to see how it justifies keeping readers in 
the dark on what governments actually stated then and reaffirmed recently.  

As I showed in my email of 12 November: 
 
The heads of UN agencies sent the MDG framework to country representatives on 6 November 
2001.  They included a guidance note stating that the Declaration text "would imply" a 2000 

baseline.   
 
http://web.archive.org/web/*/http://undg.org/archive_docs/2356-English.doc 

 
The World Summit on Sustainable Development in 2002 issued the Johannesburg Declaration.  It 
commits nations to a Plan of Action which specifically aims at the same mortality reductions as in the 
Millennium Declaration, from the "prevailing rate in 2000".  
 
[Later note:  In fact the 2002 Summit also agreed a similar survival target for infants, and aimed to 
reduce "disparities", between and within countries, in survival for these groups, including in rich 
countries, "as quickly as possible".] 
 
http://www.un.org/esa/sustdev/documents/WSSD_POI_PD/English/WSSD_PlanImpl.pdf   

This and further evidence is at millenniumdeclaration.org/pledges.htm . 
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As I stated to The Lancet in the submission of 12 June, a co-author of a Lancet paper of 2005 
subsequently revised his position.  John McArthur clarified that the Declaration according to common 
sense would seem to have a 2000 baseline.  He had been deputy director of Jeffrey Sachs' Millennium 
Project.   

 
 
 

Conflict of interest 

 
The ombudsman has neither acknowledged nor answered the specific issues raised of possible 
conflicts of interest.   
 
His statement is incorrect: 
 
"You refer to a possible conflict of interest...in that both The Lancet’s editor, Dr Horton, and I have 
written about the health element of the MDGs"  
 
That is clearly not the problem I raised.  The problems are in fact, as I stated, that a) the 
ombudsman and the editor made the error themselves and b) the editor might have a conflict from 

another role.   

 
August 2: 

"Dear Professor Molyneux...I am afraid that both other contributors to the Lancet and yourself have 
made a significant error."  

 
 
September 15: 

"Dear Dr Horton and Dr Ceschia,...Dr Horton might have a conflict of interest from his IERG or 
other role."  

 

It is not difficult to see that to publish the truth about the commitments might embarrass iERG 

members or others with whom the editor has been working.  Even without my mentioning it, the 
editor's role at iERG would be known to the ombudsman.  

I consider the ombudsman's response on this deficient. 
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Ombudsman's error on MDG period 

Public information from the UN is quite clear that the new goals begin on 1 January. 

The period for MDG targets and perhaps for Declaration goals officially ends on 31 December, not 

as the ombudsman claims at some time in the past.    
 
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/advocates/pdf/MDGPeriodicReview_May2014b.pdf 

On 12 June when I informed the Lancet of its error, the editors had six months to consider the 
allegation before the period for some well-known MDG targets and perhaps leaders' pledges, 
expired.  The ombudsman had nearly five months from August 2.    

Democratic accountability of governments and intergovernmental agencies is not only about 
performance on policy goals.  It also concerns the adequacy of official statements.  
 
As the editor stated recently, independence allows speaking truth to power.   
 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=B1M5RpIoAW0   
 
It is not clear why the ombudsman suggests - if this is what he means by mentioning it - that the 
expiry of a deadline removes the "benefit" to people of knowing what they have been promised. 
 
Clearly, after a deadline people would still be free to hold institutions to account - both for 
performance and for the adequacy of information institutions have supplied about commitments. 
 

  

"we can’t avoid our responsibility to one another simply because someone else decides to avoid their 
responsibility.” 
 
Richard Horton 
The Lancet  
July 18, 2015 
http://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736%2815%2961254-5.pdf  
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Ombudsman's argument on the baseline is unclear and may be founded on others' ill-informed 
opinion, not evidence 

 
The ombudsman's response repeats the conflation of MDG targets with governments' more ambitious 
commitments.  
 
His statement "The deadline of 1990 is generally accepted in the global health community" is not 
clear.  It may be true, if it means that people working on global health generally believe falsely that 
the pledges have 1990 baselines.  I am not sure what else he can mean, since the fact that the MDG 
mortality targets have those baselines is not in dispute.  
 
I cannot see how his statement can help justify a decision not to correct  - especially as an important 
source of information for that global health community over the years has been The Lancet itself.  
 
The fact that people misinformed by The Lancet believe something false is hardly good reason 

to continue to keep them in the dark. 
 

Yours sincerely, 
 

Matt Berkley 
 
 
 
      

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
 

... 
 
Date: 27 November 2015 at 08:24 
Subject: Re: MDGs 
To: Malcolm Molyneux <mmolyneux999@gmail.com>, Richard Horton 
<richard.horton@lancet.com>, "Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM)" <richard.turner@lancet.com>, 
audrey.ceschia@lancet.com 
 

Dear Professor Molyneux, 
 
Since the MDG targets are active until the end of the year, I propose that the Lancet correct its errors 
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before then. 
 
I propose that you retract the false statements: 
 
"you argue that the baseline for the MDGs [!] was set in the Millennium Declaration to be the year 
2000" 
 
"You refer to a possible conflict of interest in your letter or subsequent emails, in that both The 
Lancet’s editor, Dr Horton, and I have written about the health element of the MDGs." 
 
"The MDG process is now complete". 
 
I remind you of the request for correction which I did make. 
 
You have not denied that it has misrepresented, and published material which contributes to a false 
impression of, world leaders' commitments of 2000 - which the General Assembly reaffirmed in 2013 
and the EU in 2015. 

The Lancet has kept quiet about the actual pledges, and now you seek to keep your own response 
secret, for no reason obvious to me.   It does not look good. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Matt Berkley 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Email to The Lancet 
 
23 December 2015 
 
 
Dear Dr Turner, 

Professor Molyneux has not responded to the complaint I made:  that he and the editor-in-chief, as 
well as other contributors, have misled the public on the ambition of world leaders' commitments. 
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On 12 November 2015 I supplied proof that heads of UN agencies in 2001 authorised a document 
stating that the Millennium Declaration's words "current rates" specify a 2000 baseline, and that the 
Earth Summit of 2002 committed to a plan with reductions from "the prevailing rate in 2000".  
 

The journal has claimed and implied that commitments in the Millennium Declaration on survival 
rates have 1990 baselines.    

Professor Molyneux has not even mentioned the complaints about output from himself and the editor-
in-chief, so it is not clear why you are referring to an "adjudication on your complaint". 
 

Clearly the complaint is that the journal, including in content from the editor-in-chief and the 
ombudsman, has contradicted the evidence supplied.   That complaint has not yet been answered. 
 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley. 
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December 2015:  UN member states reaffirm "the commitment to implementing Agenda 21" 

and the other development agreements "including the Sustainable Development Goals", with no 

country voting against. 

 

 

"The General Assembly... 
 
Reaffirming the commitment to implementing  
 
Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21,  
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,  
including the time-bound goals and targets,  
and the other internationally agreed development goals,  
 
including the Millennium Development Goals and the Sustainable Development 
Goals,  
 
and reaffirming also other internationally agreed goals  
in the economic, social and environmental fields since 1992,  
as well as the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development..." 
 
"concerted and concrete measures are required at all levels to enable developing 
countries to achieve their sustainable development goals related to the 
internationally agreed poverty-related targets and goals,  
including those contained in Agenda 21, the relevant outcomes of United Nations 
conferences and the United Nations Millennium Declaration ... 

 
1.  Reaffirms the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development, entitled “The future we want”, and urges its full 
implementation... 
 
11. Requests the Secretary-General to submit...a report on the implementation of 
the present resolution, and decides to include, under the item entitled “Sustainable 
development”, the sub-item entitled “Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme 
for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the World Summit 
on Sustainable Development and of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development” in the provisional agenda of its seventy-first session" 

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly 
70/201.  Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of 
Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development 
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Adopted without a vote (no country objecting). 
22 December 2015 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/201  

 

 
 
 
 

"The General Assembly, 

Reaffirming the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development,  Agenda 21, the Programme for 
the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, the Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable 
Development Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, and the Plan of 
Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development (Johannesburg Plan of 
Implementation)..." 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 22 December 2015 

(without a vote: no country objected) 
70/208.   Harmony with Nature 

http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/208  

 

 

Interesting in view of governments' miseducating children and adults about "Millennium 
Development Goals" and supposed progress on them, and the fake newness of the "SDG" targets on 
water and sanitation compared to the existing commitments from Agenda 21 - it is not exactly 
"transformative" to put the goals back from 2025 to 2030: 

 

"The General Assembly... 
 
Reaffirming its resolution...in which it adopted a comprehensive, far-reaching and people-centred set 
of universal and transformative Sustainable Development Goals and targets, its commitment to 
working tirelessly for the full implementation of this Agenda by 2030... 
 
Acknowledging...the importance of education for achieving sustainable development, including in the 
context of the Millennium Development Goals, Agenda 21..."  

 
United Nations Decade of Education for Sustainable Development (2005–2014) 
General Assembly Resolution 70/209 
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22 December 2015 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/70/209  

 
 
It would seem that governments have violated that resolution by allowing fake information to be 
included in education programmes - including in the "World's Largest Lesson" and examination board 
material. 

It would seem that governments have also violated the commitment in paragraph 25 of the 2015 
Summit document to provide quality education. 

Even if there is a government which has told its citizens the truth about what it has committed to in 
UN resolutions on global goals, it is still the case that UN member states misled their citizens in 
paragraph 16 of the 2015 "transforming our world" document, by claiming the "Millennium" 
Development Goals were agreed "almost 15 years ago". 

 

 

.......................................................................................... 

 
 

  



2085 

"2000...the year the world, for the first time, agreed on the Millennium Development Goals"  
 
[!] 
 
"which would expire in the then-distant year of 2015. Those goals, which included a commitment to 
cut extreme poverty in half..." 

An Astonishing Year for the War on Global Poverty 
Foreign Policy 
January 8, 2016 
http://foreignpolicy.com/2016/01/08/united-nations-paris-climate-development/ 
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On 16 January 2016 The Lancet ombudsman published an account which is bizarre, since in reality I 
had complained about his own inaccuracy, and suggested that he pass the complaint on to someone 
independent. 
 
Before he published his strange account, he had emailed me a purported response, which I had asked 
him to correct.  I had already reminded him, yet again, that the complaint was in fact that the Lancet 
had published error (not simply about the editor's choice of letters to publish). 



2087 

 



2088 

 

 

 

 
 

"I received a complaint about the editor's decision not to accept for publication a letter" 

 
The ombudsman misleads.  He did receive a complaint, but not in the ordinary sense that readers 
would understand.  He in fact received a suggestion that he pass the complaint to someone else, 
because it was partly about his own error.   
 
The complaint stated from the beginning that it was also about the Lancet's error, not just about an 
editorial decision about what letters to publish: 
 

 
"2 August 2015 at 13:50  
To: ombudsman@lancet.com  

Dear Professor Molyneux, 



2089 

I am aware that what I write here is unusual;  it may be hard to believe or shocking.   

I am afraid that both other contributors to the Lancet and yourself have made a significant 

error.  
 
… 

It is not clear to me who might be independent enough to decide what The Lancet should 
do:   
 
perhaps you would think it appropriate to suggest an alternate who could act as ombudsman 
- or inform the publisher. 

In my view The Lancet has failed to take reasonable account of representations about 
both the reasons to publish two letters, and the factual error which caused them to be 
written."  

 
 
 

I find it difficult to see how the ombudsman could misunderstand the words. 
 
 
An email of 16 September 2015 to the executive editor, Richard Turner, stated that  
 
"both the ombudsman and the editor-in-chief have made the error being complained of".     
 
That clearly did not refer to an "editorial decision" not to "publish a letter".  
 

I had written yet again after the ombudsman's emailed response: 
 

"18 December 2015 at 11:56 
Subject: Proposal that The Lancet immediately publish Millennium Summit commitments 
… 
Dear Professor Molyneux, Dr Horton, Dr Turner and Dr Ceschia, 
 
…I in effect complained as a reader that The Lancet had made an error in need of 
correction."  
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It can be seen from the first email above that what the ombudsman received was not a complaint to 
him in the sense he implies.    
 
Readers would be likely to assume that he simply received a complaint to him.   
 
What the ombudsman received was in fact an email suggesting that he not respond to the complaint 
because the complaint was partly about him.  
 
The ombudsman claimed the complaint was about the editor's decision not to publish something.   
 
But it is not hard to see that the complaint was basically about what the journal had published. 
 
 

16 September 2015 

Dear Dr Turner, 

The situation is unusual in that both the ombudsman and the editor-in-chief have made the 

error being complained of.  

It is not clear from your email that you understand that. 

It may be appropriate for other people to carry out the investigation on behalf of the 
journal.   

..… 
 
 
9 November 2015 at 12:50 
Re: Lancet error: Millennium Summit made pledges with a 2000 baseline 
To: "Turner, Richard (ELS-CAM)" <richard.turner@lancet.com> 
 
Dear Dr Turner, 

Thank you for your reply. 

This matter is in a way extremely simple: the journal has misinformed readers about the 
ambition of leaders' pledges which the General Assembly reaffirmed in 2013, and its policy is 
to correct significant errors.    
 
Since I wrote to Professor Molyneux three months ago, I think "due course" has already 
happened.  
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What I seek from the Lancet as an organisation is an answer to the question who can 

reasonably investigate an error which the ombudsman himself has made. 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 
 
 
 
"[I received a complaint about the editor's decision not to accept for publication a letter] about 
various [in fact including his own and the editor's errors] mentions [?] in The Lancet of the baseline 
date [?] for measurement of improvements in women's and children's health set out in the Millennium 
Declaration."  
 
 
Misleading and garbled. 
   
In reality the problem was that the articles had not mentioned the baseline "set out in the Declaration".   
 
The ombudsman's language is odd.  Many Lancet articles either claim to, or give the appearance that 
they do, deal with or relate to the Millennium Summit pledges on health.  Neither the editor nor the 
ombudsman has identified any articles which mention those pledges or the baseline.   
 
The type of language - "mention" "of the baseline" "in the Declaration" - might contribute to an 
impression among readers that there was no problem about the veracity of the articles.    
 
 
"Similar complaints had been made to several newspapers and published on websites." 

 
The ombudsman's statement, here given without the appropriate context, could give the impression 
that the complaint had not been taken seriously by newspapers.  Otherwise, why is the ombudsman 
making the statement?    It is not clear what relevance it has to the ombudsman's task, or to readers of 
the Lancet, unless it has a bearing on the strength of the complaint.   

In this case, the ombudsman's various claims and language may combine to give an impression not 
justified by the actual communications to the journal and the ombudsman.   The Lancet is a journal for 
people whose first language is not English as well as those for whom it is. 

The statement is also strange because (if the ombudsman wishes for some reason to open up the 
subject of complaints to other organisations) it omits highly relevant points.   Of course it is possible 
that the ombudsman could simply have come across complaints, and not the resulting action or 
responses either on the media organisations' websites or on mine.   But then that might count as 
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inadequate research.    
 
The Financial Times and the Guardian had amended output after complaints about related inaccuracy. 
 
The Financial Times complaints commissioner took the problem far more seriously than the Lancet 
ombudsman, though he failed to take into account that readers were clearly misled by the Financial 
Times that the pledges were less ambitious, and failed to note the misleading nature of the editor's 
published remarks accompanying the amendments. 
 
The BBC Trustees recognised a key point that the baseline for the pledge was not the same as that in 
the "MDG" framework.   

I clearly did not make complaints to newspapers which were "similar" to the purported complaint 
described by the ombudsman, about not publishing a letter, or perhaps more importantly, where the 
editor and the ombudsman had made the same error and yet took roles in deciding the case. 

 

 
"My task was not to decide which baseline dates were relevant to the Millennium Declaration, the 
Millennium Development Goals, or the assessments of what has been achieved over the past 15 and 
25 years." 
 
Another extremely odd statement.   Even if I had, as the ombudsman claims, simply complained to 
him that the editor had not published a letter, it is perhaps at least arguable that there was a matter 
here worth serious attention – not least because, as did in fact happen, there was a risk of new articles 
misleading again.   Of course it was the editor's decision what to publish.   But even if the letter writer 
had not complained about other output, it might be within the ombudsman's responsibilities or power, 
or frankly conscience as a human being, to consider the possibility of a significant error, so that he 
could raise it with the editor in some way.  
  
It strikes me as perhaps highly unsatisfactory if an ombudsman is under no obligation at all to 
consider the seriousness of an allegation that a journal has misled its readers, when deciding whether 
the editor made a wrong decision to refuse to publish a letter containing it.  
 
But as things are, the task of whoever was to adjudicate on the material written by the editor, the 
ombudsman and others was clearly to understand "which baseline dates were relevant".  
 
 
 
"I had to determine whether there was a compelling case for the Ombudsman to over-rule the 
editorial decision. I considered there was not." 
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MB: When people garble information they are given, or make several misleading statements in a short 
piece of text, it can take a higher number of words to disentangle the garbage.   It is interesting that 
the type of misrepresentation by this man of a complaint is similar to what I have found from high-
ranking people in the media.    
 

Ombudsman's report for 2015 
Malcolm Molyneux  
The Lancet 
16 January 2016 
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)00034-9/fulltext 
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"Poverty is measured as 'absolute' or 'relative'.  Being in absolute poverty means that you can't afford 
the basic needs of existence. The World Bank uses a fairly typical definition of absolute poverty—an 
income of less than $1.25 a day." 

Factcheck: Measuring low pay isn't the same as measuring poverty 
Full Fact 
"The UK's independent fact-checking charity" 
17 February 2016 
https://fullfact.org/economy/factcheck-measuring-low-pay-isnt-same-measuring-poverty/ 

 

 

Comment: It is not clear how a fixed amount of money/guessed value of consumption is a "fairly 
typical definition of absolute poverty" as Full Fact claim.    
 
The World Bank's practice might be said to be unusual because it takes no account of different needs 
across time or place.    
 
For example, it is not adjusted for food requirements according to people's ages.  
 
In 2003 it occurred to me that I had seen no reference to any such adjustments in World Bank 
documents. I found it difficult to believe that the numbers failed to take this into account, so I asked 
Shaohua Chen, who was half of the official team monitoring global poverty .She said that when 
countries make adjustments for children's food needs, the World Bank staff remove them. 
 
Countries set their own lines based on their own assessments of needs.    
 
Income does not measure the adequacy of income to meet needs.   
 
In any case, most of the World Bank's information is not on "income" but on spending or the guessed 
value of whatever researchers choose as relevant items of consumption.   
 
The adequacy over time or across countries is not considered.    

 

 

.................................................... 
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Transparency International: 

 

"the United Nations came together for a Millennium summit. The summit in New York set out eight 
goals [!] for the international community in the fight against, among others things, poverty, hunger, 
AIDs and global warming. These became known as the Millennium Development Goals or MDGs.[!] 

Last year the UN once again reconvened to develop the follow-on from the MDGs, which expired in 
2015. Learning the lessons from the successes and failures of the MDGs  
 
[MB:  But the MDGs were only a small, and to a significant extent redundant, part of the UN's agreed 
agenda.   
The Assembly requested itself to follow up the Millennium Declaration, and it would make no sense 
to fail to follow up on the commitments and aims from other conferences and summits, especially as 
the Assembly keeps reaffirming them. ]  
 
and while reflecting on the challenges facing the world today, the UN decided on 17 new goals for 
2030: the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

The SDGs drew upon the previous goals and added 
 
 [! – Moved across from a different list!]  
 
other targets such as reducing inequality, responsible consumption and production, and sustainable 
living.  
 
[But those kinds of things were in "previous goals".  The UN's goals have not been limited to one 
short list.  It is a basic misrepresentation to compare the SDGs with the MDGs like this.] 
 
However, there was one vital addition this time around. 

Finally, the global community has recognised that ending poverty, hunger, and climate change is not 
possible without tackling the instability and weak governance which lays at the root of almost all of 
the major challenges we face. For the first time the goals include promises to end corruption. 

[Corruption is in the Johannesburg agreement of 2002.] 
 
This is a big leap forward from 2000.  

 
[Well, not really if upholding the rule of law includes it.] 

 
Goal 16 – which pledges a peaceful world, one with access to justice and open and accountable 
institutions – recognises that good governance is essential for good development.  
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[Governance is in previous agreements.] 
 
 
We know that widespread bribery is associated with higher maternal mortality and more children 
dying before they even reach the age of five. In the poorest countries, one out of every two people has 
to pay a bribe to access basic services like education, healthcare and water." 

[If true, these are serious matters.   But it is also bad governance to misrepresent pledges.]  
 
Transparency International EU - The global coalition against corruption in Brussels 
18 February 2016 
https://transparency.eu/end-corruption-for-a-sustainable-future/  

 

 
 

 

Is accountability getting worse?    
 
 
"...the [UN] Statistical Commission endorsed the formation of the Inter-Agency and Expert Group on 
Sustainable Development Goal Indicators and decided that its proposed terms of reference would be 
revised based on the discussion at that session. It emphasized that national statistical offices were to 
play the leading role in the development of the indicator framework to ensure national ownership, 
and agreed that the Expert Group should include representatives from national statistical offices and, 
as observers, representatives from national statistical offices of countries not members of the Expert 
Group, as well as from regional and international organizations and agencies." 

Report of the Inter-Agency and Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators 
Note by the Secretary-General 
19 February 2016 
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/statcom/47th-session/documents/2016-2-SDGs-Rev1-E.pdf 
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UK National Audit Office: 
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"Your second area of complaint is that we have published statements in our work which give the 
impression that, in 2000, world leaders committed themselves to the generally easier 1990 baselines 
in the later Millennium Development Goals framework. ... 
 
We have reviewed the outputs to which you refer. We agree that they do state or imply that the 
Millennium Development Goals were established or adopted by UN member countries in 2000, rather 
than being set out in the UN Secretary General’s September 2001 report - Road map towards the 
implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration. 
 
...we will make some changes to the references in two documents which we published in 2015 — a 
Short Guide to the Department for International Development and the Environmental and 
Sustainability Metrics Briefing for the Environmental Audit Committee. 
 
Thank you for drawing this matter to our attention. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Tom McDonald 
Director, FCO, DFID and UN Value for Money Audit 
 
National Audit Office  
22 February 2016 
 
millenniumdeclaration.org/UK National Audit Office upholds complaint on UN goals .pdf 
 
millenniumdeclaration.org/Complaint from Matt Berkley to the National Audit Office 13 December 
2015 .pdf 
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"In September 2000, world leaders adopted the United Nations Millennium Declaration, committing 
their nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty and setting out a series of 
Millennium Development Goals, with a deadline of 2015" 

UK House of Commons Library 
Women around the world: International Women's Day 2016 
22 February 2016 
researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CBP-7512/CBP-7512.pdf  
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Holding governments to account by changing the baseline to make it easier – an "MDG 

architect's" story: 

 

 
"...experts from the UNDP, DESA, UNICEF, UNFPA, the World Bank, IMF and OECD met in the 
Spring of 2001 to identify the “roadmap” to implement the Millennium Declaration that the General 
Assembly had requested..." 

 

[Professor Doyle does not give an accurate enough picture.   
 
The World Bank seminar of 19-20 March 2001 leading to the establishment of his group was in name 
about  the easier International Development Goals, not the Declaration.  
 
The discussions at that seminar were not just about how to "implement the Millennium Declaration".    
 
The intention of his group was stated at the seminar, and later by the rich countries' club, the OECD, 
as to merge the two sets of goals.   
 
That was confirmed by the heads of UN agencies in a note to UN country offices on 6 November 
2001.] 

 

"The experts were quite confident that the international community would be able to cut extreme 
poverty by half by 2015 at the global level, barring a catastrophe such as a World War III, and 
provided that a 1990 baseline was the starting point.... 1   [!] ... 
 
 
As Kofi Annan later remarked: “The MDGs, and their standardized rating system for evaluating 
progress in development contained in their simple and universally accessible aspirations, have 
provided a mechanism for civil society in all parts of the world to hold governments to account  2"  [!] 
 
[I would be surprised if Professor Doyle was unaware that the more ambitious promises to which the 
public should be holding the governments to account were in the Millennium Declaration and other 
outcome documents.]  

 
"1 ... I should mention that I directed the Secretariat group preparing the Roadmap report and co-
chaired the group of inter-agency experts who crystallized the MDGs from the Millennium 
Declaration [!] and selected the indicators [!] that would best measure those goals and targets."  [!] 

 
[Professor Doyle misleads on what he "should" say, and on what he did at the time.  
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In reality he co-chaired a group specifically tasked to "harmonise" the earlier IDGs and the  
Declaration, which chose targets, not just indicators.   
 
It is surprising how untrue these accounts from "MDG architects" are.] 

 
"2 Kofi Annan, Interventions: A Life in War and Peace (New York: Penguin, 2012), p245."  

 
Michael W. Doyle 
Lessons from the MDGs for Implementing the SDGs 
United Nations, New York 
February 29, 2016 
https://www.iom.int/sites/default/files/our_work/ICP/IDM/2016_IDM/Statement-Michael-Doyle.pdf  

 
 
 
Professor Doyle's account obscures and misleads on what he and his colleagues actually did, which 
was to substitute some new, easier targets for what leaders had agreed. 
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The misleading equation: "in school = completing a full course" 

 
 
Perhaps we might say there are no wrong numbers anywhere, just wrong communication about them. 
 
 
PolitiFact here makes some interesting points, but misses that the official statistics are not on the 

pledge by world leaders. 
 
 
The Millennium Declaration says, 
 
"19. We resolve:... 

• To ensure that, by the same date, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete 

a full course of primary schooling and that girls and boys will have equal access to all levels of 
education." 
 
 
That does not just mean children are "in school".   
 
Being in school means your parents don't have to look after you, but it doesn't mean you complete a 
course.  It is not a child-care target, but an education target. 
 
"Equal access to education" is not just about attendance either.   Nor are "gender disparity", "gender 
inequality" or "gender imbalance". 

 
In the so-called "Millennium Development Goals": 

 
"Goal 2: Achieve universal primary education  

Target 2.A: Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be able to complete 

a full course of primary schooling" 
 
"Goal 3: Promote gender equality and empower women  

Target 3.A: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005, and 
in all levels of education no later than 2015" 

 

 

PolitiFact says: 
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"One of the original [?] Millennium Development Goals was to ensure that every child would be able 
to complete primary school." 

It might have helped their analysis if they had quoted a target directly. 

 
Could "a full course" mean "not of good quality" ? 
 
Could it mean "of good quality, but the student did not learn"?    

 
The Millennium pledge clearly implies a learning outcome, which must mean the course was of good 
quality and the student completed the objective.   
 
 

Leaders in 2005 said: 

 
"44. We reaffirm our commitment to support developing country efforts  
 
[Misleading. The commitment was in fact to ensure, not to "support efforts to ensure".] 
 
"to ensure that all children have access to and complete free and compulsory primary education of 

good quality, to eliminate gender inequality and imbalance and to renew efforts to improve girls’ 
education.  
 
We also commit ourselves to continuing to support the efforts of developing countries in the 
implementation of the Education for All initiative, including with enhanced resources of all types 
through the Education for All fast-track initiative in support of country-led national education plans." 

 
Note that a "commitment to support developing country efforts to ensure" is very different from "We 

resolve...To ensure".  
 
Also, "Education for All" is, unsurprisingly, a programme for adults as well as children. 

The clue is in the name. 
 
 

What about leaders in 2015? 

"Quality" and "relevant and effective learning outcomes" are what is promised in any case by 
"complete a full course". 
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"Goal 4. Ensure inclusive and equitable quality education and promote lifelong learning 
opportunities for all   
 
4.1 By 2030, ensure that all girls and boys complete free, equitable and quality primary and 
secondary education leading to relevant and effective learning outcomes   

4.2 By 2030, ensure that all girls and boys have access to quality early childhood development, care 
and pre-primary education so that they are ready for primary education   

4.3 By 2030, ensure equal access for all women and men to affordable and quality technical, 
vocational and tertiary education, including university   
 
4.4 By 2030, substantially increase the number of youth and adults who have relevant skills, including 
technical and vocational skills, for employment, decent jobs and entrepreneurship  

4.5 By 2030, eliminate gender disparities in education and ensure equal access to all levels of 
education and vocational training for the vulnerable, including persons with disabilities, indigenous 
peoples and children in vulnerable situations  

4.6 By 2030, ensure that all youth and a substantial proportion of adults, both men and women, 
achieve literacy and numeracy"   

 
[!] 
 
 
 
 
PolitiFact: 

 

"Now, are there half as many children out of school today as there were 15 years ago? 

Benjamin Edwards, spokesman for USAID, told us that Smith’s source was the United Nations 2015 
Millennium Development Goals report. In the section on education, it says, "Currently, 57 million 
children of primary school age are estimated to be out of school, down from 100 million in 2000." 
And in a list of bullet points, the report says the number has "fallen by almost half." 

We note that if you do the math, the actual estimated decline is 43 percent. 

So what we have is a sort of statistical glide. The writers of a UN report massaged 43 percent to make 
it "almost half," then someone at USAID moved things a bit further by dropping the qualifier "almost" 
and Smith ends up saying "there are half as many children out of school." 
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This might not matter, except there’s reason to question the underlying estimate in that UN report. In 
fact, while the gains since 2000 are significant, current trends could be negative, not positive. 

The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, better known as UNESCO, is 
the keeper of the original data. The most recent information goes only to 2013. Based on UNESCO's 
actual figures, the number of out-of-school children fell by 40 percent from 2000-13, as we can see in 
this table: 

 

 

2000 

2013 

Change 2000-13 

 
 
World 

98,654,408 

59,256,395 

40% 

 

Caucasus and Central Asia 

358,127 

342,111 
 
4% 

 

Latin America & the Caribbean 

3,330,636 

4,066,213 

-22% 

 

Northern Africa 

1,935,001 
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232,304 

88% 

 

Sub-Saharan Africa 

42,873,204 

32,960,434 

23% 

 

Western Asia 

3,039,656 

2,045,168 

33% 

 

Eastern Asia 

5,924,921 

2,680,949 

55% 

 

South-Eastern Asia 

4,745,734 

3,636,624 

23% 

 

Southern Asia 

33,849,211 

10,349,757 

69% 
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Oceania 

330,316 

188,308 

43% 

 

So based on hard data, the gains look less and less like "about half." 

On top of that, in its 2015 report on out-of-school children, UNESCO flagged that there has been 
largely no progress since 2007. That year, about 60 million young children were not in school. And 
the agency warned that the situation could deteriorate. 

"Progress has stalled and there are serious concerns that unless something changes — and fast — 
hard-won achievements on primary enrollment could begin to erode," the report said. 

A 2015 UNESCO policy paper put the problem in starker terms. It highlighted that the number of out-
of-school children has been rising since 2010. That is true for both primary and secondary school-age 
children. 

Curiously, the writers of the UN Millennium Development Goals report had this information and 
posited that progress, at least globally, would continue. We looked at their statistical annex and found 
no explanation for this positive forecast. 

Elaine Unterhalter, professor of education and international development at University College 
London, told us there’s even more reason today to doubt that steady progress is under way. 

"The gains are based on data before the large-scale refugee crisis engulfing Syria and Iraq, and the 
internal displacement in Nigeria and Sudan," Unterhalter said. "So, while definitely there are gains, 
we must be cautious about over-claiming." 

 

Uneven gains and stalled progress 

While Smith’s figure is a bit high and runs counter to the trends since 2010, a further flaw is that it 
masks enormous regional variation. Southern Asia, which includes India, drove down the number of 
out-of-school children by nearly 70 percent. Northern Africa, reaching from Morocco to Egypt, had 
far fewer children to educate but saw nearly a 90 percent decrease in those that were not in school. 

Those gains stand in sharp contrast to the numbers for Latin America and the Caribbean where the 
problem grew worse, not better. In Sub-Saharan Africa with the largest number of young children, the 
decline was only about 25 percent. Sub-Saharan Africa faces a particular challenge. It is a region 
where the rising population of school-age children is rapidly outstripping the capacity of governments 
to expand their education systems. 
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In its 2015 report, UNESCO said that decreases in just 11 nations accounted for over half of the 
global decline. Nicole Bella, a senior policy analyst at UNESCO, told us a key factor in those gains 
was pretty basic -- money. 

"Low- and lower-middle income countries have allocated a higher percentage of Gross National 
Product to education since 1999, and aid to education has more than doubled in real terms," Bella 
said. 

Governments built more schools, hired more teachers and cut or eliminated school fees. Bella said 
some also started feeding students and passed laws designed to reach kids who live in poorer 
households. She noted that the poorest children are "four times more likely not to go to school than 
the richest children, and five times more likely not to complete primary school." 

But Bella told us that government efforts to get more children into school have slowed. Unterhalter 
said that there’s no simple solution to dealing with the remaining out-of-school children. The issues 
are many, and so a wide range of strategies would need to be brought to bear. 

 

Major hurdles 

The UNESCO study found that the single greatest reason why children aren’t in school when they 
should be is war and other forms of armed conflict. Fighting destroys schools, scatters students and 
teachers, and often draws teenagers directly into the conflict as fighters themselves. 

Following the impact of war on schooling, the report cites "entrenched gender roles" that 
systematically reduce the opportunities for girls to go to school in the first place, or to remain in 
school if they start. 

The demand for child labor, and the family’s need for a child to work, also diverts children from an 
education. 

One of the original [?] Millennium Development Goals was to ensure that every child would be able 
to complete primary school. That goal has not been met and according to UNESCO, there is a real 
risk it will slide further out of reach. 

 

Our ruling 

Smith said that there are half as many primary-age children out of school today as there were 15 
years ago. That’s a bit high. Smith took the words in an UN report that described the gains as "almost 
half" and dropped the qualifier. That would be a minor issue except the UN language itself was based 
on a projection that runs counter to the findings of the UN’s main agency on education, UNESCO. 
Based on hard data, the actual number is about 40 percent, and most important, the trend since 2010 
is negative. We also note that the global figure masks large regional differences where progress has 
been absent or much more limited. 
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The statement is partially accurate but leaves out important details. We rate it Half True." 

 
USAID head overshoots gains on getting more kids into school 
PolitiFact Global News Service 
17 March 2016 
http://www.politifact.com/global-news/statements/2016/mar/17/gayle-smith/usaid-head-overshoots-
gains-getting-more-kids-scho/ 

 

....................................... 
 
 
 

"DFID has robust processes in place to ensure transparency and accountability. It has “world-class 
expertise in transparency”, and is rated Very Good by the International Aid Transparency Initiative 
(IATI)" 
 
UK aid: allocation of resources: interim report 
House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published on 22 March 2016 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201516/cmselect/cmintdev/927/927.pdf  
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Millennium Development Goals  

(Measurements, Indicators, and Research Methods for Sustainability)   

Rebeca GRYNSPAN and Luis F. LOPEZ-CALVA 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability 

Current Version: 2016 

 

"Millennium Development Goals  
(Measurements, Indicators, and Research Methods for Sustainability)  
 
In September 2000 , world leaders convened at the United Nations Millennium Summit to address 
ways in which a global partnership could simultaneously support growth, reduce poverty, and achieve 
sustainable development. As a result of those efforts, 189 countries adopted the Millennium 
Declaration. Through that declaration they committed themselves to alleviate extreme poverty and to 
tackle several deprivations, setting eight broad, quantifiable objectives..." 

 

 
 

World Bank   

Marisa B. VAN SAANEN 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability 

Current Version: 2016 
 

"Development progress is measured by a wide range of benchmarks, including the United 
Nations’ Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs ), adopted in 2000..." 

 

 

 
 

Development, Sustainable  

(The Business of Sustainability)   
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L. Hunter LOVINS 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability 

Current Version: 2016 

 

"In 2000 , the member-states of the United Nations endorsed the Millennium Development Goals ( 
MDGs ). These set quantifiable targets..." 

 
 
 
 
Investment Law, Foreign   

Kate MILES 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability  

Current Version:  

2016 
 
 

"Addressing inequalities in the funding of development is a key component of the Millennium 

Development Goals as set out in the U.N. Millennium Declaration ( 2000 ) ." 

 
 
 
..................................... 

 

 

Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  

A Dictionary of Epidemiology (6 ed.) 

Current Version:  

2016 

 
"Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  
 
Drawn from the actions and targets contained in the Millenium Declaration, which was adopted 
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during the United Nations Millennium Summit in 2000. to be achieved by 2015, the eight MDGs break 
down into 18 quantifiable targets measured by 48 indicators." 

 

Oxford Reference 
 
 
......................... 

 

 
 
"the world achieved the millennium development goal of halving the proportion of people without 
access to safe drinking water by 2015" 

The Guardian 
22 March 2016 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2016/mar/22/papua-new-guinea-worst-access-
clean-water-wateraid  

 

 
 

"the launch of the United Nations’ millennium development goals in 2000" 

https://www.theguardian.com/health-revolution/2016/mar/22/data-health-world-disease-information-
smartphones-development  

 

 
 

"Now, the good news -- remember I said this is why I'm optimistic -- if you look at the U.N. 
Millennium goals that were set 20 years ago, we did not achieve all the goals.  But infant mortality 
has dropped dramatically during that period of time.  " 

Barack Obama 
23 March 2016 
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-press-office/2016/03/23/remarks-president-obama-young-
leaders-americas-initiative-town-hall 
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Millennium Development Goals, which were adopted [!] in 2000 [!] " 

https://www.theguardian.com/sustainable-business/2016/mar/29/sustainable-development-goals-how-
can-the-mining-sector-contribute 

 

 
 
 
 
"United Nations Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), eight global policy goals designed to end 
extreme poverty worldwide by 2015. [!] The eight goals—the product of a working committee made 
up of the World Bank, the World Health Organisation, the Organization for Economic Co-operation 
and Development, and several United Nations (UN) organizations—were adopted by acclamation by 
world leaders from 189 countries at the 2000 UN Millennium Summit, which was held in New York 
City on September 6–8, 2000." 

United Nations Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
Britannica.com 
Last updated: March 2016 
https://www.britannica.com/topic/United-Nations-Millennium-Development-Goals  
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PolitiFact: 
 

"When the United Nations unveiled the eight target areas that would make the world a better place in 

2000, there was much skepticism that international leaders had bitten off more than they could chew. 
The Millennium Development Goals as they were called" 
 
 
[Incorrect.  The areas "unveiled" in 2000 were not called the "Millennium Development Goals".   
 
The Millennium Declaration covered far more than the eight "MDGs", which were generally easier 
and narrower than what leaders agreed in 2000.   
 
The scepticism in 2000 was not directed at the easier 25-year targets, which are of uncertain status in 
UN resolutions, but about what leaders actually pledged, which was both a 15-year programme and 
broader goals on such things as human rights.]  
 
"came with a long list of quantifiable targets...to be achieved by 2015." 

Fact-checking USAID chief on global poverty and education 
PolitiFact Global News Service 
25 March 2016 
http://www.politifact.com/global-news/article/2016/mar/25/fact-checking-usaid-chief-global-poverty-
and-educa/ 

 
 
 

................................................... 

 

 

 

National statistical offices, which the World Bank poverty monitors had already said were changing 
the questions for the "poverty" numbers, mislead on their own statistics:  

 

"First introduced in 1990, this well-defined indicator is based on comprehensive monetary welfare 
measures (either income or consumption) collected from household surveys conducted by NSOs 
[National Statistical Offices]. It is well documented, widely understood  
 
[!]  
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and is a meaningful statistic  
 
[!]  
 
for monitoring progress towards eradicating extreme poverty. By using Purchasing Power Parity 
(PPP) exchange rates and a common poverty line, this indicator is comparable  
 
[?]  
 
across countries and over time. The measures for each country can be relatively easily and 
consistently [!] aggregated into regional and global aggregates." 

 

Provisional Proposed Tiers for SDG Indicators  
Inter-Agency and Expert Group  
24 March 2016 
unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/meetings/iaeg-sdgs-meeting-03/Provisional-Proposed-Tiers-for-SDG-
Indicators-24-03-16.pdf  

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
"IAEG-SDGs 

Inter-agency Expert Group on SDG Indicators 

On 6 March 2015, at its forty-sixth session, the United Nations Statistical Commission created an 
Inter-agency and Expert Group on SDG Indicators (IAEG-SDGs), composed of Member States and 
including regional and international agencies as observers." 

http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/ 
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"Who is on the IAEG-SDG? 
The UK is Chair of the UNSC and will be a member of the IAEG-SDGs ex-officio. 
Italy and the Philippines have been elected as co-chairs." 

Briefing note on Inter-agency and Expert Group on SDG indicators (IAEG-SDG) and High-Level 
Group (HLG) 
June 2015 
www.wateraid.org/~/media/Publications/BriefingnoteonInteragencyandExpertGrouponSDGindicators
.pdf 

 

 
 

"IAEG-SDG 

Membership 

The following United Nations Member States are currently members of the Inter-Agency and Expert 
Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators: 

Eastern Africa: 
    Tanzania 
    Uganda 

Middle and Southern Africa: 
    Botswana 
    Cameroon 

Western Africa: 
    Cabo Verde 
    Senegal 

Northern Africa: 
    Algeria 
 
Western Asia: 
    Armenia 
    Bahrain 
    Egypt 

 
Central, Eastern, Southern, and South-Eastern Asia: 
    China 
    India 
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    Kyrgyzstan 
    The Philippines 

Oceania: 
    Fiji 
    Samoa 

The Caribbean: 
    Cuba 
    Jamaica 

Central and South America: 
    Brazil* 
    Colombia 
    Mexico 

Eastern Europe: 
    Russian Federation 

North America and Northern, Southern and Western Europe: 
    Canada 
    France 
    Germany 
    The Netherlands 
    Sweden 

* The Chair of the United Nations Statistical Commission is a member of the IAEG-SDGs ex-officio." 

 
Inter-agency Expert Group on SDG Indicators 
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/iaeg-sdgs/members 

 

 
 

 

 

"Terms of reference for the Inter-agency Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators  

1. 

The Inter-agency Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators (IAEG-SDGs) will:  
 
(a) 
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Develop an indicator framework and a list of indicators...to be adopted by the Statistical Commission 
at its 47th session in 2016;  

(b) 

Provide technical support for the implementation of  the approved indicator and monitoring 
framework over the 15-year period...and encourage good practices and innovations... 

 (d) 

Report on progress towards the goals and targets of the post-2015 development agenda at the global 
level, based on global and regional aggregates, as mandated;  

.... 

2. 

The group will consist of 28 representatives of national statistical offices and include, as observers, 
representatives of regional commissions and regional and international agencies, including those 
responsible for global reporting on the MDGs, to provide important technical advice and support as 
needed. ... 
 
3.  .... The existing global monitoring groups, generally composed of representatives of national 

statistical systems and experts from international agencies, working on specific indicators, will 
contribute to the work of the Inter-agency Expert Group on Sustainable Development Goal Indicators 
as deemed appropriate by the IAEG-SDGs. . In addition, as deemed appropriate, global monitoring 
groups will be formed bringing together national and international experts that will support the 
IAEG-SDGs on the selection and definition of indicators and data compilation and reporting to 
monitor progress in new and emerging areas covered by the new goals and targets." 

Inter-agency Expert Group on SDG Indicators 
Terms of Reference (April 2015) 
http://unstats.un.org/files/IAEG-SDGs%20-%20Terms%20of%20Reference%20(April%202015).pdf 

 
 
 
 
 

"2000: Millennium Development Goals launched at a United Nations summit" 

International Finance Corporation 
World Bank 
Date appears to be 2015 or 2016 
www.ifc.org/wps/wcm/connect/bf70d32f-04fa-4d85-939d-
a4287ae0b391/IFC_Timeline.pdf?MOD=AJPERES  
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"In 2000, the United Nations hosted a Millennium Summit with the aim of defining a blueprint for 
action, agreed by all the world's countries and leading development institutions...  
This summit culminated in the creation of eight [!] development goals with targets designed to support 
action from 'halving extreme poverty' to 'halting the spread of HIV/ AIDS', with the end date of 2015. 
While the Millennium Development Goals are acknowledged to have made huge positive strides..." 

UK Meteorological Office 
29 March 2016 
http://www.metoffice.gov.uk/barometer/features/2016-03/working-together-for-a-resilient-future 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An explanation for the 1990 baseline which I have never seen before:  

 
 

"Experience with Baselines with MDGs  
 
• The MDGs were adopted in 2000 [!] with an end  
date of 2015.  
 
• The baseline year for global tracking of MDG  
indicators was established as 1990 in order to  
allow for comparing trends before and after  
the adoption of the MDGs " 
 
[!] 
 
"The 2030 Agenda makes no specific reference  
to a baseline year(s) for global tracking" 
 
Third Meeting of the Inter-agency and Expert Group 
Sustainable Development Goal Indicators  
Establishment of baselines for tracking 
global trends in SDG indicators  
30 March – 1 April 2016  
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Mexico City, Mexico  
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/meetings/iaeg-sdgs-meeting-03/3rd-IAEG-SDGs-presentation-UNSD-
-Baselines.pdf 

 

 
 
 

"the launch of the MDGs in 2000" 

The Guardian 
3 April 2016 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2016/apr/03/my-careers-
biggest-lesson-no-women-no-development  
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UK Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology: 

 

"(MDGs) that ran from 2000  
 
[!]  
 
to 2015. The MDGs aimed to halve the proportion of people without access to ‘improved’ (safe) " 
 
[Comment: The official monitors are quite clear that "improved sources" does not mean "safe".  The 
term "improved drinking water" is not generally used, and is not in the MDGs.]  
 
"drinking water and sanitation. The water target was met" 
 
[Comment:  There is not evidence that the target was met.  Three problems with the POST claim:  The 
target is in fact on "sustainable access" to "safe" water, and does not have the easier 1990 baseline 
which the authors seem to be using].    
 
 
"although the sanitation figures fell short of the target by 700 million people (Figure 1). 1" 
 
 
 
[Comment:  The UN's "700 million" claim is in the context of a 1990 baseline.  
 
http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/monitoring/jmp-2015-key-facts/en/ , section B1.  
 
However, in reality there is no "1990" baseline in the water/sanitation MDG target. The relevant 
target for water and sanitation, 7C, is  
 
"Halve, by 2015, the proportion...".  
 
This is in contrast to other targets which are "between 1990 and 2015".  
 
Using the UN data from http://www.wssinfo.org/data-estimates/tables/ , leaving aside questions of 
definition, I calculate the shortfall from the MDG target (the same as that agreed in 2002 at the 
Johannesburg Summit) using a 2000 baseline as 875 million people, not 700 million.] 
 
 
"These headline figures...do not capture issues such as the affordability, quality and longevity of 
services." 
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[Comment:  But the same applies to POST's claim about a "met" water target, and so invalidates it.] 
 
 

"Over 660 million [!] people lack access to clean [!] water."  1 
 
 
[Comment: "Over 660 million" appears true according to the official monitors, but is misleading.  The 
official monitors stated in 2011: 
"At the current rate of progress, 672 million people will not use improved drinking water sources in 
2015. It is likely that many hundreds of millions more will still lack sustainable access to safe 
drinking water" 
UNICEF/WHO 2011 
www.wssinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/resources/report_wash_low.pdf  
- end of MB comment.  Parliamentary Office states:] 

 
 
"More comprehensive data collection will be required to monitor progress towards these targets. 
Other challenges include engaging communities" [!] 

 

 
The Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology 
Postnote 521  
Access to Water and Sanitation  



2129 

April 2016  
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/POST-PN-0521/POST-PN-0521.pdf 

 

 
 
"MDGs 

The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) are eight international development goals that were 
established following the Millennium Summit of the United Nations in 2000, following the adoption of 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration. All 189 United Nations member states at the time and at 
least 23 international organizations committed to help achieve these goals." [!] 

Aid Transparency Index 
MDGs 
April 2016 
http://ati.publishwhatyoufund.org/glossary-term/mdgs/ 

 
 
 
 

"2000 when the United Nations set its 2015 millennium development goals." 

The Guardian 
13 April 2016 
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2016/apr/13/aid-spending-pushed-up-by-refugee-crisis-oecd-
says 

 
 
 
 

Alan Rusbridger, editor of the Guardian from 1995 to May 2015, contradicts the evidence in 2016  - 
perhaps unaware that after his time as editor, the Guardian amended output following a complaint: 

 
"we soon started a conversation with The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation about creating a Global 
Development Hub so that we could build on the expertise and experience we’d garnered in Uganda 
and elsewhere to provide special focus on the Millennium Development Goals — the eight targets set 
in 2000 by the United Nations Millennium Declaration [!] with the aim of improving the lives of the 
world’s poorest people by 2015. After a trial period the Gates Foundation agreed a $5.7 million grant 
to last for six years. 



2130 

By now we were getting used to the idea of attracting money from foundations and established clear 
and transparent rules. 
 
... 
 
Does it cause us ethical dilemmas? Well, the dangers are obvious, and we have done our best to be 
transparent about them and to create clear rules so that people are clear about what it is they’re 
reading. The most high-profile stories have been followed up around [the] world: none has been 

subjected to criticism for the accuracy or quality of our reporting.  [!] 
 
[Grossly misleading.  In reality the Guardian had in October 2015 (after Mr Rusbridger's time as 
editor had ended), published a (garbled) account of my criticism about the accuracy of its coverage of 
"Millennium" development goals.     
 
In light of the complaints, including the mention of the World Food Summit pledge, it should not have 
been too hard to see that the Guardian's whole focus on the generally easier, narrower "Millennium 

Development Goal" targets was based on factual error. 
 
The supposed legitimacy of the "MDGs" was due to the perception that they were the goals agreed 
between UN member states.   But if that were true, there would be a) a resolution to that effect from 
the early 2000s, and b) no current pledges or goals which went beyond them.   
 
The Guardian's strange and weak purported defence was based on further inaccuracy and vagueness:  
 
1) "what the UN would define as a current rate in 2000 is debatable"; 
 
2) "If they looked, their current rates would likely be 1990"; 
 
3) misdescribing the complaint, omitting the worse, clearer errors about the baseline and omitting the 
other error about "developing regions". 
 

"Debatable" and "likely" is not exactly a ringing defence of its own coverage.  Nor is it a reasonable 
journalistic basis for continuing to present the misleading claims as not just "likely" but somehow 
based on solid facts which the Guardian never produced. 
 
The Guardian continued to mislead after receiving the complaints - and even after the readers' editor 
stated that he had spent much time reading and consulting experts on the matter.    
 
I say "purported defence" above partly because the Guardian misrepresented the complaints.   
 
Given the theme of the enterprise Mr Rusbridger is discussing, it is not surprising that stories about 
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"MDGs" were given a "high profile" on the site.  He also said:] 
 

"a combination of time and ring-fenced budget means we can discover and work with new sources in 
unusual places. But even more importantly, we as an editorial team have time to talk, think about, and 
develop new ideas. We have time to read. We have time to actually enjoy being editors! 
 

3. Time to be thorough [!] 

Another regular bit of feedback we get is that our stories ‘read well’, and look distinctive. This just 
means we are blessed with the time to do a proper editing job — including planning the 
images/multimedia to go with our stories from the outset. We don’t have a limitless photo budget by 
any means, but again, not being tied to a news agenda means we can delay stories until all the 
constituent parts are properly ready. We never have to rush a story up." 
 
Alan Rusbridger 
Editor of the Guardian from 1995 to May 2015 
20 April 2016 
http://www.americanpressinstitute.org/publications/alan-rusbridger-clear-rules/ 

 

 

The inaccuracy Mr Rusbridger makes  – which, if he saw even the Guardian's garbled and misleading 
public response of October 2015 to my complaint, he could have worked out - would perhaps be 
embarrassing to one or more of the Guardian's funders.  
 
Admitting what the actual complaints were, and the evidence supplied in support of them, would 
mean admitting that the Guardian had misled the public for many years, understating world leaders' 
commitments to them - but also that some of their funders had misled the public.   This is exactly the 
kind of risk involved in taking money from foundations. 

Bill and Melinda Gates have made similar misleading statements, but the inaccuracies being revealed 
widely might be more embarrassing for organisations, such as news organisations, whose heads have 
a clearer ostensible duty to inform the public correctly or to know such things, or both. 

The American Press Institute page also reads,  

"This essay is part of “Charting new ground: The ethical terrain of nonprofit journalism,” API 
research exploring the philanthropic funding of journalism. Read the other essays." 
 
 
But the Guardian may have gone beyond what most people would understand by "philanthropic 
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funding" or, Mr Rusbridger's word, "foundations".   
 
The Guardian has partnered with both the FAO and the Global Environment Facility, whose trustee is 
the World Bank.   
 
It therefore appears that the Guardian may have been funded for some stories by the taxpayer, through 
intergovernmental organisations. 

In complaining to the Guardian in 2015, I submitted evidence that the newspaper had in 2000 told 
readers that the baseline the Millennium Summit was going to adopt was 2000.    
 
I also directed the readers' editor to an exchange with an FAO statistician on the Guardian's website.  
In that exchange the FAO man insisted that, as the FAO has been claiming, the baseline for the 1996 
World Food Summit pledge - "present level" -  was "1990-2".   I disproved his and the FAO's claim. 
 
I cited on the Guardian website, and later supplied to the Guardian readers' editor in support of the 
complaints, evidence that the baseline was accepted as 1996, using earlier documents from the FAO 
itself.   
 
The FAO began, around the year 2000, wrongly claiming that the baseline was 1990-2 (contradicting 
its earlier documents including actual forms used by countries).   
 
The Guardian, if it received funding from the FAO or other organisations which had misled about the 
Millennium pledge baseline such as Unicef, WHO or UNDP, might have a financial disincentive to 
tell the truth.    

In addition to erring on what leaders pledged in 2000, Mr Rusbridger and his former colleagues may 
have erred on the scope of journalistic and moral pitfalls involved in taking money from organisations 
funded by politicians.   

 
 
...................... 

 
 
 
"OXFORD – From 2000 [!] to 2015, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) focused minds and 
budgets on global poverty" 

Ngaire Woods  
Unsustainable Development Goals?  
April 2016 
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https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/unsustainable-development-goals-by-ngaire-woods-
2016-04  
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I was pleased to find these authors were relating some true facts about the history of the MDGs until I 
saw their mistakes: 

 

 
"The Millennium Development Goals and Education: Accountability and Substitution in Global 
Assessment 

James H. Bisbee 1, James R. Hollyer 2, B. Peter Rosendorff 3, and James Raymond Vreeland 4 

1 New York University 
2 University of Minnesota 
3 New York University 
4 Georgetown University 

April 2016 

Abstract 

Existing work has argued that precise international metrics and assessments, such as the Millennium 
Development Goals, induce governments to alter policies in pursuit of these metrics. In this paper, we 
explore the extent to which these effects alter the equilibrium composition of public goods provision. 

Governments with finite resources must make trade-offs in public goods investments. If international 
metrics do have an effect on state behavior, we expect to see these effects not only in the targeted 
metric but also in related metrics. However, a government’s ability to respond to international 
metrics is conditional on state characteristics such as democratic accountability and transparency. 
Our specific context examines primary and secondary school enrollment rates adjust to the 
Millennium Declaration across 114 countries with varying levels of transparency and democracy. We 
document evidence of a substitution effect in which the cointegrated relationship between primary and 
secondary enrollment rates responds to a country’s adoption of the Millennium Declaration. 
Substantively, we find that countries substitute away from secondary and tertiary enrollment rates 
toward primary following their adoption of the Millennium Declaration and that this effect is 
mitigated as government transparency rises. We do not find robust evidence of a similar process that 
varies by democratic accountability. 

 
*James Hollyer would like to thank the Niehaus Center on Globalization and Governance and the 
Benjamin Lippincott foundation for research support. 

Introduction 
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In September 2000, following the conclusion of the Millennium Summit, the UN General Assembly 
approved a declaration...the Declaration advanced resolutions to achieve key numeric targets – for 
instance halving of the proportion of the population living on less than one USD [! – what the dollar 
is precisely not] per day... 
 
Subsequent negotiations – notably a World Bank conference ‘From Consensus to Action: a Seminar 
on the International Development Goals’ and the Secretary General’s 2001 report Road Map 
Towards the Implementation of the United Nations Millennium Declaration – instantiated these aims 
into the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) (Hulme, 2009)." 
 
[!] 

The Millennium Development Goals and Education: Accountability and Substitution in Global 
Assessment 
April 2016 
https://wp.nyu.edu/faculty-rosendorff/wp-content/uploads/sites/1510/2016/05/Bisbee-
BHRVGlobalAcctMDG_4242016.pdf 

 
 
 
 
 
"These reforms were institutionalised in the Millennium Development Goals in 2000, [!] and then in 
the Paris/SDG Agreements, turning democracy and poverty reduction into a binding  obligation. The 
MDGs were adopted at ‘the largest ever gathering of heads of state [!] [… who] promised’ to 
cooperate to advance development and reduce poverty by 2015."  

E. A. Brett 
London School of Economics 
April 2016 
www.lse.ac.uk/internationalDevelopment/pdf/WP/WP176.pdf  

 

 

 

"governments committed to achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which are a set of 
development goals agreed upon by world leaders in 2000.  Despite the progress that has been made, 
one of the most prominent goals for 2015 (MDG-4), which aims to reduce the child mortality by two-
thirds from the level in 1990...." 
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Nature 
Scientific Reports 6 
Online 14 April 2016 
http://www.nature.com/articles/srep24527 

 

 

 
"the Millennium Development Goals adopted in 2000" [!] 

U.S. Department of State Official Blog 
Data, Design, and Factivists: The Unexpected Formula for Global Progress? 
DipNote 
April 18, 2016 
https://blogs.state.gov/stories/2016/04/18/data-design-and-factivists-unexpected-formula-global-
progress  

 

 

 
"In September 2000, 189 world leaders signed a declaration on eight Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs) to improve the lives of women, men, and children in their respective countries (United 
Nations General Assembly 2000). Goal 5a calls for the reduction of maternal mortality by 75 percent 
between 1990 and 2015. " 

 
Filippi V, Chou D, Ronsmans C, Graham W, Say L. 
Levels and Causes of Maternal Mortality and Morbidity  
In: Black RE, Laxminarayan R, Temmerman M, Walker N, editors. 
Reproductive, Maternal, Newborn, and Child Health: Disease Control Priorities, Third Edition 
(Volume 2).  
The International Bank for Reconstruction and Development /  
The World Bank; 2016 Apr. Chapter 3. 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27227230 

 

 

"Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP)  
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I beg to move, 

That this House has considered clean water and sanitation in Africa. .... 

  
Dr Blackman-Woods [speaking:]....millennium development goals, which ran from 2000 
 
[!] 
 
 to 2015 and aimed to halve the number  
 
[!]  
 
of people without access to improved drinking water and sanitation. Interestingly, the water target 
was met  
 
[!] 
 
but the sanitation target was not met by a considerable amount—about 700 million  
 
[?]  
 
people. ... 

Globally, one in 10 people  
 
[!]  
 
still has no access to a safe [!] water source" 
 
Mr Hurd.... The world met the millennium development goal for drinking water in 2010" 

[! - Not a goal, not safe water, not shown to be 2010; the agreed MDG target was harder, since it had a 
baseline of 2000.] 

Clean Water and Sanitation (Africa) - Hansard Online 
21 April 2016  
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-04-
21/debates/16042144000001/CleanWaterAndSanitation(Africa)  
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........................................................................ 
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Does Angela Merkel think she can know the number of people in "consumption poverty" without 
knowing the quality of the water? 
 
Does she think that just because poor people spent more, they must be now richer? 
 

 
 
"Here is one piece of good news at least in a world in which we hear so much bad news every day: 
since the year 2000, we have succeeded in halving global poverty." 
 
[MB: I am not sure which researcher, if any, makes that claim about "global poverty" rather than 
"extreme poverty". 
 
If poor people are living longer, then clearly other things being equal there is less poverty. 
 
But that would depend on the value you assign to life, which is not an objective matter. 
 
It would also depend on having statistics.  
 
Did her audience note the difference between income and profit?] 
 

Speech by Federal Chancellor Dr Angela Merkel at the 49th Annual Meeting of the Asian 
Development Bank Board of Governors in Frankfurt am Main  
2 May 2016 
https://www.deutschland-kann-das.de/Content/EN/Reden/2016/2016-05-02-bkin-rede-asian-
develpoment-bank_en.html?nn=709674  

 

 

 
"As the United Nations celebrates its 70th anniversary, the international community has taken a 
major step toward ushering in a new era of sustainable development, an era of transformation in 
which all are protected and empowered.  

[!] 

The Sustainable Development Summit, which took place in New York on 25-27 September 2015, 
marked the adoption of “Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”. 
With this action, world leaders sought to launch the world on a path of inclusive, sustainable and 
resilient development. 
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Work to define the post-2015 agenda started a few years ago. It has been conducted through a very 
open and transparent  

[!] 
 
process. Millions of people all over the world have participated – from governments, international 
organizations, academia, civil society, and the private sector. This work builds on the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs) adopted in 2000, 
 
[!] 
 
 namely eight goals that the world community committed to achieving by 2015. The seventeen 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) take the MDGs a step further; presenting a universal agenda 
that is rights-based, people-centered and planet-sensitive. It is an agenda that should be taken as a 
whole, integrating in a balanced manner the three dimensions of sustainable development, with 
poverty eradication as its core. The SDGs aim at addressing the root causes instead of the symptoms 
and reflect the interconnectedness between development, peace and security." 

[MB: Is the fact that the rich are misleading the poor about what their governments pledged a 
symptom or part of a "root cause"?] 

Amina Mohammed  
Special Advisor to the United Nations Secretary-General  
on Post-2015 Development Planning  
Foreword  
United Nations: Reform, History, Review 
The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development: Global Commitments for a Better World  
Annual Review of United Nations Affairs 2014/2015 
Oxford University Press 
May 2016 
http://www.un-reform.net/aruna-2014-2015/foreword  
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/annual-review-of-united-nations-affairs-20142015-
9780190458782?q=Annual%20review%20of%20united%20nations%20affairs&lang=en&cc=gb 
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"By 2000....the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) had been set and endorsed by the United 
Nations" 

Richard Jolly and Ricardo Santos 
Institute of Development Studies 
University of Sussex 
May 2016 
http://bulletin.ids.ac.uk/idsbo/article/view/2715/html  

 
 

"the Millennium Development Goals agreed to in 2000." 

May 2016 
personal.lse.ac.uk/tenreyro/fertility.pdf  

 

 
 
"780 million people do not have regular access to clean water." 
 
Global Citizen 
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23 May 2016 
https://www.globalcitizen.org/en/content/water-and-sanitation-explainer/  

 

 

WJEC Geography examination paper 
  
© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 
 

GCSE 
4231/02 
GEOGRAPHY 
(Specification A) 
HIGHER TIER 
UNIT 1: Core Geography 
P.M. TUESDAY, 24 May 2016 
1 hour 

 

 

Question 6 (b): 

"Suggest why the UN set the Millennium Development Goals" 
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MB:   The question appears to be based on an error.  The examiners appear likely to expect an answer 
which does not take into account the reality:  member states had already set the Millennium pledges in 
September 2000 before the "MDGs" were proposed.   
 
From the WJEC marking scheme: 

"This marking scheme was used by WJEC for the 2016 examination. It was finalised after detailed 
discussion at examiners' conferences by all the examiners involved in the assessment. The conference 
was held shortly after the paper was taken so that reference could be made to the full range of 
candidates' responses, with photocopied scripts forming the basis of discussion. The aim of the 
conference was to ensure that the marking scheme was interpreted and applied in the same way by all 
examiners.  
 
…teachers may have different views on certain matters of detail or interpretation. 
 
WJEC regrets that it cannot enter into any discussion or correspondence about this marking scheme." 

 

… 

 

 

 

Question 6 (c) 

Describe the progress made by sub-Saharan countries towards meeting one or more of the goals 
you have studied. Use one or more examples to help your answer.  
 

 

Level 3  
5-6 marks  

Demonstrates detailed knowledge of 
progress made by sub-Saharan countries 
towards meeting one or more of the 
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Millennium Development Goals with 
appropriate example(s).  
Communication is clear, logical and has 
structure. Specialist terms are used with 
proficiency. Spelling, punctuation and 
grammar have consistent accuracy.  

 

 

"Expected answer: 

Assessing progress is challenging, because of the number of targets and countries involved,"  
 
[inadequately complete statement:  those are far from the only reasons] 
 
 
 
"as a regional sub-Saharan Africa remains furthest from meeting the MDGs. More than half of sub-
Saharan Africa's population (388 million people) is still living in extreme poverty"  
 
[Misleading.  The "expected answer" is a precise-sounding number, but it is on something 
fundamentally subjective.    
In any case, even the spending numbers alone are known to be unreliable: we can say something 
similar about inflation.   
The passage implies, wrongly, that there are estimates of needs and prices faced by poor people.] 

 
 
 
"and 239 million people are suffering from hunger. " 

[Is that figure for people suffering from hunger, or from severe chronic calorie lack as in the usual 
FAO claims? 
Why is WJEC expecting a precise number when these statistics also are known to be unreliable?] 

 
 
"Charities, such as NetsforLife delivering over 18 million nets in countries such as Ghana and 
Nigeria, have made significant progress in combatting malaria reducing the incidence by 30% and 
mortality rate by 50% since 2000." 

[What is the actual basis for these statements, beyond parroting the most simplistic public-relations 
material?    
Does WJEC have reliable statistics for the claims? 
Is it clear what the relevant populations are for the claims in the last sentence?] 
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WJEC 
GCSE Marking Scheme 
Geography - Specification A  
Unit 1 (Higher Tier)  
4231/02 
Summer 2016 
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"The adoption of the United Nations’ Millennium Development Goals at the turn of the century – 
followed by the Sustainable Development Goals in 2015 - presented a major challenge to 
statisticians" 

Royal Statistical Society 
Higher AIMS: Expanding our work in international development 
StatsLife 
25 May 2016 
https://www.statslife.org.uk/features/2897-higher-aims-expanding-our-work-in-international-
development 

 

 

......................................................................................... 
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Independent Commission for Aid Impact 

Assessing DFID’s Results in Water, Sanitation and Hygiene 

 

24 May 2016: 
 

 
 
 
"WASH was part of the international development agenda under the Millennium Development Goals 
(MDGs) from 2000 to 2015" 
 
 
Comment: Misleading and damaging.  Member states' actual agreement in 2000 was both wider and 
in some cases more ambitious than the later MDG framework.  
 
The actual Millennium pledge on water requires affordability.   
 

 

"The global MDGs target on clean water access was achieved in 2010"  
 
 
Comment:   Misleading. 
 
a) Data on water cleanliness are not available. 
 
b) Sustainability, a key part of the target, is not monitored. 
 
c) ICAI seems to be assuming a 1990 baseline which is not in the actual target. 
The official statistics do not indicate a halving of the proportion between 2000 and 2010, or even by 
2015, who lack access to so-called "improved sources". 
 
 
"...with an additional 2.6 billion people gaining access to improved drinking water..."  
 
 
Comment:  Misleading.   
ICAI here makes another important-sounding but unsupported claim.  It is not clear what a sensible 
definition of "improved drinking water" might be.  The available official data are not on "improved 
drinking water".  They are on so-called "improved sources". 
 
The term refers to type of source, and does not necessarily mean "improved water".  
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"...since 1990".  
 
Comment:  The baseline agreed in 2000, and for the MDG target as notified to OECD member states 
in September 2001, was 2000. 
 

 
ICAI:  
 
"Sub-Saharan Africa missed the drinking water target - while globally 663 million people  are still 
without access" 
 
 
Comment:  The figure is not of great relevance to either the pledge or the easier target.   
 
Firstly, "without access" to what?   
 
The Millennium pledge's "safe" and affordable water?   
 
The easier MDG target's "safe water"?  
ICAI's strange idea of "improved drinking water"?   
 
Or the "improved sources" which may not give either clean or improved water?  
 
Secondly, does ICAI mean sustainable access as specified in the MDG target, or something not 
specified in the target?   
 
"Target 7.C: Halve, by 2015, the proportion of people without sustainable access to safe drinking 
water and basic sanitation" 
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=Indicators/OfficialList.htm  

UNICEF and WHO stated in 2012 that it was:  
 
"likely that [in 2015] many hundreds of millions more [than in the official headline figures being 
quoted by ICAI] will still lack sustainable access to safe drinking water". "there is no evidence that 
the so-called “improved” technologies do provide safe water or adequate sanitation."  
 
 
 
ICAI state:   
 
"Progress towards the sanitation target lags much further behind: against an MDG target of 77% " 
 
 
Comment:  Would ICAI say MDG target 7c has a baseline of 2000 for water (original complaint of 2 
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July 2016 to UK Statistics Authority,  
millenniumdeclaration.org/Complaint from Matt Berkley 2 July 2016 to UK Statistics Authority on 
UK Government reporting.pdf  
page 40).and 1990 for sanitation?   
 

The target for sanitation would be 77.5% with a 1990 baseline, or 81% with a 2000 baseline.   

Source: 
http://www.wssinfo.org/data-estimates/tables/   

Please see pages 42-3 of the original complaint of 2 July 2016 to the UK Statistics Authority. 

 

 
"DFID is also a major funder of the WHO/Unicef Joint Monitoring Programme for Water Supply and 
Sanitation, which generated the data for MDGs reporting." 

 
 

Question: If DFID is a major funder of the JMP, why did DFID and ICAI not take notice of what the 
JMP said about  
 
a) the fact that the statistics used here by ICAI are not actually on clean water,  
 
and  
 
b) their opinion that the  number of people without clean water is likely to be far higher than 672 
million? 

 

 

The 2016 ICAI report also states: 

 
"There is research underway on improving value for money and sustainability in WASH. 
Much of this research is accessible online on the DFID funded R4D website.[34] The external 
stakeholders we spoke to all acknowledged the value of DFID’s investment in knowledge generation. 
We saw less evidence of DFID making use of lessons from other agencies." 

 
 
Independent Commission for Aid Impact: 
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Assessing DFID’s Results in Water, Sanitation and Hygiene 
24 May 2016  
http://icai.independent.gov.uk/html-report/wash/ 

 

 

................................... 

 
 

British MPs paid to "scrutinise" compare the SDGs to easier, narrower goals which the UK chose to 
publicise, instead of the actual, formal pledges made and constantly reaffirmed by the government.    
 
The government and "scrutineers" have failed to report on progress against the actual pledges, and 
instead falsely claim that the easier targets were what Mr Blair agreed in 2000: 

 
"Going far beyond their predecessor Millennium Development Goals, the SDGs set a new agenda for 
developed and developing countries alike, to address shared objectives and secure economic, social 
and environmental gains for all." 
 
Sustainable Development Goals: MPs call for clear leadership [!] across the whole of Government  
International Development Committee  
Select Committee Announcement No.04  
PUBLICATION OF REPORT  
UK implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals  
8 June 2016  

 
 

 
 
"(MDGs), which were adopted at the UN in September 2000 and expired in 2015.  
 
...the Goals provided a common focus for global development efforts from 2000–2015" 

 
UK implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals 
First Report of Session 2016–17 
House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published on 8 June 2016 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201617/cmselect/cmintdev/103/103.pdf  
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The same report appears to overstate reported progress on child mortality, as have the UK Secretary 
of State, Vladimir Putin, and the Chinese government: 
 
 
"...the Goals provided a common focus for global development efforts from 2000–2015, during which 
time, some very positive development results were achieved. Most significantly, the proportion of 
people living in extreme poverty was halved, as was the global mortality rate in children under five. 2" 
 
Footnote 2 reads: 
 
"UN, The Millennium Development Goals Report 2015: Summary (2015) p 3-4". 

 
 

The Committee's words are most naturally read as meaning  
 
"the child mortality rate was halved in 2000-15".   
 
 
But the footnote's UN source states: 
 

"The global under-five mortality rate has declined by more than half, dropping from 90 to 43 deaths 
per 1,000 live births between 1990 and 2015". 

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/2015_MDG_Report/pdf/MDG%202015%20Summary%20web_e
nglish.pdf 

 

 
The UN claims that child mortality rates were 90 per 1000 live births in 1990, 76 in 2000 and 45 in 
2013.   
 
mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Resources/Static/Products/Progress2015/Statannex.pdf  

 

The Committee states  
 
"Most significantly, the proportion of people living in extreme poverty was halved".    
 



2152 

 
The reasoning behind this is not clear.   
 
The FAO hunger estimates do not support the statement, and nor do the WHO estimates of 
undernourished children.  

It is not clear why the World Bank claims - which are largely on how much people spend - are here 
being prioritised by the Committee as "most significantly".     
 
The World Bank claims are not based on estimates for poor people's inflation or needs, and the 
spending figures are known to be unreliable.  

 

UK implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals 
First Report of Session 2016–17 
House of Commons International Development Committee 
Published on 8 June 2016 
www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201617/cmselect/cmintdev/103/103.pdf  

 
 

.............................................................................................. 

 

 

Another misleading statement that 1990-baseline MDGs were what was agreed at the Millennium 
Summit: 
 
 
"....September 2000, adoption of the United Nations (UN) Millennium Declaration at UN 
Headquarters in New York, committing to a global partnership to reduce extreme poverty and setting 
out a series of time-bound targets - with a deadline of 2015, known as the Millennium Development 
Goals (MDGs). ... 
Targets (between 1990 and 2015)..." 
 
Vesna Kutlesic, PhD  
Director, Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child Health and Human Development 
(NICHD) Office of Global Health  
160th NICHD National Advisory Council 
Advancing Global Maternal and Child Health: Opportunities and Challenges 
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United States 
June 2016 
https://www.nichd.nih.gov/about/advisory/nachhd/201605/Documents/kutlesic_201605.pdf 

 
"Created at the request of the President and with the support of congress in 1962, the NICHD was 
initially founded to realize a vision: to support the world's best minds in investigating human 
development throughout the entire life process" 

Institute Overview 
https://www.nichd.nih.gov/about/overview/Pages/index.aspx  
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AQA appears to confuse goals with targets, and to be mindlessly trusting the most superficial official 
reports: 

 

AQA 
GCSE 
HUMANITIES 
Paper 2 Humanities Options 

Wednesday 22 June 2016 Afternoon  
 
Time allowed: 1 hour 15 minutes 

Option 3: Global Inequality 

...1 3 Using Source H identify two Millennium Development Goals which have already been met.   [!] 

[2 marks] 

G/Jun16/40702 

 
 
AQA GCSE Humanities examination paper  
22 June 2016 
 

................................................. 
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AQA appears to tell examination markers that three MDGs were met out of eight, confusing goals 
with targets, using the wrong baseline and wrong definition for the water target: 
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Thomas Pogge makes some very important points, with the occasional error: 

 
"Governments and their international agencies (FAO, World Bank) conceive of the eradication of 
hunger and poverty as a worthy wish that will eventually be realized through economic growth.  
 
[MB: I am not sure that reflects the situation adequately] 
 
They also make great cosmetic efforts to present as good-looking trend pictures as they can.  
 
[MB: Ditto] 
 
Citizens ought to insist that the eradication of severe deprivations is a human-rights correlative duty 

that permits no avoidable delay.  
 
[highly important point.  Governments have already committed themselves by asserting that people 
have particular rights to life, food, development and so on.] 
 
Academics ought to collaborate toward providing a systematic alternative monitoring of what 
progress has really been made against undernourishment and other poverty-related deprivations. ... 

Let us look at how well the world has actually done with regard to the MDGs that governments had 
adopted in the year 2000." 
 
[MB: I do not know why Pogge is saying that] 
 
"I think it would be more appropriate to speak of the Millennium Development Wishes.  
 
Governments publicly agreed that it would be a good thing if a certain set of propositions were to 
come true by 2015. Let hunger be half as widespread as it was in 1990" 

[MB: See below.] 
 
Thomas Pogge 
The Hunger Games  
Food Ethics 
3 June 2016 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s41055-016-0006-9 

 
 
Pogge seems to say that governments in 2000 agreed a 1990 baseline.  I do not know why.   
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Member states at the General Assembly did not "adopt" the MDG framework in 2000 or 2001.   
 
Easier targets are redundant if, as in this case, governments recommitted themselves to more 
ambitious pledges.   
 
They did so for many years, for their commitments made in 1996 and 2000. 

In 2005 world leaders gave an unclear and confused formulation about "Millennium Development 
Goals" in the 2005 Summit document.   
 
It also contained a reaffirmation, which nations repeated several times since, of the outcomes of 
previous summits and conferences.    
 
In view of the various commitments in the UN resolutions, the only reasonable interpretation seems 
that governments were committed to the most ambitious.   
 
The 1990 baseline was redundant even if agreed at some point. 
  
 

 
 

 

 

Nigerian Senate 
 
 
 
 

 

"In 2000...That same year, all UN member states signed onto the Millennium Development Goals" 

 

Human Rights Watch 

June 2016 

https://www.hrw.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/educationdeficit0616web_0.pdf 
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"It is extremely difficult to measure poverty in a rigorous way, and every country sets its own 
standards for what is necessary for basic living. There are climate variations: what a person needs to 
survive in Central Asia for caloric intake, clothing, shelter, and heat is different from what is needed 
in a tropical location. And the standards vary with development. Richer countries will set a higher 
standard for what counts as poverty. 

At the World Bank, we take the information on basic needs collected from the 15 poorest countries 
and then we average them. That comes out to be about $1.90 per day per person, and that is what we 
call the global extreme poverty line. 

We can monetize a lot of the aspects of poverty — access to clean water and access to health care, 
for example, are put in monetary terms in our model" 
 
[!] 
 
Ana Revenga, World Bank 
Ending Extreme Poverty 
June 2016 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2016/06/08/ending-extreme-poverty 

 
 
 
Comment:  I do not understand how the World Bank can put "clean water" into their economic model 
of global poverty, because 1) it is not tested, and 2) there are no reliable global estimates of it.  

Ana Revenga is a co-author of the World Bank's latest methodology paper, with Francisco Ferreira, 
Shaohua Chen and others for official global poverty estimates.   But their paper does not mention 
"access to clean water" or "health care" at all.  
 
Does she really mean the surveys - which are on people's answers about "household expenditure" or 
income, and according to the UN Statistics Division "most" surveys now count the value of own 
produce -  count expenditure on water, and on health care? 

The idea that the World Bank can "monetize" "access to clean water" is puzzling, because if that were 
true, why has the UN been announcing progress on the "proxy" of "improved sources" which it admits 
in the small print are not necessarily known to provide clean water? 



2160 

They do not look at "basic needs" over time.  She meant that they looked at national lines adjusted for 
one year, 2011, to arrive at the global line.   

The comment "It is extremely difficult to measure poverty in a rigorous way" seems to ignore a 
fundamental truth:  "poverty" is subjective.  Differences in needs, we might think, go far beyond 
"climate".   What about extra items in some time periods, such as transport to work, or 
accommodation in a city far from home for work?   Medical expenses?    The inevitably subjective 
nature of valuing a village home versus a city slum?   The value of accommodation must include the 
quality of the environment.   How much should researchers value a year of life?   Ignoring the value 
of life is not an option, despite the traditional error in economic theory of using statistics which look 
better if the poor die.  Inflation is also subjective and arbitrary, if the patterns of consumption change - 
as they are doing now.   

 

 

 

 
"The resulting Millennium Declaration (MD) contained some specific goals and timeframes for 
development, giving concrete meaning to these lofty objectives. These were reconfigured [! – no, 
some were removed in favour of easier targets]  into a more coherent set of eight goals, eighteen 
associated targets, and forty-eight progress indicators—the Millennium Development Goals." 

Sakiko Fukuda-Parr 
Human rights and politics in development 
2016 
sakikofukudaparr.net/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Human-Rights-and-Politics-in-Development.pdf 

 

"Reconfigured" conveys "moving things about" not "changing". 
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"The efforts of the United Nations to tackle global poverty have stalled with the acceptance, in the 
UN’s 2009 progress report, that the achievement of the 2000 Millennium Development Goals by 
2015 was unrealistic" 

 
Mark Scheme (Results)  
Summer 2016  
Pearson Edexcel GCE in Government & Politics (6GP03/3D)  
Paper 3D: Global Politics 
qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/A-Level/Government-and-Politics/2013/Exam-
materials/6GP03_3D_rms_20160817.pdf  
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"From 1990 to 2015, the number of people living in extreme poverty was halved...child mortality has 
been reduced by over 50 %... the MDGs were launched in 2000." 

Call to action – Norway's commitment to the SDGs 
8 June 2016 
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/aktuelt/norge_sdg/id2503240/ 

 

 
 

The Lancet continues to mislead despite being told that its editor, ombudsman and many authors have 
made a significant mistake ( www.millenniumdeclaration.org/lancet.htm ) : 

 

 

"the onset of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs; ie, from 2000)"  [!] 

The Lancet 
18 June 2016 
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)30168-4/fulltext 
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World Bank and UN Expert Group confuse prices with cost of living (prices x needs).   

"Purchasing power" does not tell us anything about what people need to live,  and so is not a 

measure of the "cost of living" and cannot tell us about poverty. 

 
 
 
"From World Bank: 

Update to the ‘International Poverty Line’ (defined earlier as ‘Proportion of population below $1.25 
(PPP) per day per capita’) As differences in the cost of living  
across the world evolve, the global poverty line has to be periodically updated to reflect these 
changes." 
 
"Since 2008, the last update, the World Bank used $1.25 as the global line using 2005 prices." 

"The 2014 release of a new set of purchasing power parity conversion factors (PPPs) for 2011 has 
prompted a revision of the international poverty line. In order to preserve the integrity of the 
goalposts"  
 
[- comical claim, in view of the changes in baselines, the blurring of the "zero" and "3%" goalposts 
and the fact that the authorities do not have an idea of what people needed to buy in 2015 to set a 
meaningful starting point] 
 
"for international targets such as the Sustainable Development Goals (and the World Bank’s twin 
goals)," 

[? - The SDGs say there is a goal of zero extreme poverty, World Bank goal is 3%] 
 
 
"the new poverty line was chosen so as to preserve the real purchasing power of the earlier $1.25 line 
(in 2005 PPPs) in poor countries."  
 
[! - They do not know the "real purchasing power" in the first place.  In fact there is no such thing, 
given the subjective element in valuing, for example, accommodation in different environments and 
of different types in different countries or at different times.  Another example: Since there are no 
reliable statistics on water quality, the "real purchasing power" for the "consumption" of basics is not 
known. 
 
But in any case, "purchasing power" obviously does not tell us about "poverty" if we do not have an 
idea of what people need to purchase.] 
 
"Using the new 2011 PPPs, the new line equals $1.90 per person per day. The higher value of the line 
in US dollars reflects the fact that the new PPPs yield a relatively lower purchasing power of that 
currency vis-à-vis those of most poor countries.  
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Because the line was designed to preserve real purchasing power in poor countries, the revisions lead 
to relatively small changes in global poverty incidence: from 14.5 percent in the old method to 14.2 
percent in the new method for 2011. There are changes in the regional composition of poverty, but 
they are also relatively small." 

 
UN Statistics Division  
Metadata - Sustainable Development Goal 1  
June 2016 
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/metadata-compilation/Metadata-Goal-1.pdf 

 

............................................  
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"Progress achieved towards the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) between 2000 and 2015 
demonstrated the power of national action, backed by international partnerships, to deliver 
transformative results." 

UNICEF  
State of the World's Children 
June 2016 
http://www.unicef.org/lac/20160628_UNICEF_SOWC_2016_ENG.pdf 

 

 

"....Prime Minister of this country for 6 years. I believe we have made great steps, with more people in 
work than ever before in our history, with reforms to welfare and education, increasing people’s life 
chances, building a bigger and stronger society, keeping our promises to the poorest people in the 
world..."  
 
David Cameron 
Resignation speech 
24 June 2016 
gov.uk/government/speeches/eu-referendum-outcome-pm-statement-24-june-2016.ko  
 
 
 
Mr Cameron makes an "interesting" claim, since not only have UN member states not met their 
promises to the poorest on development, but also UK governments have misled the public on what 
those promises are.  
 
Among the "promises to the poorest" which Mr Cameron appears to have overlooked, 
underemphasised or obscured - like Mr Blair and Mr Brown and other leaders - was this promise from 
2002, reaffirmed by Mr Blair in 2005 and Mr Cameron in 2010 at UN summits: 
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on 
the internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all relevant stakeholders, 
including civil society organizations and the private sector." 
 
Final text of agreements and commitments adopted at the International Conference on Financing for 
Development 
Monterrey, Mexico 
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18-22 March 2002 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf  

 
 

 
"Millennium Development Goals(MDGs), eight anti-poverty targets that the world committed to 
achieving by 2015. The MDGs, adopted in 2000..." 

27 June 2016 
http://un.org.ir/index.php/all-stories/item/3478-27-jun-2016-sustainable-development-goal-15-life-on-
land 

 

 

The rich are still misleading the poor about what was promised, even if only by putting the term 
"MDGs" close to the words "in 2000": 
 
 

"A key factor in this progress were the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). In 2000, world 
leaders agreed to ambitious targets that would realise a brighter future for all. The MDGs helped 
drive tremendous progress for children, proving how much can be achieved by galvanising global 
efforts around concrete, [? - the numbers on "poverty", "hunger", "clean water", "maternal mortality" 
and so on are known to be unreliable] common goals." 
 
Executive Director, Unicef UK 
28 June 2016 
http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/mike-penrose/children-life-chances_b_10701022.html   
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Above: Edexcel student appears to repeat in exam paper the wrong idea taught in schools that the 
historic pledges of 2000 were the "MDGs". 
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OCR GCSE (9–1) Geography B: Geography for Enquiring Minds 

Alan Parkinson, Jo Coles, Jo Payne  
Textbook endorsed by OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) examination board 
2016 
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=147185261X  
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GCSE Citizenship Studies 

Textbook endorsed by OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) examination board 
2016 
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Complaint to UK Statistics Authority  
 
To: authority.enquiries@statistics.gsi.gov.uk 

2 July 2016 at 19:49 

Subject:  Misleading statements by UK Government on international development 

 

Dear Sir Andrew [Dilnot], 

I attach evidence on UK Government reporting of international development statistics, and statistical 
pledges. 

I request action to improve accountability, with the understanding that some of this may be 
appropriate for referral to another body.  

I hope the contents list is useful as a summary. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Matt Berkley 

 

[Complaint is at: 

millenniumdeclaration.org/Complaint from Matt Berkley 2 July 2016 to UK Statistics Authority on 
UK Government reporting.pdf] 
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UK National Audit Office overseeing billions of pounds of research spending by Department for 

International Development repeats error relevant to that research, which it has already 

admitted in response to a complaint 

 
 
 
"Timeline of the spending review and concurrent environmental actions... 
 
UN Millennium Development Goals (from 2000)" 

Briefing for the House of Commons Environmental Audit Committee 
HM Treasury Sustainability in the spending review 
National Audit Office  
July 2016 
https://www.nao.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Sustainability-in-the-Spending-Review.pdf 

 
................................................. 
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Above:  Material liable to mislead that the generally narrower, easier, generally 1990-baseline 
"MDG" structure is what leaders agreed in 2000. 
 
AQA Sociology A-Level Year 2 Student Book 
Approved by AQA 
Published by Collins 
July 2016 
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"In 2000 world leaders met in New York and signed the United Nations Millennium Development 
Goals. There are 8 of them, and eliminating extreme poverty is number 1. It was easy to dismiss all 
this - another meaningless UN document destined to gather dust after being ignored and scoffed at. 
And almost exactly a year after they were signed the Twin Towers came down. The MDG haven’t 
made the front page much since. 

But by 2015, some remarkable progress had been made on those goals. Since 1990..." 

Steven Conn, Miami University 
July 11, 2016 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/steven-conn/free-trade-a-first-world_b_10924846.html 

 

 

 

 
The Lancet persists in misleading doctors and others around the world, after stating the editorial team 
had considered the matter carefully: 
 
 
 
"In 2000, the UN agreed on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) to radically reduce global 
poverty and human suffering by 2015" 

Graham Thornicroft, Nicole Votruba 
The Lancet 
July 2016  
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lanpsy/article/PIIS2215-0366(16)30079-7/abstract 

 

 

 

"The Millennium Development goals adopted by the United Nations in 2000 laid a foundation that 
enabled Africa to achieve extraordinary progress over the last 15 years. And the Sustainable 
Development Goals that recently replaced them set even more ambitious targets for creating the 
better world we all want." 

Bill Gates 
Transcript of the 14th Nelson Mandela Annual Lecture 
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Nelson Mandela Foundation 
17 July 2016 
https://www.nelsonmandela.org/news/entry/transcript-of-the-14th-nelson-mandela-annual-lecture 
 
 
 
 

"Millennium Development Goals, which produced the most successful anti-poverty movement in 
history over the period 2000 to 2015. [!] ... 

According to the SDG report 2016, the proportion of the world’s population living below the extreme 
poverty line [? - how can it be "poverty" when changing needs are not considered?] dropped by more 
than half between 2002 and 2012.  
 
The proportion of stunted children under age 5 fell from 33 per cent in 2000 to 24 per cent in 2014.  
 
Between 1990 and 2015, the global maternal mortality ratio declined by 44 per cent [! - statistics 
known to be unreliable] and the mortality rate of children under age 5 fell by more than half." 
 
First report card maps scope of SDGs progress 
United Nations Sustainable Development blog 
19 July 2016 
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/07/first-report-card-maps-scope-of-sdgs-
progress/ 
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"Data revolution" fails as UN contradicts own experts  

 

 
From 2013, the UN, following the report of the High-Level Panel on the post-2015 goals, announced 
a "data revolution" which was supposed to increase accountability.   
 
But the UN is still misleading the public on pledges and statistics, including in its SDG report.  
 
A relatively minor example is: 

"According to the SDG report 2016...Between 1990 and 2015, the global maternal mortality ratio 
declined by 44 per cent." 
 
First report card maps scope of SDGs progress 
19 July 2016 
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/07/first-report-card-maps-scope-of-sdgs-
progress/ 

Why are civil servants making that claim?  This is what the official inter-agency expert group said 
before: 
 
"The figure of 515,000 maternal deaths in 1995 should be interpreted with caution; globally the 
number of maternal deaths could fall within the range 300,000 to 800,000." 

United Nations  
Millennium Development Goals  
Data and Trends, 2002  
Report of the Inter-agency Expert Group on MDG Indicators, New York, April 2002  
31 May 2002 
http://millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mi/mdg_report.pdf 
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"...we recall the decision contained in the 2030 Agenda that effective linkages will be made with the 
follow-up and review arrangements of all relevant United Nations conferences and processes" 
 
 
"We reiterate the importance of effective linkages in the follow-up and review arrangements of all 
relevant United Nations conferences and processes" 

Resolution adopted by the United Nations General Assembly 
70/294. Political Declaration of the Comprehensive High-level Midterm Review of the 
Implementation of the Istanbul Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries  
for the Decade 2011–2020 
25 July 2016 
http://undocs.org/A/res/70/294  
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What have leaders agreed to achieve by 2030?   

 

In 2015 leaders pledged to "end" extreme poverty by 2030.   

 

In 2016 the World Bank said "eradication of chronic extreme poverty" was "more formally" 

3%.  That means around 250 million people.  The UN SDG report implies zero.   

 

But in any case the authorities are clearly not "measuring poverty" without looking at needs.   

 
 
 
 
Is the target zero, or to reduce by two-thirds the current proportion of "extremely poor" people? 
 
 

"In 2013, the World Bank Group announced two goals that would guide its development work 
worldwide.  
 
The first is the eradication of chronic extreme poverty, more formally, it is the target of bringing the 
number of extremely poor people, defined as those living on less than 1.25 ppp-adjusted dollars a day, 
to less than 3% of the world population by 2030. " 

World Bank 
July 12, 2016 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/commission-on-global-poverty  

 

 
"More formally" 3% ?   
 
 
The 2015 Summit resolution "formally" reads:  
 
 
"3....We resolve, between now and 2030, to end poverty and hunger everywhere",  
 
4. ...we pledge that no one will be left behind." 

-  not  
 
"250-280 million people in extreme poverty". 
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Of course, if there is a significant number of people in extreme poverty in 2030, it is likely that many 
millions have been "left behind" through early death and through low-quality life while they were 
alive, in the meantime. 
 

 
 
 
"the decline of those living in global poverty...to a forecast 9.6 percent of the world’s population in 
2015" 

Global Monitoring Report 2015-16 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/publication/global-monitoring-report  

 
 

The 3% figure, though previously mentioned by the World Bank, is not in the "formal" framework of 
proposed indicators: 

http://indicators.report/goals/goal-1/ 

 

 

I am unable to find the figure "3%" in the UN Sustainable Development Goals Report - which seems, 
like world leaders, to imply 0%. 
 
 
Here is what the SDG report says: 
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The 2016 United Nations Sustainable Development Goals Report 
 
 
 
Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General: 
 
 
 
 

 
 
"The latest data show [?] that about one in eight people still lived in extreme poverty," 
 
 
[An odd claim, since Mr Ban does not have estimates for poor people's prices, or their needs.   
 
I don't think he would measure his own prosperity by that method. 
 
So it looks invalid to me. 
 
The World Bank report of 2014 on its goal for "ending" extreme poverty and "shared prosperity" 
stated that the survey data were becoming less comparable and that this posed a problem for 
comparisons across time.] 
 
 
 
 
"nearly 800 million people suffered from [?] hunger,"  
 
[Another odd claim, since this FAO number is based on severe, chronic lack of calories, not the 
number "suffering from" hunger.] 
 
 
 
 
"the births of nearly a quarter of children under 5 had not been recorded, 1.1 billion people were 
living without electricity, and water scarcity affected more than 2 billion people." 
 
"With collective global action, we can seize the opportunities before us and, together, fulfil the pledge 
of the 2030 Agenda to leave no one behind. ..." 
 
[Not perhaps the most helpful language for transparency and accountability, since this is not really a 
new "pledge".   
More relevant to the public is that the idea that leaders had a special duty to the most vulnerable was 
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in the Millennium Declaration.   
 
So the Secretary-General could more transparently have said "the pledge of 2000".    
 
But for decades nations have agreed on fundamental rights.   So it was not new in 2000 either. Given 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, "leave no-one behind" is a promise from the 1940s. 
 
 
The Millennium Declaration said,  
 
 
"2. ...we have a collective responsibility to uphold the principles of human dignity, equality and equity 
at the global level...  

As leaders we have a duty therefore to all the world’s people, especially the most vulnerable... 
 
3. We reaffirm our commitment to the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, 
which have proved timeless and universal. 
 
4. We are determined to establish a just and lasting peace all over the world in accordance with the 
purposes and principles of the Charter.  
 
We rededicate ourselves to support all efforts to uphold....respect for the equal rights of all without 
distinction as to race, sex, language or religion... 

5. We believe that the central challenge we face today is to ensure that globalization becomes a 
positive force for all the world’s people. 
 
...only through broad and sustained efforts to create a shared future, based upon our common 
humanity in all its diversity, can globalization be made fully inclusive and equitable. ... 
 
6. ... Men and women have the right to live their lives and raise their children in dignity, free from 
hunger and from the fear of violence, oppression or injustice. ... 
 
No individual and no nation must be denied the opportunity to benefit from development. ... 
 
Those who suffer or who benefit least deserve help from those who benefit most. ... 
 
Human beings must respect one other, in all their diversity of belief, culture and language.  

11.  ...We are committed to making the right to development a reality for everyone and to freeing the 
entire human race from want. 
 
 
12. We resolve therefore to create an environment – at the national and global levels alike – which is 
conducive to development and to the elimination of poverty. 
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19. We resolve... To ensure that, by the same date, children everywhere, boys and girls alike, will be 
able to complete a full course of primary schooling... 
 
20. ...We also resolve... 

To develop and implement strategies that give young people everywhere a real chance to find decent 
and productive work. ... 
 
To encourage the pharmaceutical industry to make essential drugs more widely available and 
affordable by all who need them in developing countries. 

To ensure that the benefits of new technologies, especially information and communication 
technologies.. are available to all. ... 
 
21. We must spare no effort to free all of humanity, and above all our children and grandchildren, 
from the threat of living on a planet irredeemably spoilt by human activities, and whose resources 
would no longer be sufficient for their needs. 

24. We will spare no effort to promote democracy and strengthen the rule of law, as well as respect 
for all internationally recognized human rights and fundamental freedoms, including the right to 
development. 

 
25. We resolve therefore: 

To respect fully and uphold the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

To strive for the full protection and promotion in all our countries of civil, political, economic, social 
and cultural rights for all. 

To strengthen the capacity of all our countries to implement the principles and practices of 
democracy and respect for human rights, including minority rights. ... 
 
To work collectively for more inclusive political processes, allowing genuine participation by all 
citizens ... 
 
26. We will spare no effort to ensure that children and all civilian populations that suffer 
disproportionately the consequences of natural disasters, genocide, armed conflicts and other 
humanitarian emergencies are given every assistance and protection so that they can resume normal 
life as soon as possible. ... 
 
...to help all refugees and displaced persons to return voluntarily to their homes, in safety and dignity 
and to be smoothly reintegrated into their societies. 

31. We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in implementing 
the provisions of this Declaration... 
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32. We solemnly reaffirm, on this historic occasion, that the United Nations is the indispensable 
common house of the entire human family, through which we will seek to realize our universal 
aspirations for peace, cooperation and development. We therefore pledge our unstinting support for 
these common objectives and our determination to achieve them."] 
 

 
 
.... 
 

 
 
 

  



2186 

"Goal 1 calls for an end to poverty in all its manifestations, including extreme poverty, over the next 
15 years.  
 
All people everywhere, including the poorest and most vulnerable, should enjoy a basic standard of 
living and social protection benefits." 

 

 

 

"The proportion of the global population living below the extreme poverty line dropped by half 
between 2002 and 2012, from 26 to 13 per cent."  

 
[The line fails the "essential" criteria set out by the UN Expert Group in 1999]. 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 
MB comment:  Contrary to the clear message of the SDG Report, these are not "US dollars" but 
pretend units worth far less.     
 
The SDG report is also liable to give a false impression that the "poverty" line is higher than before.  
 
In reality the World Bank researchers claim the value is about the same.   
 
The "$1.90" is estimated using prices from 2011, whereas the "$1.25" which readers are more used to 
is based on 2005 prices.   
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MB:  What the SDG report says is not consistent with the SDG resolution.   
 
Governments in fact aimed at halving poverty by 2030 according to national definitions. 
 
Also, are these commitments, if the leaders described them as "aspirational"? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
"Goal 2 seeks to end hunger and all forms of malnutrition and to achieve sustainable food production 
by 2030. It is premised on the idea that everyone should have access to sufficient nutritious food" 
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Under-Secretary-General Wu Hongbo:  
 

"Ensuring that no one is left behind  
 
In launching the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, Member States recognized that the 
dignity of the individual is fundamental and that the Agenda’s Goals and targets should be met for all 
nations and people and for all segments of society.  
 
Furthermore, they will endeavour to reach first those who are furthest behind. Going beyond rhetoric 
in this regard will be no simple matter ... 

 
Wu Hongbo 
Under-Secretary-General for Economic and Social Affairs" 
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MB:  The claimed "global effort to improve data...use" is a sick joke, considering the 
misrepresentation in this same report. 
  

Let's be clear:  In claiming that what was agreed in 2000 was the "MDGs", and making wrong 
statements about research on progress, the member states and UN staff are leaving nearly everyone 
behind. 
 
 
 
"In signing Agenda 2030, Governments around the world committed to ending poverty in all its 
manifestations, including its most extreme forms, over the next 15 years. They resolved that all people 
everywhere should enjoy a basic standard of living." 
 
 
 
MB: So why has the World Bank published material stating that the goal is 3% of people in 2030?  
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MB:    The report misleads.  In addition to the fact that no-one would apply the reasoning from "spent 
more" to "less poor" in this way to themselves, the World Bank claim is not on "poverty" halving but 
"extreme poverty" 
 
I cannot see how many non-economists would - even if they look at the text closely rather than just 
the chart title – correctly understand the words "US dollars... using... purchasing power parity".    
 
The authors could have put "PPP dollars" which at least would make people wonder what they meant.   
 
Also, here again the text does not make clear that each of these "dollars" is worth less than a 2005 
"PPP" dollar the UN was recently using.  
 
Why would anyone think a fixed amount of money adjusted by national inflation rates measures the 
adequacy of people's resources to meet their needs, in a changing economy?    
 
The part about "growth" "benefiting people equally" is idiotic.   
 
If it benefitted people equally, meaning that everyone got the same amount of money, then the poor 
would have far more percentage increases than the rich.   
 
There would rapidly be no extremely poor people if they had the same benefits as the person on mean 
income.   
 
The authors really mean "equal percentage rises" which means vastly unequal changes in access to 
actual amounts of money.   
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But in any case, the approach is mad.  It assumes income is benefit without considering what might be 
necessary spending.    
 
If poverty is lack of resources to meet need, and the authors only look at changes in resources, then 
they have not looked at poverty.  
 
They make the usual economist's confusion between a rise in the average and the average rise.  If the 
poor live longer or a baby is born, other things being equal the average falls.   

 

 
 

 
 

 
"The proportion of the population suffering from hunger declined globally from 15 per cent in 2000-
2002 to 11 per cent in 2014-2016. ..." 
 
 
MB: That misleads about the official statistics, even beyond the implication that they are reliable.   
 
As above, clearly more people "suffer from hunger" than have chronic, severe lack of calories on 
average over a whole year, which is what the FAO says those estimates are on.  
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MB: Again, the FAO says in the small print that these are chronically and severely undernourished 
people.   
 
Only a very few people would understand what the UN means by "undernourished".   
 
Why would an aspiring politician, or voter, without knowledge of FAO terms know what is meant 
here? 
 
Among non-specialists, "undernourishment" sounds like malnutrition, not just lack of calories. 
 
Using "bubbles" or improving data collection does not help if the UN uses the wrong words. 
 
It is a kind of colonialism by people who know what the words mean, oppressing those who do not. 
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MB comment:  It is not clear why the UN is giving the impression that the statistics are reliable.   
 
But in any case, "population suffering from hunger" is not what this FAO research is on. 
 
The 800 million figure is for chronic, severe lack of calories.   
 
It is not on "adequate food".     
 
The claimed decline is not in fact for people "suffering from hunger" which would clearly be more 
people.   
 
The FAO has in recent years (though not in its set of indicators in 2017) used another indicator - 
"prevalence of food inadequacy".  
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That is much more than "11%" of people, since it is clearly over a billion. 
 
The FAO numbers are from 2016: 
 
http://web.archive.org/web/20160317090710if_/http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/ess/foodsecu
rity/Food_Security_Indicators.xlsx 

 
Now, who has spotted what happens when we put the claims about falls in "extreme [consumption] 
poverty" and "food inadequacy" together? 
 
What about putting the claim about 13% in extreme poverty with the claim that 25% of young 
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children are stunted? 
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SDG report: 
 
 

 

 

"Chronic undernutrition, or stunted growth, still affects one in four children under age 5" 

 

 

 

 

 

"The share of overweight children under age 5 has increased by nearly 20 per cent" 
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Like the Secretary-General's progress report on the SDGs for 2016 (statistical annex), the main SDG 
report gives some figures from the food interviews:  "moderate or severe food insecurity".    
 

 

 

 



2198 

 

SDG report: 
 

 

 
 

MB:  In reality they do not have reliable statistics on maternal mortality - as the World Bank's  main 
statistics book has said every year from 2001 to 2012.  
 
See below for more evidence and views. 
 
 
On whether child mortality rates declined sharply since 1990, here is a longer-range chart I made from 
the official statistics: 
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There seems to have been a sharper decline in the early 1990s - before the pledge period for the 
Millennium commitments. 
 
Looking at the chart another way, we could say it shows the UN and governments have misled the 
people significantly by telling them the 1990 baseline was in the world leaders' pledges of 2000.  

The SDG report omits the actual pledge by world leaders in 2000 of a two-thirds reduction from 2000 
to 2015, instead citing a 25-year period.    
 
In reality member states specifically reaffirmed this promise at the sustainable development summit in 
Johannesburg in 2002, so it is strange that this sustainable development report fails to mention it.   
 
Member states reaffirmed the promises of the Millennium Declaration in 2013, and in 2015 
reaffirmed the Monterrey Consensus of March 2002 - which promises a publicity campaign on the 
goals agreed by member states, including the 2000-baseline Millennium pledges and other more 
ambitious goals.   
 
 
If you close your eyes to what leaders actually promised in 2000 and reaffirmed in 2005, and hide 
with your hand the part of the graph from 1970 to 1990, you might think there was very special 
progress in recent years: 
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...... 

 

SDG report on maternal mortality:  
 

 

 

 

MB comment: On reliability of these statistics, here are excerpts from the main text of my complaint 
of 16 September 2016 to the BBC about claims in material from the fact-checking programme More 
or Less in, and relating to, its edition of 5 August 2016. 
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"Wrong impression that poor nations have good stats 
 
Addition to unanswered Stage 1a complaints... 
 
Statements on maternal mortality are problematic in light of UN and World Bank "small print". They 
appear part of a general BBC pattern being complained of. Here, repeating official PR headline 
numbers without question. ... 
 
The uncertainty has been published in World Bank and other material for years.  
 
"300,000 to 800,000" deaths/year  
- UN Statistics Division/Inter-agency Expert Group, 2002. 
millenniumindicators.un.org/unsd/mi/mdg_report.pdf  
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"generally of unknown reliability"  
- Main World Bank statistics book, every year 2001-2012. 
openknowledge.worldbank.org/discover?scope=/&query=World+Development+Indicators  
 
Ditto in MDG Indicator Handbook:  
unstats.un.org/unsd/publication/seriesf/Seriesf_95E.pdf  
 
"unreliable and do not permit time-series analysis"  
- Main UN Millennium Project report, 2005. 
unmillenniumproject.org/documents/MainReportChapter2-lowres.pdf  
 
"substantial uncertainty"  
- Main UN/Bank maternal mortality report 2015. 
datatopics.worldbank.org/hnp/files/Trends%20in%20Maternal%20Mortality%201990%20to%202015
%20full%20report.PDF  
 
"It is advised to consider...the reported uncertainty margins"  
- SDG material.  
unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/metadata-compilation/Metadata-Goal-3.pdf  
 
Previous More or Less guests:  
 
"MDGs/only one we measure quite well is _child_ mortality."  
Hans Rosling  
who.int/bulletin/volumes/91/12/13-031213/en/  
 
"actual numbers on maternal mortality for just 16% of/births"  
theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2014/jan/31/data-development-reliable-figures-
numbers  
 
"the data are so poor that...the real rate/might be twice as high" 
developmentprogress.org/blog/2015/05/01/welcome-data-revolution  
 
Hard to see much BBC output questioning these statistics." 
 
 

[end of extracts from main text of complaint to BBC] 
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UN SDG report: 

 

 

 

 
MB:  I am not clear why the statistic for "malaria (new cases per 1,000 people at risk" is the most 
helpful the authors could have produced.   
 
Perhaps this is not a problem, but on the face of it, it could be that if the proportion at risk improves, 
other things being equal this indicator looks worse.  
 
Do they not estimate the number at risk partly by looking at the number of cases?    
 
If you don't do that, you might end up claiming a high "risk" over a long period when there are few 
cases.   

The malaria statistics are anyway by the WHO's own admission not reliable.   
 
 
 
I have yet to look at HIV.  
 
 
The SDG report also says: 
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The statement on malaria misleads, in view of the fact that WHO give very broad ranges of possible 
numbers. 

 
What the WHO say in the small print about malaria cases is:  
 
"214 million...uncertainty range 149–303 million"   
 
and that there had been  
 
"an estimated 262 million [cases] in 2000 (range: 205–316 million)" 

who.int/gho/malaria/epidemic/cases/en/
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The WHO say that their estimate for malaria deaths is  
 
"438 000 ...range 236 000–635 000" 
 
who.int/gho/malaria/en/ 
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MB comment:  
 
Governments seem to be breaking their pledge on Global Goal 5.   This occurred even during the 
2015 SDG summit.  
 
World leaders, their governments and UN staff are disempowering women by obscuring what their 
nations actually pledged in 2000.    
 
They have falsely told the public, and/or implied, that the pledges were the easier 1990-baseline MDG 
targets.   
 
Promotion of the narrower MDGs has obscured the wider commitments of the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
But the situation is worse, because leaders at the 2015 Summit actively claimed that it was the 
"MDGs" which were agreed in 2000. 
 
The UN's claims on unreliable maternal mortality statistics also seem to breach the pledge of 2015. 

 

The SDG report has an odd idea of "full potential": 

"Empowering women and girls to reach their full potential requires that they have equal opportunities 
to those of men and boys" 

 
MB:  "Full potential" is about more than "equality" - unless males have "full opportunities" - which is 
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clearly not true.  The sentence in the report does not imply otherwise, but the problem is that 
concentrating on "equal" opportunities may obscure a failure to allow opportunities in general.   

Clearly, for politically excluded, or poor, misled or ill females to have "equal opportunities" males 
who are similarly disempowered does not allow them "full potential".    

Since world leaders and UN staff have misled the public on what was pledged, they have clearly 
denied them the opportunity to hold leaders to account.    
 
There are clearly many other ways that people are denied the opportunity to reach their "full potential" 
- whose meaning in the report is not clear.   
 
Babies have different opportunities by accident of birth, from specific human-made laws and customs 
about property rights, income and taxes, for example - and because of information inequality.   
 
The information inequality, or information poverty, is perpetuated by misinformation in the SDG 
report.  
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SDG Report page 23: 
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"not all improved water sources are safely managed. In 2012, for example, it was estimated that at 
least 1.8 billion people were exposed to drinking water contaminated with faecal matter." 

 

 

So according to the UN, within four years of the report: 

 
About a quarter of the species were estimated as at risk from dirty water. 
 
A quarter of small children were too short because of malnutrition. 
 
But only one in nine people were "undernourished", and one in eight "extremely poor". 

 
Anything strange there at all? 
 
 
 
SDG report:   
 
"More than 40 per cent of the world’s people still rely on polluting and unhealthy fuels for cooking"  

 

The UN continues to make claims about the "income growth" among the poorest, without looking at 
how many survived.    
 
Perhaps we might say there is no "average rise" where survival rates vary.  
 
This concept of "inequality" is clearly wrong. 
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"more than 880 million people around the world were still living in slums in 2014." 

 
 
The word "slum" is open to interpretation. 

As with other words like "poverty", it is misleading to present firm, precise numbers on something as 
if it is objective. 
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"Central to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development is the need to promote peaceful and 
inclusive societies based on respect for human rights, the rule of law and transparent, effective and 
accountable institutions. 

 
Comment:  Leaders broke that pledge during the 2015 summit itself, by delivering speeches and 
agreeing a resolution which trampled on people's rights in making false claims about what they were 
already committed to.  
 
 
 
Goal 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, provide access to 
justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels" 
 
 
 

"far too many people are poorly supported by weak institutions and lack access to justice, 
information and other fundamental freedoms." 

 

  
How are they "free" if their leaders, their governments and UN agencies mislead them about progress 
in the species? 
 

 
 
"Efforts are under way to make national and international institutions more effective, inclusive and 
transparent." 

 
But not much effort for the institutions making this report. 
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"Today, more than half the world has internationally recognized human rights institutions.  
 
However, significant challenges remain, including lack of data on various forms of violence against 
children and other vulnerable groups, access to justice and public access to information." 

 
MB:  It is not clear to me whether the report means there is "lack of data" on "public access to 
information" or just that "public access to information" is a "significant challenge". 

I find it hard to believe that the most senior UN staff do not have some important "data" on the 
public's "access to information", since the UN itself has been putting out blatant untruths. 

Here are some "data": 
 
 
1. UN agencies and others continue to mislead on targets, pledges and progress.   The FAO website, 
for example, still misleads on baselines for the 1996 food pledge and Millennium pledges. 
 
 
2. The official MDG list has since 2003 contained a falsehood.  It claims that the easier 1990-baseline 
targets were what leaders pledged in the Millennium Declaration.  

 
3.  The General Assembly requested itself to follow up agreed goals.   The proper follow-up did not 
happen.  
 
The Secretary-General's 2015 report to the Assembly was supposed to assess progress on the 
Millennium Declaration.   
 
He was in effect requested by the Assembly to do so on 14 December 2000, by his predecessor on 6 
September 2001, and again by the Assembly on 14 December 2001.  
 
Instead Kofi Annan and Ban Ki-moon reported on the generally narrower and easier MDGs.  
 
They did so even though the US Ambassador to the UN in 2006 said those were "not endorsed by all 
member governments, and specifically not by the United States". 
 
 
 
4. The UN is making claims about "extreme poverty" when poverty is supposed to be inadequacy of 
resources to meet need, but the staff have not estimated changing needs. 
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"Goal 17...Meeting implementation targets, including the raising of necessary funds, is key to 
realizing the Agenda, as is the full implementation of the Addis Ababa Action Agenda."  
 
 
MB comment: The Addis Ababa agenda of July 2015 recommitted member states to the Monterrey 
Consensus of 2002. 
 
One of those commitments is to publicise the UN's agreed goals, including those in the Millennium 
Declaration and those which are more ambitious. 
 
Leaders could have done that in September 2015, but did not.  
 
In any case, they were supposed to report at that summit on the implementation of that commitment, 
but did not. 

 
 
The Sustainable Development Goals Report 2016 
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2016/The%20Sustainable%20Development%20Goals%20Report%2
02016.pdf  
 

 
 
  



2214 

"United Nations [E/2016/75]  
Economic and Social Council  
...24 July 2015-27 July 2016 ...  
High-level political forum on sustainable development, convened under the auspices of the Economic 
and Social Council ... 
 
 Progress towards the Sustainable Development Goals  
 
 Report of the Secretary-General  
  
Supplementary Information  
 
  
Summary  
 
  The following information is supplementary to the Report of the Secretary- 
General Progress towards the Sustainable Development Goals (E/2016/75). It  
contains the Statistical Annex of global and regional data for the Sustainable  
Development Goal indicators, on some of the indicators in the proposed global  
indicator framework agreed to at the 47th session of the United Nations Statistical  
Commission in March 2016, as a practical starting point. The indicators presented  
are those for which data are already available. This Statistical Annex is also  
available in English only at the following website: unstats.un.org/sdgs/.  ... 
 
 
(a) Proportion of population below the international poverty line of US$1.90 
 
[Misleading, as it is nowhere near a real US $1.90] 
 
 per day 
 
 
.... 
 
 
Indicator 2.1.1  
Prevalence of undernourishment 
 
 [!] 
 
(Percentage)  
 
[MB: The FAO in fact here mean only chronic, severe, calorie undernourishment.] 
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                 2000-02    2005-07    2010-12    2014-16a  
 
World          14.9         14.3           11.8       10.8 
 
 
[a note states that the 2014-6 numbers are projections] 
 
 
 
...... 
 
 
 
 
Indicator 2.1.2  
 
Prevalence of moderate or severe food insecurity in the population, based on the Food Insecurity 
Experience Scale (FIES)  
 
 (a) Estimated prevalence of moderate or severe food insecurity in the adult population 
 (Percentage)  
  
         
                                2014                              2015  
 
World               20.0 (19.4-20.6)             20.5 (19.8-21.2) 
 
 
.... 
 
 
 
Indicator 3.1.1  
    
Maternal mortality ratio  
(Deaths per 100,000 live births)  
 
               2000    2005    2010    2015  
 
World       341     288     246       216 
 
 
 
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/report/2016/secretary-general-sdg-report-2016--Statistical-Annex.pdf  
 
................................................................................ 
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"Assessing progress towards international goals 
 
UNICEF has undertaken extensive work on the development of indicators for national and 
international development goals and targets related to the well-being of children and women.  
 
[! – But UNICEF has still made false statements about what the agreed goals are.] 
 
 
These successful efforts include monitoring progress towards the Millennium Declaration" 
 
[!  Basically, fiction.] 
 
Introduction to UNICEF's work on statistics and monitoring  
Updated 14 July 2016 
http://www.unicef.org/statistics/ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"The Millennium Development goals adopted by the UN in 2000 laid a foundation that enabled Africa 
to achieve extraordinary progress over the last 15 years." 

"An edited version of Microsoft co-founder Bill Gates’s speech, "Living Together", delivered during 
the 14th Nelson Mandela Annual Lecture at the University of Pretoria yesterday" 
 
Bill Gates, according to the Cape Times 
17 July 2016 
http://www.iol.co.za/capetimes/gates-lecture-living-together--theme-of-madibas-life-2046337 

 
 
 
 
 
 

"During the Millennium Development Goals that were taken on from 2000 to 2015..." 

The 39th International WEDC Conference - UNU-INWEH 
United Nations University 
18 July 2016 
http://inweh.unu.edu/20801-2/ 
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"2000, when the millennium development goals were formally adopted" 

 
Los Angeles Times  
Global Development Watch [!] 
19 July 2016 
http://www.latimes.com/world/global-development/la-fg-global-development-goals-report-snap-
htmlstory.html 

 

 

 

Financial Times, after its editor had responded through a senior lawyer, and after its complaints 
commissioner said he would be disappointed if the newspaper failed to note the difference between 
the Millennium pledges and the "MDGs": 
 

"The SDG, agreed on by all UN member states, replaced the much-maligned millennium development 
goals that were the yardstick for global development from 2000 to 2015." 

Financial Times 
21 July 2016 
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/3/437cb940-4f28-11e6-8172-e39ecd3b86fc.html 

 
 
 
 
 
 
On 4 April 2017, the UK Department for International Development "About Us" web page read 
(https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-international-development/about): 
 
 

 "We are responsible for: 
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• honouring the UK’s international commitments and taking action to achieve the United 
Nations’ Global Goals ..." 
 

In reality the UK is dishonouring the commitments, which include the Monterrey pledges of 2002 
reaffirmed at Addis Ababa in 2015, to publicise the agreed goals including those in the  Millennium 
Declaration and those which are more ambitious. 
 
It is obvious that UK commitments on governance or benefitting the poor are inconsistent with false 
descriptions of pledges or claims on progress. 
 

On that DFID page, the words "United Nations' Global Goals" link to a page with a false and 
misleading statement:  

 
"(MDGs) set in 2000 – which have helped to halve poverty and improve living standards around the 
world over the past 15 years." 
 
(Department for International Development and The Rt Hon Justine Greening MP  
Britain backs the Global Goals for Sustainable Development 
25 September 2015) 
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/greening-britain-backs-the-global-goals-for-sustainable-
development) 

 

 

 
"8 Millennium Development Goals which were declared in 2000." 

Gujarat CM promises to meet UN millennium dev goals by 2030 
Times of India 
23 July 2016 
http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/city/ahmedabad/Gujarat-CM-promises-to-meet-UN-millennium-
dev-goals-by-2030/articleshow/53352212.cms 

 
 
 

 
 



2219 

July 2016:  Heads of State and Government, High Representatives, and UN member 

governments mislead that "most of the Millennium Development Goals and targets" have been 

"achieved" 

 

 
"We, the Heads of State and Government and High Representatives... 
 
recognize that...the world has witnessed remarkable socioeconomic 
progress, with  
most of the Millennium Development Goals and targets achieved 
globally."   
... 
 
"41. ...we recall the decision contained in the 2030 Agenda that 
effective linkages will be made with the follow-up and review 
arrangements of all relevant United Nations conferences and 
processes..." 
 
"116. We reiterate the importance of effective linkages in the 
follow-up and review arrangements of all relevant United Nations 
conferences and processes" 
 

 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 25 July 2016 
70/294.   Political Declaration of the Comprehensive High-level Midterm Review of  the 
Implementation of the Istanbul Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the 
Decade 2011–2020  

 

 

  

... 
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UK Parliamentary Committee contradicts evidence which they had themselves published: 

 
 
"Nigeria fared poorly on the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)—achieving only two of the 
eight goals set out by the United Nations in 2000." 

[!] 
 
UK House of Commons International Development Committee 
25 July 2016 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201617/cmselect/cmintdev/110/11003.htm 

 
 
The Committee was contradicting the evidence supplied by this author and published by the 
Committee on 15 September 2015:  
 
http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/international-
development-committee/uk-implementation-of-the-sustainable-development-goals/written/21249.html 

 
 
 
 

"...Papua New Guinea’s (PNG) third and final Millennium Development Goals Summary Report 
(MDGSR) 2015. PNG was one of 189 United Nations Member States to sign the Millennium 
Declaration adopting the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in September 2000." 

UNDP in Papua New Guinea 
27 July 2016 
http://www.pg.undp.org/content/papua_new_guinea/en/home/library/millennium-development-goals-
final-summary-report-2015.html 
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July 2016:  UN Secretary-General's report on water decade omits the agreed goals of water and 

sanitation for all by 2020 in "least developed countries" and by 2025 for all, even though he says 

the decade's objectives included helping to achieve water-related goals of Agenda 21.   

 

The Secretary-General misleads as usual on "Millennium" Development Goals and the "met" 

target on water.  

 
 
"Public and political awareness about the importance of water for so many of life’s needs (food, 
energy, health, habitat, transportation, ecosystem, recreation, etc.) gained traction and generated a 
sense of urgency leading to the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000" 

"Furthering decisions...during the sixth session of the Commission on Sustainable Development, less 
than 10 years later, in the United Nations Millennium Declaration in 2000, which outlined the 
development agenda for the United Nations system, a target was created that aimed at reducing by 
half the number [?] of people without sustainable access to safe drinking water by 2015" 
 
[! - in fact proportion, and "affordable". 
Also, the development agenda for the United Nations system" was not limited to the Millennium 
Declaration.] 
 
"as part of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)."  
 
[!] 
 

 
"VII. Achieving the Decade’s Goals 
 
A. Overall objective: Achieving of water-related goals 
 
25. 
Pursuant to resolution 58/217, which launched the “Water for Life” Decade, the primary 
objectives of the Decade were all focused on helping achieve internationally agreed water-related 
goals that were found in Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, 
the United Nations Millennium Declaration and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation, and, as 
appropriate, those identified during the twelfth and thirteenth sessions of the United Nations 
Commission on Sustainable Development.  
 
26. 
The most visible of these goals [!] were the targets included in the MDGs [!] concerning drinking 
water and sanitation. In MDG target 7.C, Member States called to “halve, by 2015, the proportion of 
people without sustainable access to safe drinking water and sanitation”.  
 
For the target on drinking water, the effort was a success. 
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[! – wrong baseline, wrong definition even for the MDG target.] 
 
 
 Five years ahead of schedule, in 2010, the target was achieved with 2.6 billion people gaining access 
[?]  since 1990 and 91% of the world now using an improved drinking water source" 
 
[The official researchers had in fact been saying that they did not know about water quality, so the 
Secretary-General misleads.  He is also using the wrong starting year.] 
 
 
Ban Ki-moon 
Report of the Secretary-General on the International decade for 
action, “Water for life”, 2005-2015, and further efforts to achieve 
the sustainable development of water resources 
General Assembly  
Advanced unedited version 
28 July 2016 
Previously at: 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/11078A/071/0008.pdf  

 

 

 

"The SDGs replace the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which in September 2000 [!] rallied 
the world around a common 15-year agenda to tackle the indignity of poverty." 

Canadian Evaluation Society 
28 July 2016 
http://evaluationcanada.ca/news/6664 

 
 
 

"When the UN announced the Millennium Development Goals in 2000" 

UN Dispatch 
29 July 2016 
http://www.undispatch.com/sustainable-development-goals-come-usa/  
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A misleading timeline from the UN gives for the year 2000: 

"Millennium Declaration - Millennium Development Goal 1" 

Sustainable Development Knowledge [!] Platform 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/povertyeradication  

 

 

"The accuracy of these [child] nutrition measures depends on proper measurements in age, weight, 
and height. For example, only those children with month and year of birth recorded and with valid 
height and weight measurements are included in the calculations. Assessing the adherence to proper 
measurement protocols by each survey team is not possible." 

UN Statistics Division 
Millennium Indicators 
Undated 
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Metadata.aspx?IndicatorId=0&SeriesId=560 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals Report 2015 

The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were adopted in 2000 in the Millennium Declaration by 
the heads of 189 countries on the UN Summit." 

[!] 
 
Central Statistical Office of Poland 
http://stat.gov.pl/en/sustainable-development/publications/  
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"On 12 July in London, Statistics Netherlands (CBS) Director General Mr. Tjark Tjin-A-Tsoi took 
part in a meeting of the advisory group at the ‘Measure what Matters [!]: a Framework for Action’ 
forum, focusing on better measurement of progress in sustainable development worldwide. The forum 
was convened partly by HRH The Prince of Wales, better known in the Netherlands as Prince 
Charles...HRH The Prince of Wales has been engaged for many years in work related to the 
achievement of sustainability goals as were adopted by the United Nations in 2000 in the form of the 
Millennium Development Goals." 

DG Statistics Netherlands advises Prince Charles 
https://www.cbs.nl/en-gb/background/2016/30/dg-statistics-netherlands-advises-prince-charles 

 
 
 
 

"Dr. Danilo Türk’s answer 

As we have learned in the period of implementation of Millennium Development Goals (2000 – 
2015)," 

[!] 
 
Secretary-General candidate responses to question 7 
General Assembly of the United Nations 
http://www.un.org/pga/70/sg-candidate-responses-to-question-7/ 

 

 

 

"(MDGs) adopted in 2000." 

Japan International Cooperation Agency 
29 July 2016 
http://www.jica.go.jp/english/news/field/2016/160729_01.html 

 

 
 



2225 

"2000: The UN adopts the Millennium Development Goals." [!] 

IMF Working Paper 
Strategy, Policy, and Review and Research Departments 
July 2016 
www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/wp/2016/wp16152.pdf  

 

 
 
 

"Millennium Development Goals, which produced the most successful anti-poverty movement in 
history over the period 2000 to 2015." 

First report card maps scope of SDGs progress 
United Nations Sustainable Development 
July 2016 
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/07/first-report-card-maps-scope-of-sdgs-
progress/ 

 
 
 
 

"Millennium Development Goals announced by the UN in the year 2000. " 

UCLA | Help UCLA Launch The Global Health Education Program! 
https://spark.ucla.edu/project/1428 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals of 2000-2015" 
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Oxford University Department of International Development 
Undated 
http://www.qeh.ox.ac.uk/content/broadening-global-understanding-poverty  
 

  
 
 
 
"The United Nations Millennium Declaration (UNMD) was adopted in 2000 by resolution of the UN 
General Assembly. This was the declaration that announced the Millennium Development Goals  
 
[!]  
 
(MDGs) for countries to achieve by 2015" 
 
Open University 
OpenWash Study Session 14   
"OpenWASH is a set of innovative learning resources launched in 2016 by The Open University in 
partnership with World Vision Ethiopia and UNICEF through the ONEWASH PLUS programme, 
funded by UK aid from the UK Government. " 
2016 
http://www.open.edu/openlearncreate/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=79981&section=9   
http://www.open.edu/openlearncreate/course/index.php?categoryid=131  
 
 
 
 
 
"In the implementation of the Millennium Development Goals for 2000 to 2015 [!], for instance, the 
President said Sierra Leone had a mixed basket of outcomes." 
 
Sierra Leone: President Korma Launches Sierra Leone's International Benchmarks System 
allAfrica.com 
31 July 2016 
http://allafrica.com/stories/201608010238.html 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"2000, when the international community adopted the Millennium Development Goals" [!] 
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U.S. Agency for International Development 
May 2016 
Updated 1 August 2016 
https://www.usaid.gov/reports-and-data/financial-management-partnering-results 
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"A first step in recognizing the rights of nature took place in June 2012 at the United Nations 
Conference on Sustainable Development, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, where Heads of State and 
Government adopted the outcome document, entitled “The future we want”, recognizing that the 
Earth and its ecosystems are our home and that some countries recognize the rights of nature in the 
context of the promotion of sustainable development.  
 
They also agreed that, in order to achieve a just balance among the needs of present and future 
generations, it is necessary to promote harmony with nature." 
 
Harmony with Nature 
Note by the Secretary-General 
United Nations A/71/266 
General Assembly 
1 August 2016 
 
 

........................... 

 
 
 

"the United Nations Millennium Development Goals were announced in 2000." [!] 

David Miliband 
Head of UK Prime Minister's Policy Unit 1997-2001 
America Magazine 
August 2016 
http://americamagazine.org/issue/humanitarian-revolution 

 

 
 
"The global consensus on the concerns of maternal and child health was emphasised in 2000 as the 
Millennium Development Goals" 
 
Awasthi et al.  
British Medical Journal: BMJ Open 
5 August 2016 
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/6/8/e009885.full 
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"At least 76 million people live without safe drinking water in India" 
 
8 August 2016 
bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-india-36972650  
 
 
 
 
 

 
"the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) established by the United Nations in 2000." 
 
[!] 

Paul Collier, Oxford University 
August 2016 
www.bsg.ox.ac.uk/sites/www.bsg.ox.ac.uk/files/documents/BSG-WP-2016-016.pdf  
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Above: GCSE Citizenship Studies  
OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) school examination board endorsed textbook 
2016 
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2234 

Above: Pearson Edexcel GCE geography specification for first certification in 2018 Published 2016. 
 
The text is liable to mislead that the SDGs are more "new" than they are.    
 
The existing commitments to and aims for sustainable development were largely not in the "MDGs" 
but in other agreements.  
 
To some extent, therefore, nations could have "expanded on the MDGs" simply by renaming existing 
aims, for example in Agenda 21, the Millennium Declaration and the 2000 Johannesburg Declaration.   
 
Edexcel instead concentrates for unclear reasons on the "MDGs".    
 
 
 
 
 
 
"the Millennium Development Goals for the region, established in 2000" 

Médecins Sans Frontières (MSF) International 
15 August 2016 
http://www.msf.org/en/article/20160815-colombia-malaria-caused-falciparum-parasite-spreading-
throughout-country  

 

 

 
 
 

"Absolute poverty is slightly trickier. The definition used by a number of international organisations 
(such as the UN and the World Bank) is that you cannot afford the basic needs of life - food, clothing, 
shelter and so on." 

 
[! – Incorrect.  That is in fact something which people have rightly criticised the "dollar a day" figures 
for not doing across time or countries.  See note below.]   
 
"This is absolute in the sense that it is measured relative to a fixed (real) standard of living,  
 
[! – It is not absolute.  How can Full Fact say it is a "fixed" or "real" "standard of living" when they 
have not looked at varying needs, prices faced by the poor, assets, debts, or the environment; when the 
relevant official monitors have repeatedly stated they do not have reliable information on water 
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safety? ] 
 
rather than relative to the population you are a member of." 
 
 
Full Fact 
"The UK's independent fact-checking charity" 
18 August 2016 
https://web.archive.org/web/20160903090423/https://fullfact.org/economy/poverty-uk-guide-facts-
and-figures/ 

 

 

 
Full Fact is peddling the same nonsense as the BBC's fact-checkers, the More or Less team.   
 
The BBC team likewise claimed the official line was based on "a certain level of" "shelter", "health 
care" and so on – even after complaints.   
 
This kind of wrong statement makes the official method, and macroeconomists' policy advice based 
on similar data, sound more thorough than they are.  
 
Let's think.   
 
If what Full Fact and the BBC said was correct, and the line was defined in terms of basic needs being 
met,  why would it be the same amount in different countries? 
 
Since the surveys do not include the value of avoiding rent by living in your own home, Full Fact's 
part about the definition including a basic need for "shelter" cannot be true. 
 
What is a "basic need for shelter"?   I don't know.   
 
What would it mean for a basic need for shelter to be met? 
 
How do you judge the money value of shelter in towns compared to countryside?   I don't know.    
 
Does it matter whether the shelter is next to a main road, with pollution?    
 
How can you value the shelter if there is no rental market? 
 
How do you assess whether children's basic needs are met for shelter? 
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The kind of exercise which would be required if these fact-checkers were right would be huge, hugely 
complex, hard for outsiders to understand  and to a significant degree subjective – like "poverty 
measures" generally.   
 
The researchers cannot tell if basic needs are met, because they do not have nearly adequate 
information about water safety.   
 
They cannot tell from their money numbers what people consumed, because they do not have prices 
faced by the poor.  
 
They do not consider adequacy of consumption, for people with different age distributions, climate, 
medical needs, and so on.   
 
The World Bank line is in fact defined as an amount of money in international, pretend  dollars.   The 
line is arrived at by considering the amounts of those international dollars equivalent to a selection of 
national "poverty" lines.    
 
Those lines are based on countries' own, and in the past and perhaps still now in some cases on 
researchers', criteria for "baskets" of goods and/or services, which vary from country to country.     
 
The line is then applied to countries irrespective of what the people may need, and no adjustment for 
consumption need is made as time goes by, even with changes in proportions of children, proportions 
in towns, and so on.    
 
There are some adjustments for urban versus rural prices, and I do not know if they take into account 
the changing proportions of people living in each.    But in any case, there are no adjustments for 
consumption need per person as such changes occur. 
 
This matters not just to understanding of the official reports on progress over time, but to the public 
understanding of the thin basis of economists' global "studies" of "income poverty" which 
governments, intergovernmental organisations and others have used to argue for what is "good for the 
poor". 
 
 

……………………………….. 
 
 
 

 

"Study this free course 
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Enrol to access the full course, get recognition for the skills you learn, track your progress and on 
completion gain a statement of participation to demonstrate your learning to others. Make your 
learning visible! 

The aim of the course is to give you clear insights and memorable examples of:... 
 
-  the challenges that must be overcome in order to make further progress in reducing the burden of 
infectious disease and meeting the associated Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)agreed by the 

international community in 2000. [!] 

This OpenLearn course is an adapted extract from the Open University course : SK320 Infectious 
disease and public health." 

Public Health Approaches to Infectious Disease 
OpenLearn -  
Open University 
SK320_2 
http://www.open.edu/openlearn/science-maths-technology/science/public-health-approaches-
infectious-disease/content-section-0 

  



2238 

American Association for the Advancement of Science:  
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Above: Comment to Science Magazine, 2016  
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Below:  Stanford University researchers advocating use of satellite photos for poverty research, claim 
ridiculous level of detail, perhaps taken in by an advertising company's spin.    
 
The image is "incredible" because it is not a satellite photo.  It is taken from at most hundreds or 
thousands of feet away, not hundreds of miles. 
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…………………………….. 
 
 

 

Open University: 
 

"the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) adopted by the United Nations at its Millennium 
Summit in 2000 (Box 5). 

Box 5 United Nations Millennium Declaration 

The United Nations’ 2000 Millennium Development Goals resolution [!] on development and poverty 
eradication is summarised as follows. 

    Resolved, by the year 2015: to halve the proportion of the world’s people whose income is less than 
one dollar a day and the proportion of people who suffer from hunger; to halve the proportion of 
people who are unable to reach or to afford safe drinking water; to ensure that children everywhere, 
boys and girls alike, will be able to complete a full course of primary schooling and that girls and 
boys will have equal access to all levels of education; to reduce maternal mortality by three quarters, 
and under-five child mortality by two thirds, of their current rates..." 

 
Open University 
Public Health Approaches to Infectious Disease 
http://www.open.edu/openlearn/ocw/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=8537&printable=1 

 

 

   

UNICEF: 

 
"In 2000 the largest-ever gathering of political leaders took place at the United Nations (UN) in New 
York. The result of that meeting was something called the Millennium Declaration. 

 This Declaration put in writing the principles and values that mattered to world leaders at the 
beginning of the new millennium. It was a commitment to making life better for people around the 
world."  
 
[Misleading. The Declaration made time-bound commitments.] 

"After the Millennium Summit, the UN Secretary General (the head of the UN – in 2000 it was Kofi 
Annan, today it is Ban Ki-moon) gave a team of people the responsibility of turning the words of the 
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Millennium Declaration into goals for action." 
 
[Misleading] 
 
"It was also their job to think about how to measure progress towards the goals. This meant creating 
specific ‘targets’ and ‘indicators’ for each of the goals, which would help to show whether or not the 
goals were being achieved." 

[Contributes to misleading impression]  

"The team came up with the eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) to be achieved by the year 
2015. Each MDG has a set of specific ‘targets’ and ‘indicators’ to measure progress towards the 
Goals." 
 
[Completely omits the world leaders' pledges to achieve targets by 2015] 
 
The World We Want After 2015 
What should come after the Millennium Development Goals? 
A discussion pack for children and young people 
Unicef UK  
https://www.unicef.org.uk/Documents/Publications/post2015L12_FINAL.pdf 

 

 

 

A different story, also misleading: 
 

 

"Millennium Development Goals 

In September 2000, building upon a decade of major United Nations conferences and summits, world 
leaders came together at the United Nations Headquarters in New York to adopt the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration. 

The Declaration committed nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty, and set 
out a series of eight time-bound targets - with a deadline of 2015 - that have become known as the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 

The final MDG Report found that the 15-year effort has produced..." 

 
Millennium Development Goals | UNDP 
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/sdgoverview/mdg_goals.html  
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After extensive complaints from 2013 to 2015 explaining The Economist's inaccuracies, the 
Economist Intelligence Unit basically repeats them in 2016:  

 

 
"...in particular MDGs...#4 and #5, set a series of concrete pledges [!] in ...child and maternal health" 

"the United Nations... targeted high maternal and infant mortality rates in its Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs—see Box 1) for the years 2000-15." [!] 
 
"The Millennium Development Goals 2000[!]-15:  

 
The [!] 2015 report card  

... 
 
Halve the proportion of people living on less than US$1 [!] per day — MET" 
 
 
[! - The authors give, other things being equal, a greatly inflated impression of what poor people "live 
on".   
 
These are the wrong dollars - not in fact US dollars but theoretical units worth far less.   
 
The "dollars" the UN actually uses are, supposedly worth what real dollars would buy in the US, not 
what you can buy in poor countries with "US $1".  Other things are not equal, for reasons including 
that how much you "live on" depends on whether you count, and how you value, living in your own 
house rather than paying rent; the money value of dirty versus clean water;  and whether it is sensible 
to count a father's spending on alcohol or tobacco as benefitting his children because in the whole 
household they "live on" more.] 
 
 
  
"Halve the proportion of people suffering from hunger—[narrowly] MISSED" 
 

[Wrong definition: clearly more people "suffer from hunger" than are in the FAO category of  
chronically and severely undernourished.   
 
The FAO estimated trend for "prevalence of food inadequacy" was worse than for "prevalence of 
undernourishment".   
 
So it is misleading to refer to that FAO claim as being on people "suffering from hunger".  Secondly, 
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even for the FAO trend the Economist Intelligence Unit is talking about, the authors are using the 
wrong baseline and so the wrong target if they mean the actual pledge of 2000.   
 
The pledge was to halve the 2000 proportion.   
 
This would mean, if the official definition was used, a baseline of around 15%, while the official 
proportion in 2015 was 10.9% - far from a halving.   
 
However, the official definition is not really on "suffering from hunger" - see below. 
 
The other indicator, on child nutrition, did no better.  
 
Thirdly, it is not clear why the authors are giving the impression that the statistics are reliable enough 
for their statement.] 
 
 

"Cut maternal mortality by three quarters — MISSED with a 50% fall in 1990-2015" 
 
[Wrong baseline for the pledge, which has a baseline of 2000, not 1990; again, it is not clear why the 
authors are giving the impression that the statistics are reliable enough for their statement.] 
 
 
"Halve the proportion of people without access to safe drinking water— MET" 

[The authors may be understating the target, and do use the wrong definition. The UN has not 
supplied a trend for safe water.  Neither the Millennium Declaration pledge nor the MDG target has a 
1990 baseline. ] 
 
The UN’s Sustainable Development Goals: Aiming high for women 
Economist Intelligence Unit 
2016 
https://www.eiuperspectives.economist.com/sites/default/files/images/UNSustainableDevelopmentGo
als.pdf 

 
 
 
 

 

 
Tim Harford, 2016 – after the Financial Times and the BBC, for both of which he worked, had 
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published accounts (not necessarily accurate accounts) of complaints, highly relevant to the 
inaccuracy he repeats: 

 
 

 
 
 
Mr Harford misleads in several ways, despite  
 
a) the Financial Times publishing an account of the complaints in 2015 in which Mr Harford's editor 
had amended output, and its complaints commissioner had acknowledged a potentially important 
matter, and  
 
b) the BBC Trustees having in July 2015 in effect publicly accepted that part of what he was saying 
was wrong. 
  
 
In the passage above he publishes three significant inaccuracies.  In reality: 
 
1. What UN members adopted in 2000 was not "aspiration" or primarily "intended as an inspirational 
target" but formal pledges.  They "resolved" to meet them.    
 
2. UN members in 2000 did not "adopt" the "MDGs".   
 
Mr Harford gives the false impression, as he did on the BBC World Service on 10 March 2012, that 
world leaders at the historic summit set targets for 2015 using an easier baseline which in fact did not 
exist.     
 
 
3. "Halving the extreme poverty rate" is not one of the eight "Millennium Development Goals".    
 



2248 

 
 

 

 

Duncan Green  
How Change Happens 
Development Leadership Program, Australian Aid, Oxfam 
Oxford University Press 
2016 
 
 
 
It is not clear why Dr Green claims "poverty" was halved since 2000.  The World Bank claim is, when 
its staff write clearly, on "extreme poverty";  and it is not clear why people call a fixed amount of 
money a "poverty line". 
 
And even if you favour official statistics, why believe the unreliable World Bank claims rather than 
the unreliable FAO claims? 
 
The book appears to err on what was agreed at the historic Millennium Summit. 
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"Since the inception of the MDGs in 2000..." 

Wilfried Lemke 
Special Adviser to the United Nations Secretary-General on Sport for Development and Peace. 
UN Chronicle 
August 2016 
https://unchronicle.un.org/article/role-sport-achieving-sustainable-development-goals 

 
 
 
 

"Sport has proven to be a cost-effective and flexible tool in promoting peace and development 
objectives. Since the inception of the MDGs in 2000, it has played a vital role in enhancing each of 
the eight goals, a fact which has been recognised in numerous Resolutions of the General Assembly." 

United Nations Regional Information Centre for Western Europe 
16 August 2016 
https://www.unric.org/en/latest-un-buzz/30265-team-refugees-against-all-odd 
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WJEC GCSE Geography textbook 
Endorsed by WJEC and Eduqas 
August 2016 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"Progress of China in Implementing the Millennium Development Goals (2000–2015) [!]  [report] 
which was issued jointly by the government of China and UN agencies..." 

23 August 2016 
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-016-7240-x 
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"BLAIR: ...let’s be clear, one of the paradoxes of globalization is that, in the developing world, we’ve 
seen massive reductions in [poverty]. I mean, we forget this. If you look at the Millennium 

Development Goals that were set out by the U.N. in the year 2000, 

 

[!] 
 which I was a part of formulating, I mean, OK, they’ve not all been met, but many of them have 
been substantially met." [!] 

Tony Blair 
Transcript, Politico 
24 August 2016 
https://secure.politico.com/story/2016/08/tony-blair-donald-trump-227343 

 

 

 

 

"1. About SDGs 

In September 2000, the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were released at the United 

Nations Millennium Summit. [!] 
 
In the past 15 years, the MDGs have made remarkable achievements... As the MDGs were set to 
expire ...193 member states agreed on a new agenda: Transforming Our World: The 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development. ....  
 
The Agenda follows the MDGs, but with expanded and higher targets" 
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Sino-Swedish Corporate Social Responsibility  
Government of China 
1 September 2016 
http://csr2.mofcom.gov.cn/article/csrnews/news2106/201609/20160901391125.shtml 
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Academic Council on the United Nations System 
8 September 2016 
 
 
 

 
In 2016, the UN published an estimate that a larger proportion of people were "food insecure" in 2015 
than 2014.    
 
The statistics are not necessarily reliable;  in any case, the proportion is not a guide to how bad the 
food insecurity is, even with "perfect" statistics.  
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"Progress against the 2000-2015 Millennium Development Goals reveal significant differences in 
terms of overall development progress, and toward specific targets  
(…progress of MDGs in a named country)." 

SPECIFICATION 
Pearson Edexcel International Advanced Subsidiary in Geography (XGE01) 
Pearson Edexcel International Advanced Level in Geography (YGE01) 
First teaching in September 2016 
First examination June 2017 

"All information in this specification is correct at time of going to publication." [!] 
 

"Pearson Edexcel International Advanced Level in Geography is designed for use in schools and 
colleges outside the United Kingdom.  
It is part of a suite of International Advanced Level qualifications offered by Pearson." 
February 2016 
https://qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/International%2520Advanced%2520Level/Geogra
phy/2016/specification-and-sample-assessments/IAL-Geography-Specification.pdf  
 
 
 
 

………………………………………….. 
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The following error on the pledges of 2000 is especially odd, as one of the authors co-edited the 2013 
book "The Millennium Development Goals and Human Rights".   
 
The book included Thomas Pogge's correct statement that the commitment of 2000 had a baseline of 
2000, as well as the editors' misleading statement that the MDGs were "adopted" in 2001. 
 
 

"Commitment to the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in 2000 [!] resulted in political 
momentum, new investments and mobilisation to implement practical steps needed to meet the 
framework of eight MDG goals.  
 
MDG 5 (improve maternal health) and MDG 4 (reduce child mortality) focused on improving 
women’s and children’s health, with newborn health not added until the mid-2000s. The MDG era 
saw vast improvements  
 
[Are the authors sure that is right, compared to rates of change since the 1970s?]  
 
in maternal and child survival, with global under-five mortality rates declining by more than half, 
from 90 to 43 deaths per 1000 live births between 1990 and 2015, and a 45 % decline in maternal 
mortality ratio" 

Carmen Barroso, Winfred Lichuma, Elizabeth Mason,  Pali Lehohla, Vinod K. Paul, Giorgi 
Pkhakadze, Dakshitha Wickremarathne, and Alicia Eli Yamin 
Accountability for women’s, children’s and adolescents’ health in the Sustainable Development Goal 
era 
BMC Public Health  
12 September 2016 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5025826/ 
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UK Statistics Authority and Government Statistical Service material appears to mislead on 
global pledges 
 
 
The UK Statistics Authority publishes some of the correspondence it receives – but apparently 
nothing about a major inaccuracy.  
 
The following public record from the Authority in my view does not reflect properly the existence of 
a complaint about the Authority's own output.   
 
The Authority appears to have misdescribed the "issue", especially since it was clear from the title: 
 
"UKSA [UK Statistics Authority] and GSS [Government Statistical Service] material appears to 
mislead on global pledges". 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
30 September 2016 09:08 
 
To: Authority Enquiries <authority.enquiries@statistics.gov.uk> 
Cc: Laux, Richard <richard.laux@statistics.gov.uk>; Hinds, Kerstin 
<kerstin.hinds@Statistics.gov.uk>; Leadbetter, Victoria <victoria.leadbetter@Statistics.gov.uk> 
 
Subject: UKSA and GSS material appears to mislead on global pledges 
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 Dear Sir Andrew [Dilnot] and Mr [John] Pullinger, 
 
UKSA and GSS material appears to mislead on global pledges 
 
In 2013 and 2015 the United Kingdom, in UN General Assembly resolutions, reaffirmed the 
Millennium Declaration.   The Addis Ababa conference in July 2015 had reaffirmed the Monterrey 
Consensus, which said: 
 
"We shall support the United Nations in the implementation of a global information campaign on the 
internationally agreed development goals and objectives, including those contained in the Millennium 
Declaration. In that respect, we would like to encourage the active involvement of all relevant 
stakehold- 
ers, including civil society organizations and the private sector." 
 
In 2006, the US ambassador to the UN reiterated his country's position: it had not agreed the 
secretary-general's proposals for "Millennium Development Goals".  Those included targets with a 
baseline of 1990.   
The US had agreed the Millennium Declaration, which has a more ambitious baseline of 2000 and 
wider objectives. 

"DFID is working towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) by the target date 
of 2015, as agreed at the UN Millennium Summit in 2000."   
https://www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Assessment-Report-315-
Statistics-on-International-Development.pdf 
 
"Millennium Development Goals that expired this year having been in place since the year 2000." 
https://gss.civilservice.gov.uk/blog/2015/09/a-sustainable-approach-to-statistics-and-geography/  

In July I approached the Authority instead of other public bodies.  It seems to me that it might be 
appropriate for the Authority to comment on government use of statistics beyond those designated as 
national statistics, and that it may have done so in the past.   
 
Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley 
 
   

 

 

 

"Director, Global SDG Tracker Initiative 

Plan International 
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Salary: Circa £80,000 per annum plus benefits 

Closing date: 3 September 2016" 

https://www.bond.org.uk/jobs/director-global-sdg-tracker-initiative-20160804 

 

 
 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals, that is, the 2000-2015 [!] 
efforts to focus on the world’s main anti-poverty targets" 

Ban Ki-moon and the Sustainable Development Goals 
Page as of  September 2016 
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/secretary-general/ 

 

 

 

 

 

"The idea that quite different organizations will focus on common goals and create accountability 
and pressure for results has recently proved its worth, as can be seen in the record of the fifteen-year 
drive by the UN to reach the eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) agreed-on by member 

states in 2000.  [!] 
 
The MDGs not only created a clear [!] set of internationally agreed-on goals, but also identified 
numerical targets to achieve them.  
 
For example, the goal to “eradicate extreme poverty and hunger” had a target: “Halve the 
proportion of people whose income is less than $1.25 a day.” " 
 
[in fact it had nine indicators] 
 
"Alongside strong economic growth in India and China, this global commitment by a variety of 
organizations contributed to important progress.  
 
The target of reducing extreme poverty [! - confusing income with its adequacy] rates by half was 

achieved in 2010, five years ahead of the 2015 deadline."   
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[wrongly implies this is the commitment by world leaders in 2000] 

David Miliband 
2016 
http://www.nybooks.com/articles/2016/10/13/best-ways-to-deal-with-refugee-crisis/ 

 

 

 

"From 2007 to 2010, Miliband was the 74th Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of the United 
Kingdom, driving advancements in human rights and representing the U.K. throughout the world. ... 

Miliband graduated from Oxford University in 1987 with a first class honors degree in philosophy, 
politics and economics, and received a master’s degree in political science in 1989 from the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, which he attended as a Kennedy Scholar. 

His accomplishments have earned him a reputation, in former President Bill Clinton's words, as "one 
of the ablest, most creative public servants of our time," and as an effective and passionate advocate 
for the world's uprooted and poor people." 

https://www.rescue.org/david-miliband  

 

 

 

 
"Blair subsequently made him head of the Prime Minister's Policy Unit from 1997 to 2001" 
 
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=David_Miliband&type=revision&diff=810850379&oldid=
799198298  
 
 
 
 
 
 

"The adoption of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in September 2000 marked a key 
moment in global governance." 

A PhD fellow at the United Nations University 
16 September 2016 
http://www.merit.unu.edu/how-much-will-it-take-to-realise-sdg4-on-education/A 
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A puzzling global indicator 

 
 
In view of the misinformation put out about commitments and progress, the SDG indicator for 
"effective, accountable and transparent institutions" seems to me rather strange: 
 
"government expenditures as a proportion of original approved budget"  ! : 

 

 

"Goal 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, provide access to 
justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels  
 
Target 16.6: Develop effective, accountable and transparent institutions at all levels 

Indicator 16.6.1:  

Primary government expenditures as a proportion of original approved budget, by sector (or by 
budget codes or similar) 
 

Institutional information 

 
Organization(s): 

World Bank (WB) 

 
Concepts and definitions 

Definition: 

Primary government expenditures as a proportion of original approved budget 

This indicator measures the extent to which aggregate budget expenditure outturn reflects the amount 
originally approved, as defined in government budget documentation and fiscal reports. The coverage 
is budgetary central government (BCG) and the time period covered is the last three completed fiscal 
years. 
 

Rationale: 

The indicator attempts to capture the reliability of government budgets: do governments spend what 
they intend to and do they collect what they set out to collect. It is a simple and intuitive indicator that 
is easily understood and the methodology is transparent and every rating easily verifiable" 
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http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/files/Metadata-16-06-01.pdf 

 

 
 
.................... 
 
 
 
 
Yet more academics fail to get the basics right: 
 
 
 
"the eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) of 2000–15" 

Dominic Glover, Kevin Hernandez and Alun Rhydderch 
A Foresight Scenario Method for Thinking About Complex Sustainable Development Interactions 
Foresight in International Development 
"Transforming Development Knowledge" [!] 
Institute of Development Studies 
University of Sussex 
September 2016 edition 
https://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/bitstream/handle/123456789/12177/IDSB_47_4_10.190881968-
2016.155.pdf  

 

 

 

 

The Clinton Global Initiative contributes to the false impression that the SDG agenda is more 
different from the pledges of 2000 than is in fact the case: DEVELOPMENT GOALS? 
 
 
"Following on the success of the United Nation’s Millennium Development Goals in shaping the 
global development agenda  
 
[in fact only part of it] 
 
from 2000-2015, [!] world leaders adopted 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) in September 
2015 as part of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.  
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These 17 goals are significantly more detailed than the eight anti-poverty targets that comprised the 
Millennium Development Goals, [!] addressing more dimensions of poverty, incorporating a greater 
focus on sustainability issues, and spanning the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)’s 
three key focus areas: sustainable development, democratic governance and peacebuilding, and 
climate and disaster resilience." 
 
 
[That is the same misleading story as elsewhere.   
 
In reality, during the Clinton, Bush and Obama administrations the UN development agenda 
reaffirmed by the 2005 and 2010 summits included the 350-page Agenda 21, the Millennium 
Declaration and the 2002 Sustainable Development Summit plan, among other pledges in conference 
and summit outcome documents.   
 
Readers could easily gain the false impression that the "MDGs" were the whole of the UN 
development agenda.]  
 
 
Clinton Global Initiative 
13 September 2016 
https://www.clintonfoundation.org/sites/default/files/cgi_commitments_analysis_unsdg_2005-
2015.pdf 
 
 

 
 
Jan Vandemoortele: 
 
 
"we convened a group of experts from across the UN system 
 
 [in reality UN, World Bank, OECD and IMF]  
 
to select specific targets verbatim from the Millennium Declaration [!] 
 
[Incorrect. They were clearly not verbatim, and the mandate of the experts was not to "select" targets 
from the Declaration.    
It was in fact described by the UN and OECD as to "harmonise" or "merge" the 2000-baseline 
Declaration's "development" goals with the OECD's seven 1990-baseline International Development 
Goals.]  
 
and placed them in a stand-alone list...The original list comprised eight goals, 18 targets and 48 
indicators. It was attached to a report about the follow-up to the Millennium Declaration that was 
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submitted to the UN General Assembly in late 2001. The annex carried the heading “Millennium 
Development Goals.”" 

Jan Vandemoortele, co-chair of group merging IDGs and Millennium Declaration development goals 
to produce the misleadingly-named "Millennium" Development Goals 
13 September 2016 
http://impakter.com/sdgs-tyranny-acronym/ 

 
 
 

............................................... 
 

 
"The Commonwealth @commonwealthsec 22 Sep 2016  

#tbt to the yr 2000 when the #MDGs were set. We now have the #SDGs - be sure to #TellEveryone 
about the #GlobalGoals " 

[!] 

 
................................................. 
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UK Statistics Authority bizarrely suggests that a person complaining about Authority output 
should talk to a government department: 
 
 
 
 
4 October 2016 at 10:47 
Authority Enquiries <authority.enquiries@statistics.gov.uk> wrote: 

RE: UKSA and GSS material appears to mislead on global pledges 

Dear Mr Berkley, 

 Thank you for your email of 30 September.   

 We recommend that you to speak to the Department for International Development (DFID) [!] in the 
first instance as they are best placed to discuss queries about policy [!] around Millenium 
Development Goals, baseliness and progress assessments. [!]   
 
The contact at DFID you might approach is Neil Jackson, Chief Statistican who can be contacted on 
n-jackson@dfid.gov.uk.    

 If after talking to DFID you are unsatisfied with their response on a specific statistical issue, please 
feel free to contact us again with details of this and we can consider whether [!] it is something we 
should investigate. 

 Yours sincerely, 

Victoria  

  

Victoria Leadbetter  | UK Statistics Authority | Central Policy Secretariat | 1 Drummond Gate, 
London, SW1V 2QQ 
Web: www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk Twitter: @UKStatsAuth 
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4 October 2016 11:00 
To: Authority Enquiries <authority.enquiries@statistics.gov.uk> 
Subject: Re: UKSA and GSS material appears to mislead on global pledges 

Dear Sir Andrew and Mr Pullinger, 

My complaint to the UK Statistics Authority is about its own statement, and about the Office for 
National Statistics statement on the Government Statistical Service website.   

 Yours sincerely, 

 

Matt Berkley 

 

 

  

........................................ 

 

 

 

BBC misleads the species again, its Trustees having admitted in 2015 that the Millennium Summit at 
least set a more ambitious child survival target than the later MDGs: 
 

 
More or Less, BBC World Service  
7 October 2016 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p047xnmj  
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p04b9qsv  
http://open.live.bbc.co.uk/mediaselector/5/redir/version/2.0/mediaset/audio-nondrm-
download/proto/http/vpid/p04b9qsx.mp3 
 
 

From 1 minute 30 seconds:   
 
"The Millennium Declaration was signed by the largest gathering of world leaders. It was described 
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as a statement of values and principles [!] of how the world should be." 
 
 
The BBC misleads. In reality the Declaration has eight chapters.   
 
Only the first chapter is "Values and principles".   
 
Other chapters make specific time-bound commitments.  The BBC is again obscuring the truth from 
the public.   
 
The BBC programme continued, adding to the wrong impression that the Millennium Declaration did 
not set "specific aims" - let alone pledges:   
 
"On its own it could have been just another well-meaning statement." 
 
"But the UN wanted to make a real impact." 
 
"So a small group of officials decided to use the Declaration to draw up some specific aims."   
 
"These became known as the Millennium Development Goals." 

 
Frankly, the BBC is again delivering fiction.   
 
The truth, which is obscured by the BBC's version, is that the Declaration already had specific aims 
which the officials largely watered down, and that the General Assembly responded in resolution 
56/95 of 14 December 2001 by calling for publicity for the Declaration, not thegenerally easier, 
unagreed "MDGs".   

 
 
 
 

.......................................... 
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School examination board WJEC wrongly substitutes easier goals for the pledges of 2000, 
misdescribes MDG1 as on poverty, and makes an odd categorical statement on poverty: 
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2273 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were eight international development goals that were 

established at the Millennium Summit of the United Nations (UN) in 2000. [!]  

 

There was also a total of 21 targets set to achieve these goals.  

 

All UN member states were committed to help achieve the following MDGs by 2015." 

 

"MDG number 1 was to reduce extreme poverty"    

 

[! – And hunger] 
 

 

"…between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people living on less than $1.25 a day should be 

halved." 

 

[misrepresents UN commitment "established at the Millennium Summit" of 2000, which was for a 
halving in 15 years, not 25] 
 

 

"The global number of extremely poor people in the world has indeed declined from 1.9 billion in 

1990 to 836 million in 2015." 

 

[What is the author's information and reasoning for that precise-sounding statement? 
 
Does it not give a grossly misleading impression of the availability and reliability of economists' data 
around the world and their inferences about policies and progress?] 

 
Economics matters 
KS5 >  
Economics Matters is an online magazine produced by the Economics Team at WJEC.  
10 October 2016 
http://resources.wjec.co.uk/pages/ResourceSingle.aspx?rIid=984 
http://www.wjec.co.uk/qualifications/economics/r-economics-gce-as-a/economics-matters-
01.pdf?language_id=1  
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It may be that people compare the SDGs to the MDGs because they do not know what member states 
were already committed to in 2015: 
 
 

"The SDGs, in contrast to the Millennium Development Goals, are underpinned by a holistic 
understanding of development" 

How the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) can engage with religion 
London School of Economics blog 
October 2016 
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/religionpublicsphere/2016/10/how-the-sustainable-development-goals-sdgs-can-
engage-with-religion/  
 
 
 
 
 
 
For a man without information on the needs of the poorest, or prices faced by them, or water quality, 
or the value of shelter they own, this speaker seems very confident in making a definite statement 
about "poverty" largely on the basis of household spending numbers known to be unreliable, when the 
statistics may to a significant extent mean people have to spend more: 

 

"According to the World Bank, in the three decades between 1981 and 2010, we have succeeded in 
producing the single greatest decrease in material human deprivation in history.  
 
At a time when the population of the developing world has increased by almost 60%, the number of 
those in extreme poverty has dropped from around 50% to around 20%. It is a staggering 
achievement." 

Liam Fox's conference speech 
2016 
https://blogs.spectator.co.uk/2016/10/full-text-liam-foxs-conference-speech/# 
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"The World Bank plays an important role in shaping the global debate on combatting poverty, and the 
indicators and data the Bank collates and makes available shape opinion and policies in client 
countries, and, internationally. " 

Commission on Global Poverty 
World Bank 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/commission-on-global-poverty 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"PRESS RELEASE 

World Bank’s Poverty Commission Releases Report on How to Better Measure and Monitor Global 
Poverty 

 

WASHINGTON, October 18, 2016 – The World Bank’s Commission on Global Poverty has submitted 
recommendations on how to more comprehensively measure and monitor global poverty in support of 
the Bank Group’s goals of ending [?] extreme poverty by 2030 and boosting shared prosperity. 

“The aim of our Report was to improve the way the World Bank monitors poverty. By focusing on 
changes over time, we can learn, taking account of the potential margins of error, about the evolution 
of global poverty. The confidence to be placed in these conclusions can be increased by improvements 
in the methods of analysis and in the underlying data. Outside the World Bank, it is hoped that this 
report will be of value to everyone engaged in poverty measurement across the world, and be a highly 
positive force in encouraging partnerships,” said Sir Anthony Atkinson, Lead Author & Chair of the 
Commission on Global Poverty. 

In its report, the Commission acknowledges the challenges posed by its recommendations, including 
the limited statistical resources available to poor countries, the need for collaboration across 
countries and agencies, and different national circumstances among low, and middle-income 
countries. 

The Commission also recommends that the World Bank hold constant the yardstick for measuring 
extreme poverty – at $1.90 a day in 2011 PPPs 
 
 
 
 
[MB: How is a fixed amount of money a "yardstick for measuring extreme poverty" without 
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considering changing needs, or whether people need to pay rent out of that money, or the safety of 
water?] 
 
 
 
 - until 2030, the target year for the Bank’s own goal of ending  
 
[? Does the World Bank not in mean "reducing the number of people by two thirds"?] 
 
 poverty [? – extreme poverty] as well as the end-year for the Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs), the first and foremost of which is the eradication of extreme poverty everywhere, in all its 
forms.  

In expressing its sincere gratitude to Sir Tony Atkinson and his Commission, the Bank Group said ‘its 
recommendations would guide the poverty monitoring work of the World Bank Group and other 
development partners and practitioners for many years to come.’ 

“Ending poverty is at the core of the World Bank’s development work. As we strive towards ending 
extreme poverty by 2030, [?] the recommendations of the Commission on Global Poverty will inform 
how we measure progress in all dimensions of our work,” said World Bank Chief Economist, Paul 
Romer,” We are extremely thankful to the Commission for taking on this important task and providing 
its valuable recommendations.” 

Romer said that the Bank agreed with the Commission’s call for the extreme poverty line  
 
 
[Why does this economist, or the World Bank, call it an "extreme poverty line" when he would not 
use such a line on himself since it does not look at what he needs to spend over time?] 
 
 
to be cited as “the International Poverty Line (IPL)”,  
 
 
[But that is stupid, because it implies that anyone above it is not poor.] 
 
 
and expressed in each country in terms of its local currency.  
 
 
[Ditto.] 
 
 
The Commission had also urged the Bank to “establish its own requirements with regard to the 
measurement of non-monetary poverty”,  
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[It is not clear here what the Commission means is the difference between monetary and non-
monetary poverty.    
Perhaps they say in their report.    
But clearly, if there are things which you lack because you lack money, that is "monetary poverty".    
It may be that these economists are simply calling "non-monetary poverty" what is outside their 
simple models, rather than what is in a meaningful sense "non-monetary". 
If these important things are left out of the "extreme poverty" "measure", then it is not clear why it is 
rational or humane to keep calling it a "poverty line".] 
 
 
and to introduce a “multi-dimensioned poverty indicator based on the counting approach,  

 
[Why?  The counting approach is well-known to be defective, since it encourages governments to 
help those just below the line.] 

 

and covering the overlap of dimensions.” 

In response, Romer said the World Bank would now [?] track  
 
[The Bank would "now track"?    Does it not do most of this already, by collating information from 
WHO, Unicef, and so on?] 

 
non-monetary deprivations of poverty  
 
 
[What is a "deprivation of poverty"?    
What is a "non-monetary deprivation of poverty"?    
It sounds like it is separate from the adequacy of money to buy these things.    
But it clearly is not.    
These services are either for sale at commercial rates, or subsidised or provided free by the state. 
So access to those services  – as well as needs for them - clearly affect the adequacy of the "$1.90" in 
each country or in a particular year to meet real-life needs. 
The World Bank appears to be avoiding a key point:  if these things are defined for some strange 
reason as "non-monetary" and necessary to look at separately because its "poverty line" omits them, 
then it is clearly irrational, and damaging to policy assessments, accountability and democracy to call 
it a "poverty line".]   
 
 
in three specific domains, namely: educational outcomes; access to health care; and access to basic 
services, such as water, sanitation and electricity.  
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He said the Bank was particularly interested in the overlap among these different deprivations, and 
between them and monetary poverty." 

 

MB:   
 
What is the Chief Economist of the World Bank saying here?    
 
Is he saying that it has not been interested before about how its statements about deprivation based on 
money relate to actual deprivation? 
 
Is he saying the Bank is not interested in the "overlap" between "monetary measures of extreme 
consumption poverty" and other deprivations such as hunger?    

Is there any good reason why he has left out any mention of how the World Bank's claims about a 
very rapid fall in "extreme consumption poverty" compare to the FAO claims about chronic lack of 
calories, even though the FAO report nothing like the Bank's claimed fall? 
 
Why is the line being called an "international poverty line" when there are no clean water statistics 
apart from huge guesses?   
 
If a method does not include the adequacy of money for access to health care or clean water, then it 
clearly does not provide a measure of "monetary poverty".   
 
So what good reason is there for calling a line which appears to make people "richer" if they need to 
spend more money, a "poverty line"? 
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Propaganda is spread in an episode of "Fake Newness" 

 

 

 

This Guardian article appears to state, by a logo, that it is funded by the taxpayer. 

 

 

"The very inclusion of a specific sustainable development goal (SDG) to reduce inequality is a 
gamechanger. 

"For a generation or more, any serious mainstream discussions of inequality had been off the table.  
 
In the formulation of the millennium development goals all the key players knew that income or asset 
inequality was to be kept off the agenda." 
 
[MB:  Incorrect and misleading – see below.] 
 
David Hulme 
How has billionaire Donald Trump become the voice of those left behind? 
Global Development Professionals Network 
22 October 2016 
The Guardian 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2016/oct/22/how-has-
billionaire-donald-trump-become-the-voice-of-those-left-behind  

 

 

Professor Hulme misleads.   

"Share of poorest quintile national consumption" was in fact one of the indicators for MDG1.   
 
It was also in the "Better World for All" goals "agreed" by the heads of the UN, OECD, World Bank 
and IMF in summer 2000.    
 
More importantly, equality was a key principle in the Millennium Declaration as well as being part of 
the 1992 Rio, 1995 Beijing, 1995 Copenhagen, 1996 Rome and 2002 Johannesburg documents.   
    
Professor Hulme is following the dominant story of the "bad old agreement between governments a 
decade and a half ago" rather than the true story in which recent and current governments, and their 
agencies, have failed recently to carry out agreed tasks, and in which current governments and their 
agencies continue to mislead citizens about what leaders actually promised. 
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It is convenient for politicians if previous governments appear to bear responsibility for failure. 
 
Academic deviations from the truth can be useful to politicians in helping them to achieve these 
illusions, and so help stop the people holding them to account and hinder democracy. 

Similarly, Professor Hulme has claimed that the SDGs are different because the MDGs were on 
dollars per day and the SDGs are on multidimensional poverty.    
 
That is not borne out by the actual documents, and would be misleading even if it were true, because 
member states keep reaffirming the outcomes of previous summits and conferences.   
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
Professor Hulme's idea of "gradual adoption" of MDGs by countries ignores key aspects of what 
nations agreed formally in, for example, Rome and Johannesburg in 1996 and 2002, the fact that these 
agreements have never been rescinded, and the fact that governments including his own have kept on 
reaffirming those pledges. 
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Here, Hulme's story wrongly implies countries accepted the MDGs in 2001: 
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Richard Jolly's foreword to one of David Hulme's books refers to the MDGs being agreed in 2000 – 
not supported by the evidence either.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

..................................... 
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"Tarja Halonen, sitting over there to the President’s right. ...2000 to 2012, she was the president 
of Russia’s neighbour, the Republic of Finland.  

[Tarja Halonen co-chaired the Millennium Summit] 

...Mr Heinz Fischer who is seated to President Putin’s left. ...he just recently finished his term 
as president of the Republic of Austria, which he was from 2000 [2004] to July 2016. .. 

...Thabo Mbeki... served from 1999 to 2008 as the president of South Africa.  
 
 

 
President of Russia Vladimir Putin:  
 
 
Tarja, Heinz, Thabo, colleagues, ladies and gentlemen ... 
The Millennium Development Goals of the year 2000,  
 
[!]  
 
for instance, were instrumental in reducing extreme poverty by almost 50 percent.  
 
[Why is Mr Putin saying that, if he has no data on needs or prices faced by the extremely poor, and 
unreliable data on spending?] 
 
"Since then, in addition, maternal and infant mortality rates have dropped by 45 and almost 50 
percent, respectively..."  
 
 [Maternal mortality statistics are well known to be unreliable, and his fourth misleading component 
seems to be that "since then" confuses a baseline of 1990 with 2000.    
Fifthly, his reference to infant mortality might mislead either if it is taken to mean child (under-five) 
mortality, or if, in the context of the "MDGs", it is taken to refer to a headline target. 
Child mortality did not officially drop by almost 50 per cent since 2000.   
Infant mortality is not the headline target for either the pledge of 2000 or the "MDG".] 

 
 
 
Former President of South Africa Thabo Mbeki:  
 
...I am certain that all of us will recall that the UN Millennium Declaration adopted in 2000, which 
accompanied the approval of the Millennium Goals..." [!] 
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Tarja Halonen: . 
 
..the politics rights, the democratic and human rights, rule of law and good governance but also 
the welfare, the source of economic and cultural rights of the people, all people, also minorities. ... 
I remember the feeling when I was co-chairing the Millennium Summit..." 
 
27 October 2016 
http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/news/53151  

 
 
 
 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals 

In 2000, world leaders came together at United Nations Headquarters in New York to adopt the 
United Nations Millennium Declaration. This declaration committed their nations to a new global 
partnership to reduce extreme poverty and set out a series of time-bound targets – with a deadline of 
2015 – that have become known as the Millennium Development Goals. " 

Poverty and Social Exclusion 
"PSE:UK is a major collaboration between the University of Bristol, Heriot-Watt University, The 
Open University, Queen's University Belfast, University of Glasgow and the University of York 
working with the National Centre for Social Research and the Northern Ireland Statistics and 
Research Agency" 
Last updated: 27 October, 2016  
http://www.poverty.ac.uk/definitions-poverty/absolute-and-overall-poverty  

 

 

 

UK National Audit Office, after complaint: 
 

"Millennium Development Goals – eight anti-poverty targets the world committed to achieve by 
2015." 
 
[When, exactly, is the National Audit Office claiming "the world committed" to the MDG targets?   



2285 

 
The US ambassador to the UN still said in 2006 that it had not agreed the MDGs.  But in any case, it 
is not clear why the NAO is failing to mention "agreed development goals" which the UK reaffirmed 
right up to 2015.] 
 
 
"The Department reported that significant progress was made under the MDGs in many areas, 
 
[That in itself is a failing by the UK government, since it is neither reporting progress on nor telling 
the public about some of the UK's most important actual commitments.   It is hard to see how the 
NAO can be fulfilling its remit on public expenditure without any reference to some overriding 
official UK aims.] 
 
 but many fragile and conflict affected states are still struggling to meet the goals.  

In November 2015, the government published a new aid strategy – UK Aid: tackling global 
challenges in the national interest. The strategy has four main objectives. ... 

2 Strengthening global peace, security and governance. 
 
[!] 

...4 ...helping the world’s most vulnerable." 
 
[While deceiving them about what the UK and other governments promised]. 

 
National Audit Office 
Departmental Overview 2015-16: Department for International Development  
November 2016 
https://www.nao.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/Departmental-overview-2015-16-Department-
for-International-Development.pdf 
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"The Millennium Development Goals, in effect 2000-2015." 

Harvard International Review 
7 November 2016 
http://hir.harvard.edu/one-path-toward-effective-global-development-learning-stake/ 

 

 
 

 
"The General Assembly will reconvene at 10 a.m. on Friday, 11 November, to hold a joint debate on  
 
“Integrated and coordinated implementation of and follow-up to the outcomes of the major United 

Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social and related fields”,  
 
“Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit”,  
 
“Strengthening of the United Nations system” and “United Nations reform”."  
 
10 November 2016 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2016/ga11856.doc.htm 

 
 

 

Yet another elementary "mistake" by the UK Government that makes governments look better: 
 
"The first of the UN’s eight Millennium Development Goals was to halve, between 1990 and 2015, 
the proportion of people whose income was less than $1.25 a day. This target was met five years 
early." 

UK Ambassador to the UN in Geneva 
"Part of Foreign Office Human Rights [!] UK in Switzerland" 
23 November 2016 
https://blogs.fco.gov.uk/julianbraithwaite/2016/11/23/the-future-of-globalisation/  
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The UK National Statistician and head of the UK Statistics Authority, John Pullinger, is a former head 
of the House of Commons Library. 
 
 

"The new goals build on the progress of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set in 2000" 
 

House of Commons Library, quoting the Department for International Development 
Debate Pack 
Number CDP 2016 – 0222 
Westminster Hall Debate on the First Report from the International Development Committee of 
Session 2016-17, on UK implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals, HC 103, and the 
Government response, HC 673  
Thursday 24 November 2016, 1.30pm 
Debate initiated by Stephen Twigg 
Every effort is made to ensure that the information contained in these publically available research briefings is 
correct at the time of publication. Readers should be aware however that briefings are not necessarily updated or 
otherwise amended to reflect subsequent changes. ... 
If you have any comments on our briefings please email papers@parliament.uk. 
Authors are available to discuss the content of this briefing only with Members and their staff. 
The House of Commons or the author(s) shall not be liable for any errors or omissions, or for any loss or damage of 
any kind arising from its use, and may remove, vary or amend any information at any time without prior notice. 
21 November 2016 
researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CDP-2016-0222/CDP-2016-0222.pdf  

 

 

 

 
"Stephen Twigg (Liverpool, West Derby) (Lab/Co-op) 

    I beg to move, 

    That this House has considered the First Report of the International Development Committee, UK 
implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals, HC 103, and the Government response, HC 
673. 

....There is a particularly great turnout from fellow members of the Select Committee on International 
Development. I welcome my fellow Select Committee Chair, my hon. Friend the Member for 
Wakefield (Mary Creagh), Chair of the Environmental Audit Committee. 
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  In 2000, the United Nations adopted eight goals [!] that shaped the subsequent international 
development agenda."  
 
[In addition to the error about the UK adopting the MDGs, another misleading impression may be 
given. The "international development agenda" was not eight goals but the commitments and aims in 
various documents from conferences and summits – as the UK along with other nations has repeatedly 
reaffirmed.] 

"The millennium development goals were ambitious..." 

Stephen Twigg MP 
Chair of UK House of Commons International Development Committee 
24 November 2016 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-24/debates/6A4E0DEA-521C-4771-BDA6-
C281207B9DA1/SustainableDevelopmentGoals  

 

 

....................................... 

 

 

 

"Cuba made important advances under Castro in the progressive realization of some economic, 
social, and cultural rights such as education and healthcare. For example, UNESCO has concluded 
that there is near-universal literacy on the island, and the country either met the Millennium 

Development Goals (MDGs) that the UN established in 2000 [!], or came close by the 2015 
deadline." 

Human Rights Watch 
26 November 2016 
https://www.hrw.org/news/2016/11/26/cuba-fidel-castros-record-repression  

 

 

....................................... 
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"From: Authority Enquiries <authority.enquiries@statistics.gov.uk> 
Date: 28 November 2016 at 11:42 
Subject: RE: UKSA and GSS material appears to mislead on global pledges 
 
Dear Mr Berkley, 

Thank you for your correspondence of 4 October clarifying your complaint" 
 
[Misleading.  I in fact repeated the fact that it was a complaint about the UKSA and GSS, which was 
clear from the title of the email, above.]  
 
 
 
"regarding the Millennium Development Goals."  
 
[Wrong focus.  The complaint was about giving the wrong impression of government pledges.] 

 
"You cited two instances where the Millennium Development Goals were stated as being agreed in 
2000; once in Assessment Report 315 Statistics on International Development[1] and once in a blog 
posting[2] on the GSS website. I concur with you that these statements are factually incorrect. 

The factual situation as we understand it is that in 2000 world leaders adopted the UN Millennium 
Declaration at the UN Millennium Summit. The Millennium Development Goals were developed 
subsequently as part of the implementation of the Millennium Declaration. 
 
[The Authority obscures the problem.   
 
Perhaps more accurate: the "MDGs" were developed "as part of the non-implementation" or 
"watering down" or "avoiding the full commitments of the Declaration".] 
 
 
"We consider this error a factual inaccuracy and not statistical misreporting. To rectify it, we have 
corrected"  
 
[The UK Statistics Authority seems to make another untrue claim.   
 
It in fact removed the incorrect part.  It did not "correct" it or explain the problem in the online 
version, and there is no indication that the Authority made any changes at all to the printed version.    
 
There is no indication that the Authority "rectified" any wrong impression given to anyone, except for 
its statement that it had informed the government department.  So "rectify" appears wrong as well.]  
 
 
"and republished Assessment Report 315. "  
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[? – Is that adequately true?  Did they reprint it?  With what circulation?]  
 
 
"The original text stated: 

“DFID is working towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) by the 
target date of 2015, as agreed at the UN Millennium Summit in 2000.” 

This sentence has been replaced with the following: 

“DFID is working towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) by the 
target date of 2015.” " 

[At best confusing, since by the time of the amendment in 2016, the statement was untrue. DFID 
was not working towards that.] 
 
 

"And footnoted with: 

“Paragraph 2.14 of this report was amended in November 2016 to correct a factual 
inaccuracy regarding when and where the MDGs were agreed.” " 
 

[Again, seems untrue.   
 
Firstly, the inaccuracy was not "corrected" but removed.   The Authority chose not to tell 
anyone the correct position in the new version. 

Secondly, that text misleads on the purpose of the amendment.  No-one cares much where 
or when "MDGs" were agreed.   
 
Again, the purpose of the amendment was in fact to remove the misleading implication 
that what leaders agreed in 2000 was the easier targets. 
 
Thirdly, it is not clear what the UK Statistics Authority means the "correct" version is on 
"when" or "where" "the MDGs were agreed".  Their text makes it seem as if those are 
straightforward matters and that the problem was merely the time and place of the 
"agreement".  But they have provided no evidence that any such "agreement" took place.  
Nor have they provided any evidence that such an "agreement" was valid, in view of what 
member states actually said.  In reality the General Assembly in 2001-15 reaffirmed the 
generally more ambitious and wider pledges of summits and conferences.] 
 
  

"Furthermore we have posted a correction note to the GSS blog posting.  
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It would seem the inaccurate reporting of what was agreed at the Millennium Summit in 2000, where 
world leaders adopted the UN Millennium Declaration not the Millennium Development Goals, has 
been common place.  
 
In that regard we will raise this issue with DfID and also with the team working on international 
development in the Office for National Statistics. 

We appreciate you contacting us in this regard. 

 
[1] https://www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk/publication/statistics-on-international-development-2/ 
 
2 https://gss.civilservice.gov.uk/blog/2015/09/a-sustainable-approach-to-statistics-and-geography/ 

 
Yours sincerely, 

Victoria 

   

Victoria Leadbetter  | UK Statistics Authority | Central Policy Secretariat | 1 Drummond Gate, 
London, SW1V 2QQ 
Web: www.statisticsauthority.gov.uk Twitter: @UKStatsAuth 

  

.................................................................. 
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"Li Baodong 

Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China 

 
Today is the 68th Human Rights Day. ... 

- Over the past 68 years, great achievements have been made in protecting the rights to survival and 

development.  
 
 
Since 2000, 1.1 billion people have been lifted out of poverty [?] globally."  
 
 
[How does he know?  The World Bank does not use estimates of inflation faced by poor people, or 
their needs for expenditure. 
 
And why is he saying "poverty" rather than "extreme poverty"? 
 
More importantly, why is he using the word "poverty" to describe what seem to be largely statistics 
claiming there were fewer low spenders?] 
 
 
 
"Net enrollment rate in primary education in developing countries has reached 91%."  
 
[That is not the Millennium pledge, which is for completion of primary education] 
 
 
 
"Mortality rate of children under five has more than halved." 
 
 
[Mr Li exaggerates the official claim.   
 
He appears to confuse the fall since 2000 with that since 1990.   
 
The official estimates are 9.1% in 1990, 7.6% in 2000 and 4.2% in 2015, so not a halving. 
 
The 90% confidence range is given as 8.9 to 9.2, 7.6 to 7.7 and 4.1 to 4.6 per cent respectively.    
 
However, perhaps unhelpfully, WHO and Unicef do not translate those into probabilities that their 
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claimed trend is accurate. 
https://data.unicef.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/U5MR_mortality_rate_39.xlsx  
 
Interestingly, the one statistic which both means something specific and has reasonably good data 
(partly because it is easy in a procedural sense to ask about) is exaggerated by using the wrong 
baseline – in addition to countries generally giving the wrong impression about the Millennium and 
World Food Summit pledge baselines.   
 
Of course one might argue that in some respects official "poverty" claims have understated benefits to 
poor people (in longevity, and in the quality of goods, for example) – if one could find suitable 
evidence and justify the value judgements.   
 
But something is perhaps noticeable: 
 
Politicians' wrong statements, as here, may tend to exaggerate how well people are doing compared to 
the official researchers' information, rather than including errors in both directions, which would be 
more consistent with pure incompetence.] 
  
 
 
 
"Maternal mortality has dropped by 45%."  
 
[These statistics are known to be wild guesses, as the main World Bank statistical reports have made 
clear in most years since 2000.] 
 

 
 
"An additional 1.9 billion people have gained access to drinking water."  
 
[Misleading, since the statistics are known not to be on quality.   
 
People generally have access to water, which is why they are still people and not dead.   
 
The idea that this is "drinking water" seems to imply, falsely, that the water is safe.   
 
Unsurprisingly, people monitoring water supply who are concerned with the welfare of real people do 
not, as far as I know, use a category so vague as "access to drinking water".   
 
The Millennium pledge is on "safe" and "affordable" water.] 
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"The Internet is accessible to 3.5 billion people.  
 
In September last year, the UN adopted the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, which 
outlined 17 sustainable development goals. An ambitious blueprint aimed at "leaving no one behind" 
and achieving "zero poverty", the 2030 Agenda will bring benefits to mankind." 

 
[The 2030 Agenda is not as much of an advance on commitments of the 1940s onwards as may 
appear.   It is a backwards step compared with rights to food, shelter, and so on. 
 
Through its wrong statements, the Chinese government is leaving many people behind.] 
 

Li Baodong 
Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs of the People's Republic of China 
China is Committed to a Human Rights Development Path With Chinese Characteristics 
10 December 2016 
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/wjbxw/t1423058.shtml  

 
 

............................................................... 
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"Millennium Development Goals 

Eight goals adopted by world leaders in 2000  
 
[!] 
 
with the intention that they will be achieved by 2015." 

"From 2000 to 2015, over the period of the Millennium Development Goals" 

Independent Commission for Aid Impact 
Accessing, staying and succeeding in basic education – UK aid’s support to marginalised girls 
16 December 2016  
"The Independent Commission for Aid Impact works to improve the quality of UK development 
assistance through robust, independent scrutiny." [!] 
 
http://icai.independent.gov.uk/html-report/accessing-staying-succeeding-basic-education-uk-aids-
support-marginalised-girls/   
 
 
 



2299 

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 21 December 2016 

[on the report of the Second Committee (A/71/463/Add.1)] 

 
71/222.   International Decade for Action,  

“Water for Sustainable Development”, 2018–2028 

 
 

 The General Assembly, 

 Recalling its resolutions 47/193 of 22 December 1992 on the 
observance of World Day for Water, 55/196 of 20 December 2000, by 
which it proclaimed 2003 the International Year of Freshwater, 58/217 of 
23 December 2003, by which it proclaimed the International Decade for 
Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–2015, 61/192 of 20 December 2006, by 
which it proclaimed 2008 the International Year of Sanitation, 65/154 of 
20 December 2010, by which it proclaimed 2013 the International Year of 
Water Cooperation, and 67/204 of 21 December 2012 on the 
implementation of the International Year of Water Cooperation, 2013, 

 
 Recalling also its resolutions 64/198 of 21 December 2009 on the 
midterm comprehensive review of the implementation of the International 
Decade for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–2015, and 69/215 of 
19 December 2014, in which it welcomed activities undertaken for the 
observance of the Decade and encouraged relevant parties to continue to 
take steps to achieve the internationally agreed water-related goals,  

 
 Recalling further its resolutions 68/157 of 18 December 2013 on the 
human right to safe drinking water and sanitation and 70/169 of 
17 December 2015 on the human rights to safe drinking water and 
sanitation, and the relevant resolutions of the Human Rights Council, 
including resolutions 24/18 of 27 September 20131 and 27/7 of 
25 September 2014,2  

 Recalling Economic and Social Council resolutions 1980/67 of 25 July 
1980 on international years and anniversaries and 1989/84 of 24 May 1989 
on guidelines for international decades in economic and social fields and 
General Assembly resolutions 53/199 of 15 December 1998 and 61/185 of 
20 December 2006 on the proclamation of international years,  

 Recalling also its resolutions 70/1 of 25 September 2015, entitled 
“Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”, 
and 70/299 of 29 July 2016 on the follow-up and review of the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development at the global level,  
 

  

 
1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Sixty-eighth Session, Supplement No. 53A 
(A/68/53/Add.1), chap. III. 
2 Ibid., Sixty-ninth Session, Supplement No. 53A and corrigenda (A/69/53/Add.1 and Corr.1 and 
2), chap. IV. 
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 Reaffirming the sustainable development goals and targets, including 
those related to water resources, contained in the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development, and  
 
determined to achieve the goal of ensuring the availability and sustainable 
management of water and sanitation for all and  
other related goals and targets, 
 

 Recalling the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development,3 which highlighted the commitment to the 
International Decade for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–2015,  

 Reaffirming that the Addis Ababa Action Agenda of the Third 
International Conference on Financing for Development4 is an integral part 
of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and that the full 
implementation of the Addis Ababa Action Agenda is critical for the 
realization of the Sustainable Development Goals and targets,  

 Emphasizing that water is critical for sustainable development and the 
eradication of poverty and hunger, that water, energy, food security and 
nutrition are linked and that water is indispensable for human development, 
health and well-being and a vital element of achieving the Sustainable 
Development Goals and other relevant goals in the social, environmental 
and economic fields,  

 Deeply concerned that lack of access to a safe drinking water source, 
basic sanitation and sound hygiene, water-related disasters, water scarcity 
and water pollution will be further exacerbated by urbanization, population 
growth, desertification, drought and other extreme weather events and 
climate change, as well as by the lack of capacity to ensure integrated water 
resource management,  

 Concerned by the slow progress in advocating for and addressing 
existing gaps in gender mainstreaming and the empowerment of women that 
hampers the achievement of sustainable development goals and targets,  

 Concerned also that many water-related ecosystems are threatened by 
poor management and unsustainable development and face increased 
uncertainty and risks owing to climate change and other factors,  

 Recalling that the Addis Ababa Action Agenda, among other things, 
seeks to develop and implement holistic disaster risk management at all 
levels in line with the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015–
2030,5  
 

 
 Acknowledging the importance of deepening cooperation and 
partnership at all levels for the achievement of the internationally agreed 
development goals on water and sanitation,  
 

 
3 Resolution 66/288, annex. 
4 Resolution 69/313, annex. 
5 Resolution 69/283, annex II. 
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 Recognizing that water-related issues, including relevant Sustainable 
Development Goals and targets, need to be better reflected in the agendas 
of the General Assembly and the Economic and Social Council,  

 
 Noting national, regional and global efforts and partnership initiatives 
to implement the International Decade for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–
2015, the numerous recommendations from global and regional water and 
water-related events and the water-related Sustainable Development Goals 
and targets contained in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development,  

 
 Noting also the establishment of the High-level Panel on Water by the 
Secretary-General and the President of the World Bank, and looking forward 
to its work,  

 
 Noting further the United Nations World Water Development Report, 
a joint project of United Nations agencies and entities, in particular the 
edition entitled Water for a Sustainable World, the report of the annual 
international conference of UN-Water held in Zaragoza, Spain, in 2015, on 
the theme “Water and sustainable development: from vision to action”, UN-
Water advice on means of implementation of the water-related Sustainable 
Development Goals and the work of the Advisory Board on Water and 
Sanitation,  

 Recognizing the important role of relevant initiatives and multi-
stakeholder partnerships in building political support and encouraging 
investment in water and sanitation,  

 Noting the outcomes and the Ministerial Declaration of the seventh 
World Water Forum, held in Daegu and Gyeongbuk, Republic of Korea, 
from 12 to 17 April 2015,  

 Noting also the outcomes of the high-level interactive dialogue at the 
sixty-ninth session of the General Assembly, held on 30 March 2015,  

 Noting further the Declaration of the High-level International 
Conference on the Implementation of the International Decade for Action, 
“Water for Life”, 2005–2015, held in Dushanbe on 9 and 10 June 2015,6 
and the call for action of the high-level symposium on the theme 
“Sustainable Development Goal 6 and targets: ensuring that no one is left 
behind in access to water and sanitation”, held in Dushanbe from 9 to 
11 August 2016,  
 

 1. Takes note of the report of the Secretary-General on the 
International Decade for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–2015, and further 
efforts to achieve the sustainable development of water resources;7  

 2. Welcomes the activities related to water undertaken by Member 
States, the Secretariat and organizations of the United Nations system, inter 
alia, through inter-agency work, as well as contributions from major groups, 
for the observance of the International Year of Sanitation, 2008, the 
International Year of Water Cooperation, 2013, and the International Decade 
for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–2015;  

 3. Proclaims the period from 2018 to 2028 the International Decade 
for Action, “Water for Sustainable Development”, to commence on World 
Water Day, 22 March 2018, and terminate on World Water Day, 22 March 

 
6 See A/C.2/70/5, annex. 
7 A/71/260. 
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2028;  
 

 
4.  Decides that  
 
the objectives of the Decade should be  
 
a greater focus on the sustainable development and integrated management 
of water resources for the achievement of social, economic and 
environmental objectives and on the implementation and promotion of 
related programmes and projects, as well as on the furtherance of 
cooperation and partnership at all levels  
 
in order to help to  
 
achieve internationally agreed water-related goals and targets,  
 
including those contained in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development;8  
 
 

 
 5. Highlights the importance of promoting efficient water usage at 
all levels, taking into account the water, food, energy, environment nexus, 
including in the implementation of national development programmes;  
 

 6. Decides that these objectives should be pursued, inter alia, by 
improving knowledge generation and dissemination, facilitating access to 
knowledge and the exchange of good practices, generating new 
information relevant to the water-related Sustainable Development Goals, 
pursuing advocacy, networking and promoting partnership and action by 
different actors to implement the water-related Goals and targets in 
coordination with existing initiatives and strengthening communication 
actions at various levels for the implementation of the water-related Goals;  
 

 
 7. Stresses the importance of the participation and full 
involvement of all relevant stakeholders,  
 
including women, children, young people, older persons, persons with 
disabilities, indigenous peoples and local communities, in the 
implementation of the Decade at all levels;  
 

 

 8. Invites the Secretary-General, with the support of UN-Water, to 
take appropriate steps, within existing resources, to plan and organize the 
activities of the Decade at the global, regional and country levels, taking 
into account the outcomes of the International Decade for Action, “Water 
for Life”, 2005–2015, and the work of the high-level political forum on 
sustainable development and other relevant United Nations structures, as 
well as the High-level Panel on Water;  
 

 
8 Resolution 70/1. 
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 9. Emphasizes the need for further steps to accelerate and sustain 
action towards the mobilization of means of implementation, and 
encourages the development, dissemination, diffusion and transfer of 
environmentally sound technologies to developing countries on favourable 
terms, including on concessional and preferential terms, as mutually 
agreed, and for the stepping up of international cooperation and 
collaboration in science, research and innovation for the sustainable 
development of water resources at the local, national and regional levels, 
including through public-private and multi-stakeholder partnerships, and 
on the basis of common interest and mutual benefit;  
 

 10. Encourages the Secretary-General to continue efforts to 
promote the mobilization of financial resources and technical assistance 
and to strengthen the effectiveness and the full utilization of existing 
international funds for the effective implementation of the water-related 
Sustainable Development Goals and targets;  
 

 11. Requests the Secretary-General, with the support of UN-Water, 
the specialized agencies, the regional commissions and other entities of the 
United Nations system, mindful of the provisions contained in the annex to 
Economic and Social Council resolution 1989/84, to facilitate the 
implementation of the Decade in cooperation with Governments and other 
relevant stakeholders;  
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 12. Requests the President of the General Assembly to convene, 
during the seventy-first session, a working-level dialogue to  
 
discuss improving the integration and coordination of the work of the 
United Nations on the water-related goals and targets under its sustainable 
development pillar,  
 
with a particular emphasis on the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development,  
 
while preserving its integrated and indivisible nature, and a subsequent 
working-level dialogue to take stock of the discussions at the first dialogue 
and to exchange views on the relevance of possible next steps, and in this 
regard: 
 

 (a) Decides that the dialogues shall be ad hoc, informal, inclusive, 
open-ended and interactive, with the participation of countries, relevant 
regional and international organizations, relevant United Nations system 
entities, UN-Water and other relevant stakeholders; 

 (b) Invites the President of the General Assembly to appoint two  
co-moderators for the dialogues, one from a developed country and one from 
a developing country, who will also prepare the informal summary of the 
dialogues; 

 (c) Also invites the President of the General Assembly to prepare a 
concept note for the dialogues, in collaboration with the co-moderators, 
taking into consideration relevant work and processes and avoiding 
duplication;  

 13. Decides, in accordance with Economic and Social Council 
resolution 1989/84, to review the implementation of the Decade at its 
seventy-seventh session, and in this regard also decides to consider, at its 
seventy-third session, the future arrangements for a midterm comprehensive 
review of the Decade; 

 14. Encourages Member States, relevant United Nations bodies, the 
specialized agencies, the regional commissions and other organizations of 
the United Nations system, as well as other relevant partners, including the 
private sector, to contribute to the International Decade for Action, “Water 
for Sustainable Development”, 2018–2028, building on the momentum 
gained during the International Decade for Action, “Water for Life”, 2005–
2015,  
 
in order to support the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development. 
 

66th plenary meeting 
21 December 2016 
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December 2016:   UN member nations reaffirm Agenda 21, with no country voting 

against. 

 
The Agenda 21 goals of adequate water and sanitation for all by 2025 are more ambitious 
than the "SDG" targets for 2030. 
 
 

"The General Assembly, 

 Reaffirming the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, Agenda 21, the 
Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, the Johannesburg Declaration on 
Sustainable Development and the Plan of Implementation of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development (Johannesburg Plan of Implementation)..."  
 
Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 21 December 2016 
71/232.  Harmony with Nature 
Adopted without a vote:  no country objected. 

 
 

In a different resolution, the General Assembly mentions "commitments towards full 
implementation" of Agenda 21.   
 
Many richer countries vote against this resolution on implementing previous sustainable 
development agreements. 
 
For some reason, in their public statements at the UN in 2016 and 2017, countries have often 
referred to this series of resolutions as "the Agenda 21 resolution" rather than "the resolution 
on existing sustainable development agreements from 1992 onwards" which would be more 
accurate.  

It might also be more helpful including for transparency and accountability, since one of the 
commitments of the 2012 conference was to fully implement Agenda 21 and the other 
existing sustainable development agreements (paragraph 16).  

 

Extracts from what we might more usefully call the "existing agreements" resolution of 2016, 
"Implementation of Agenda 21...": 
 
  
"...measures are required at all levels to enable developing countries to achieve their 
sustainable development goals related to the internationally agreed poverty-related targets 
and goals, including those contained in Agenda 21, the relevant outcomes of United Nations 
conferences"...  
 
 
"[the General Assembly] Affirms the contributions of the ongoing efforts and commitments 
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towards the full implementation of Agenda 21 [and the other conference and summit 
outcomes]" 
 
 

According to the official record, this resolution  
 
"was adopted by 134 votes to 44, with 7 abstentions...[Subsequently, the delegation of 
Norway informed the Secretariat that it had intended to abstain.]".  
 
https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N16/452/66/PDF/N1645266.pdf?OpenElement 
 
Many European countries and the USA voted against it - see official record below, after the 
text of the resolution. 
 
The World Summit on Sustainable Development was the 2002 Johannesburg Summit.  The 
United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development was the 2012 Rio Summit.] 

 
... 
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Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 21 December 2016 

[on the report of the Second Committee (A/71/463/Add.1)] 

 

71/223.  Implementation of  

 

Agenda 21,  

the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21  

and the outcomes of the  

World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United Nations 

Conference on Sustainable Development 

 
 

 The General Assembly, 
 

 Recalling its resolutions 55/199 of 20 December 2000, 
56/226 of 24 December 2001, 57/253 and 57/270 A of 
20 December 2002, 57/270 B of 23 June 2003, 64/236 of 
24 December 2009, 65/152 of 20 December 2010, 66/197 of 
22 December 2011, 66/288 of 27 July 2012, 67/203 of 
21 December 2012, 68/210 of 20 December 2013, 68/309 of 
10 September 2014, 68/310 of 15 September 2014, 69/108 of 
8 December 2014, 69/214 of 19 December 2014 and 70/201 of 
22 December 2015  
 
and all other relevant resolutions on  
 
the implementation of Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 
and the outcomes of  
the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of  
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development,  

 
 Recalling also the Rio Declaration on Environment and 
Development,1 Agenda 21,2 the Programme for the Further 
Implementation of Agenda 21,3 the Johannesburg Declaration 
on Sustainable Development4 and the Plan of Implementation 
of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(Johannesburg Plan of Implementation)5 and the outcome 
document of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 

 
1 Report of the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de Janeiro,  
3–14 June 1992, vol. I, Resolutions Adopted by the Conference (United Nations publication, 
Sales No. E.93.I.8 and corrigendum), resolution 1, annex I. 
2 Ibid., annex II. 
3 Resolution S-19/2, annex. 
4 Report of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, Johannesburg, South Africa,  
26 August–4 September 2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.03.II.A.1 and 
corrigendum), chap. I, resolution 1, annex. 
5 Ibid., resolution 2, annex. 
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Development, entitled “The future we want”,6 as well as the 
Monterrey Consensus of the International Conference on 
Financing for Development,7 the Doha Declaration on 
Financing for Development: outcome document of the Follow-
up International Conference on Financing for Development to 
Review the Implementation of the Monterrey Consensus,8 the 
Programme of Action of the International Conference on 
Population and Development,9 the key actions for the further 
implementation of the Programme of Action of the International 
Conference on Population and Development,10 the Beijing 
Declaration and Platform for Action11 and the outcome 
document of the special event to follow up efforts made towards 
achieving the Millennium Development Goals,12  

 
 Reaffirming its resolution 70/1 of 25 September 2015, 
entitled “Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development”, in which it adopted a 
comprehensive, far-reaching and people-centred set of 
universal and transformative Sustainable Development Goals 
and targets, its commitment to working tirelessly for the full 
implementation of the Agenda by 2030,  

its recognition that eradicating poverty in all its forms and 
dimensions, including extreme poverty, is the greatest global 
challenge and an indispensable requirement for sustainable 
development, its commitment to achieving sustainable 
development in its three dimensions — economic, social and 
environmental — in a balanced and integrated manner, and to  
 
building upon the achievements of the Millennium 
Development Goals and seeking to address their unfinished 
business,  
 

 Reaffirming also its resolution 69/313 of 27 July 2015 on 
the Addis Ababa Action Agenda of the Third International 
Conference on Financing for Development, which is an integral 
part of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, supports 
and complements it, helps to contextualize its means of 
implementation targets with concrete policies and actions, and 

 
6 Resolution 66/288, annex. 
7 Report of the International Conference on Financing for Development, Monterrey, Mexico,  
18–22 March 2002 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.02.II.A.7), chap. I, resolution 1, 
annex. 
8 Resolution 63/239, annex. 
9 Report of the International Conference on Population and Development, Cairo, 5–
13 September 1994 (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.95.XIII.18), chap. I, resolution 1, 
annex. 
10 Resolution S-21/2, annex. 
11 Report of the Fourth World Conference on Women, Beijing, 4–15 September 1995 (United 
Nations publication, Sales No. E.96.IV.13), chap. I, resolution 1, annexes I and II. 
12 Resolution 68/6. 
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reaffirms the strong political commitment to address the 
challenge of financing and creating an enabling environment at 
all levels for sustainable development in the spirit of global 
partnership and solidarity,  

 
 Recalling the Istanbul Declaration13 and the Programme 
of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the Decade 
2011–2020,14 adopted by the Fourth United Nations 
Conference on the Least Developed Countries, held in 
Istanbul, Turkey from 9 to 13 May 2011, and endorsed by the 
General Assembly in resolution 65/280 of 17 June 2011, in 
which the Assembly called upon all the relevant stakeholders 
to commit to implementing the Programme of Action,  
 

 Recalling also the Political Declaration adopted by the 
Comprehensive High-level Midterm Review of the 
Implementation of the Istanbul Programme of Action for the 
Least Developed Countries for the Decade 2011–2020, held in 
Antalya, Turkey, from 27 to 29 May 2016, and endorsed by the 
General Assembly in its resolution 70/294 of 25 July 2016, in 
which the Assembly called upon all the relevant stakeholders to 
commit to implementing the Declaration,  

 Recalling further the Vienna Programme of Action for 
Landlocked Developing Countries for the Decade 2014–202415 
and the Vienna Declaration,16  

 
 Recalling the SIDS Accelerated Modalities of Action 
(SAMOA) Pathway,17  

 
 Reaffirming the importance of supporting the 
implementation of Agenda 2063 of the African Union and the 
programme of the New Partnership for Africa’s Development,  

 
 Reaffirming also the Sendai Declaration and the Sendai 
Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015–2030,18 adopted 
at the Third United Nations World Conference on Disaster Risk 
Reduction,  

 
 Recalling the New Urban Agenda, adopted at the United 

 
13 Report of the Fourth United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries, Istanbul, 
Turkey, 
9–13 May 2011 (A/CONF.219/7), chap. I. 
14 Ibid., chap. II. 
15 Resolution 69/137, annex II. 
16 Ibid., annex I. 
17 Resolution 69/15, annex. 
18 Resolution 69/283, annexes I and II. 
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Nations Conference on Housing and Sustainable Urban 
Development (Habitat III),19  

 
 Welcoming the Paris Agreement20 and its early entry into 
force, and encouraging all its parties to fully implement the 
Agreement, and parties to the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change21 that have not yet done so to 
deposit their instruments of ratification, acceptance, approval or 
accession, where appropriate, as soon as possible,  

 
 Emphasizing the importance of oceans for sustainable 
development, as embodied in Agenda 21, the Johannesburg 
Plan of Implementation and various decisions taken by the 
former Commission on Sustainable Development, and 
welcoming in this regard its decision, in its resolutions 70/226 
of 22 December 2015 and 70/303 of 9 September 2016, to 
convene the high-level United Nations Conference to Support 
the Implementation of Sustainable Development Goal 14: 
Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas and marine 
resources for sustainable development, to be held at United 
Nations Headquarters from 5 to 9 June 2017,  
 

  

 
19 Resolution 71/256, annex. 
20 See FCCC/CP/2015/10/Add.1, decision 1/CP.21, annex. 
21 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1771, No. 30822. 
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 Recognizing that eradicating poverty is the greatest global 
challenge facing the world today and an indispensable 
requirement for sustainable development,  
 
in particular for developing countries,  
 
and that although each country has the primary responsibility 
for its own sustainable development and poverty eradication 
and that the role of national policies and development 
strategies cannot be overemphasized, concerted and concrete  
 
measures are required at all levels to enable developing 
countries to achieve their sustainable development goals 
related to the internationally agreed poverty-related targets and 
goals, including those contained in  
Agenda 21,  
the relevant outcomes of United Nations conferences,  
the United Nations Millennium Declaration22 and  
the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development,  
 

  
        Reaffirming the need to further mainstream sustainable 
development at all levels, integrating economic, social and 
environmental aspects and recognizing their interlinkages, so as 
to achieve sustainable development in all its dimensions, and 
reiterating that sustainable development is a key element of the 
overarching framework for United Nations activities,  
   
 Recognizing that eradicating poverty, changing 
unsustainable and promoting sustainable patterns of 
consumption and production and protecting and managing the 
natural resource base of economic and social development are 
the overarching and essential objectives for sustainable 
development,  

  

 Noting that the advancement of sustainable consumption 
and production cuts across the three dimensions of sustainable 
development in an integrated manner,  

 
 Welcoming and recalling the commitment in the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development to making fundamental 
changes in the way that societies produce and consume goods 
and services, stressing that, stressing that Governments, 
international organizations, the business sector and other non-

 
22 Resolution 55/2. 
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State actors and individuals must contribute to changing 
unsustainable consumption and production patterns, including 
through the mobilization, from all sources, of financial and 
technical assistance to strengthen developing countries’ 
scientific, technological and innovative capacities to move 
towards more sustainable patterns of consumption and 
production, encouraging the further implementation of the 
10-Year Framework of Programmes on Sustainable 
Consumption and Production Patterns,23 and noting the 
importance of all countries taking action, with developed 
countries taking the lead, taking into account the development 
and capabilities of developing countries,  

 
 Reaffirming the importance of freedom, peace and security, 
respect for all human rights, including the right to development 
and the right to an adequate standard of living, as well as the 
right to food, the rule of law, gender equality and women’s 
empowerment, and the overall commitment to just and 
democratic societies for development,  

 
 Stressing the importance of inclusiveness within the 
United Nations development system and that no country is left 
behind in the implementation of the present resolution,  
 

 
 1. Reaffirms the outcome document of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development, entitled 
“The future we want”,6 and urges its full implementation;  
 

 
 2. Stresses the importance of the United Nations 
Conference on Sustainable Development and the resulting 
processes for the elaboration of the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development24 and for the realization of 
sustainable development;  

 
 3. Recognizes in this regard that the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development builds upon elements from the 
outcome document of the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development, inter alia, the establishment of the 
high-level political forum on sustainable development, the 
format and organizational arrangements of which were later 
established by its resolution 67/290 of 9 July 2013, a 
strengthened Economic and Social Council, as later defined in 
its resolution 68/1 of 20 September 2013, the process that led 

 
23 A/CONF.216/5, annex. 
24 Resolution 70/1. 
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to the adoption of the Sustainable Development Goals, as later 
defined in its resolutions 68/309 and 70/1, the strengthening of 
the science-policy interface, including in the form of the 
Global Sustainable Development Report, and the process that 
led to the adoption of the Technology Facilitation Mechanism;  
 

 4. Takes note of the report of the Secretary-General on 
the implementation of  
Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 
and the outcomes of  
the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of  
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development;25 
 

 5. Stresses the importance of overcoming silos and 
seeking innovative and coordinated approaches in integrating 
the three dimensions of sustainable development — economic, 
social and environmental — at the global, regional and 
national levels, and requests the United Nations to further 
mainstream and integrate the three dimensions throughout the 
United Nations system;  
 

 
 6. Affirms the contributions of the ongoing efforts and 
commitments towards the full implementation of Agenda 21,2 
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21,3 
the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation,5  
including the time-bound goals and targets,  
and the other internationally agreed development goals, as 
well as  
the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development,  
and stresses the importance of their continued implementation 
in the pursuit of sustainable development;  
 

 
 7. Urges the speedy and effective implementation and the 
effective follow-up and review of the sustainable development 
priorities for small island developing States identified in the 
SIDS Accelerated Modalities of Action (SAMOA) Pathway17 
and set out in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, 
and reaffirms that small island developing States remain a 
special case for sustainable development in view of their unique 
and particular vulnerabilities;  

 
25 A/71/212. 
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 8. Emphasizes that regional and subregional 
organizations have a role to play in promoting sustainable 
development in their respective regions by, inter alia, promoting 
peer learning and cooperation, including South-South and 
triangular cooperation, as well as effective linkages among 
global, regional, subregional and national processes, as 
appropriate, to advance sustainable development;  

 9. Notes that the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development, among other commitments on 
sustainable consumption and production, adopted the 10-Year 
Framework of Programmes on Sustainable Consumption and 
Production Patterns23 as a tool for action on sustainable 
consumption and production, and in this regard recognizes the 
commitment by the United Nations Environment Assembly to 
accelerate its implementation, including through relevant 
voluntary actions by Member States; 

 10. Takes note of United Nations Environment Assembly 
resolution 2/8 of 27 May 2016 on sustainable consumption and 
production;26  

 11. Decides to designate the Economic and Social Council 
to receive reports from the Board and the secretariat of the 
10-Year Framework of Programmes on Sustainable 
Consumption and Production Patterns, and affirms that due 
consideration should continue to be given to sustainable 
consumption and production at the meetings of the high-level 
political forum on sustainable development under the auspices 
of the Council;  

 12. Takes note of the report of the Secretary-General on 
the mainstreaming of the three dimensions of sustainable 
development throughout the United Nations system,27 reiterates 
the call of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development and in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development for the further mainstreaming of the three 
dimensions throughout the United Nations system, and in this 
regard invites the Secretary-General to continue to report to the 
General Assembly, through the Economic and Social Council, 
on progress made, including for the consideration of the high-
level political forum on sustainable development;  

 13. Calls upon the relevant organizations of the United 
Nations system, within their respective mandates and 
resources, to ensure that no country is left behind in the 
implementation of the present resolution; 
 

 
26 Official Records of the General Assembly, Seventy-first Session, Supplement No. 25 (A/71/25), 
annex. 
27 A/71/76-E/2016/55.      
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 14. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the 
General Assembly at its seventy-second session a report  
on the implementation of the present resolution  
and to include in the report  
 
a comprehensive and substantive analysis of  
the unfinished business of  
 
Agenda 21,  
 
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21  
and the outcomes of the  
 
World Summit on Sustainable Development and of  
 
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development; 
 

 
 15. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its 
seventy-second session, under the item entitled “Sustainable 
development”, the sub-item entitled “Implementation of 
Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of 
Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development and of the United Nations Conference 
on Sustainable Development”, unless otherwise agreed.  
 
 

66th plenary meeting 
21 December 2016 

 
 
UN General Assembly Resolution 71/223 
Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21  
and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of  
the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development 
21 December 2016 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/71/223  
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Group of 77 and China "not confident that 2030 Agenda and High-level Political Forum 

on Sustainable Development will cover all aspects of the three previous Conferences"; 

"institutional arrangements"for Agenda 21 and later Sustainable Development 

conferences, and sanitation "almost entirely unaddressed" 

 

Official record of General Assembly session 21 December 2016: 
 
 

"(a) Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 
21 and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development 

 
Report of the Second Committee (A/71/463/Add.1) 

The President: The Assembly has before it two draft resolutions recommended by the Second 
Committee in paragraph 13 of its report. The Assembly will now take a decision on draft 
resolutions I and II, one by one. 

Draft resolution I, entitled “International Decade for Action, ‘Water for Sustainable 
Development’, 2018-2028”, was adopted by the Second Committee.  

May I take it that the Assembly wishes to do the same? 

Draft resolution I was adopted (resolution 71/222). 

The President: Draft resolution II is entitled “Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme 
for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the World Summit on 
Sustainable Development and of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development”. A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. In favour: 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, 
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia 
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo 
Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, 
Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 
Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, 
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, 
Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kiribati, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s 
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, 
Maldives, Mali, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated 
States of), Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, 
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Palau, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, 
Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and 
the Grenadines, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, 
South Africa, South Sudan, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, 
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Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, 
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, 
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of), Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe 
 

Against: 

Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, 
Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, 
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, 
Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, 
San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America 
 
 

Abstaining: 

Australia, Canada, Iceland, Liechtenstein, New Zealand, Switzerland, Turkey 
 
 
Draft resolution II was adopted by 134 votes to 44, with 7 abstentions (resolution 71/223). 

[Subsequently, the delegation of Norway informed the Secretariat that it had intended to 
abstain.] 

 
The President: I now give the floor to the representative of Thailand, who wishes to speak in 
explanation of vote. 
 

Mrs. Chartsuwan (Thailand): I have the honour to deliver this statement on behalf of the 
Group of 77 and China. 

With regard to today’s adoption by a recorded vote of resolution 71/223, entitled 
“Implementation of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 
and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development”, I would like to express the Group’s deep 
disappointment about the fact that for the first time we could not reach consensus on this 
resolution.  
 
The main reason for that is related to the periodicity of the resolution and to attempts to 
introduce a discussion of the issue of revitalization into the substantive work of the Second 
Committee.  
 
In our view, the resolution merits its existence in every way, and its substance is justifiable, 
especially at this critical early stage of the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development. 
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Crucial elements, particularly the institutional arrangements for Agenda 21, the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation and the 2012 United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development — as well as areas for which the resolution could add further 
value, including sustainable consumption and production, as reflected in Goal 12 of the 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), and sanitation, as part of SDG 6 — represent 
unfinished business in our area of the 2030 Agenda that remains almost entirely unaddressed 
within the work of the General Assembly.  
 
Renewed commitments, extra efforts and necessary political support on the part of the 
General Assembly are required, and the Group sought to ensure that there was adequate 
coverage of that issue in the resolution.  
 

 
The Group is not yet confident that the 2030 Agenda and the High-level Political Forum on 
Sustainable Development will cover all aspects of the three previous Conferences.  
 

We believe it is essential that we assess and be provided with evidence-based information so 
that we can make an informed decision.  
 
The Group did its utmost and displayed extraordinary flexibility in its efforts to reach 
consensus by requesting, in paragraph 14,“the Secretary-General to submit to the General 
Assembly at its seventy-second session a report on the implementation of the present 
resolution and to include in the report a comprehensive and substantive analysis of the 
unfinished business of Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 
21 and the outcomes of the World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United 
Nations Conference on Sustainable Development”. 

We further insisted on including a subtitle in the draft resolution in the seventy-second 
session of the General Assembly to discuss the findings and the way forward. Nonetheless, 
our proposal was rejected by the development partners upfront. 

It is a legitimate hope for us that our member States, and other States Members of the United 
Nations, will engage in our future negotiations with dedication, an open mind and a mindset 
aimed at giving consensus a chance. In conclusion, I would like to reaffirm the commitment 
of the 134 members of the Group to the work of the General Assembly.  
 
We have a responsibility to ensure that the work of the Second Committee is relevant.  

 
Our work must meet the ambitious and transformative 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development, which, at its heart, is aimed at eradicating poverty — including extreme 
poverty — in all its forms and dimensions, while also taking into account the unfinished 
business in existing mechanisms and frameworks. 
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The President: May I take it that it is the wish of the General Assembly to conclude its 
consideration of sub-item (a) of agenda item 19? 

It was so decided." 
 
 
United Nations General Assembly 
Seventy-first session 
66th plenary meeting 
Wednesday, 21 December 2016, 3 p.m.  
New York 
Official Records 
A/71/PV.66 
https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N16/452/66/PDF/N1645266.pdf?OpenElement 

 

 
 
 
................ 
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"As Chair of the World Bank's Commission on Global Poverty, he recently completed a 
report on monitoring global poverty supporting the World Bank Group’s goals of ending [!] 
extreme poverty by 2030 and boosting shared prosperity." 

News story 
Economist Professor Sir Tony Atkinson 'pioneered the study of inequality' 
University of Oxford 
4 January 2017 
http://www.ox.ac.uk/news/2017-01-04-economist-professor-sir-tony-atkinson-pioneered-
study-inequality 
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Examination material: 
 
"In September 2015, world leaders met at the United Nations (UN) in New York to agree 
ambitious anti-poverty targets to be met by 2030. These targets are the new Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) that will replace the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
that guided aid spending and public policy since 2000." 
 
 

 

[In which resolution of 2000? 
 
As in other such cases, the problem is not the wrong date.   
 
It is that the material is liable to give the impression that the historic summit of 2000, which it 
would be surprising if no students had heard of, did not make firm pledges;  or that its goals 
were less ambitious individually;  or that its goals were narrower, than in fact was the case. 
 
The impression is heightened by the juxtaposition of "world leaders....SDGs".] 
 
 
Case study for economics GCSE examination 

CCEA, Northern Ireland school examination board  
2017 
12 January 2017 
www.rewardinglearning.org.uk/common/includes/microsite_doc_link.aspx%3Fdocid%3D19
053-2 
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Below is a comical passage by BBC Media Action, since: 

a) the BBC has made so many serious inaccuracies on global development statistics, 
including through Gapminder output.   
 
b) the BBC responded to complaints by misdescribing them, and falsely claiming that there 
had been an official response to the complaints about the BBC's inaccuracies in a Gapminder 
special: 

 

"Through its Ignorance Project, Gapminder seeks to tackle these and other misconceptions 
about international development. The project is driven by a concern that the ‘actual facts’ 
about global progress aren’t getting through the clutter of people’s preconceptions, their 
tendency to generalise based their own experiences and the (likely outdated) facts they 
vaguely remembered having learned once in school. 

Data clearly needs to be conveyed in a more engaging way so that people around the world 
can know the facts about topics ranging from global health to migration. 

These were just some of my top takeaways; the conference also stressed the importance of 
breathing life into statistics with a narrative, improving everyone’s data literacy so they can 
engage with statistics better and giving greater weight to qualitative data about people's 
perceptions and values. I look forward to the next one in Dubai in two years' time! 

Sonia Whitehead is BBC Media Action's Head of Research Programmes, overseeing research 
across Africa, Asia and the Middle East." 

BBC Blogs - Media Action Insight Blog - Dispatch from the UN World Data Forum 
19 January 2017 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/mediaactioninsight/entries/5f0bbf59-5c82-4594-8680-
836ef62e84cd 
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"MDGs...(2000-2015)" 
 
Co-founder of TeachSDGs 
27 January 2017 
 
 
The problem is not just the date, or the implication that world leaders in 2000 agreed easier 
targets than they did.   It is also the impressions that the "MDGs" "came first" (rather than the 
existing commitments from summits and conferences, including water and sanitation targets 
in Agenda 21 which are more ambitious than the SDGs) and the related impression that 
"MDGs" are all that is relevant in respect of goals preceding the SDGs.   
 
 
 
.................................. 
 
 
 
 
"(MDGs), which were agreed by governments in 2000"  
 
Sustainable Development Goals 
Material for MSc Global Challenges 
The University of Edinburgh 
8 February 2017 
http://www.ed.ac.uk/global/msc-global-challenges/sustainable-development-goals 
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"The 2000 Millennium Development Goals [!] established by the United Nations provided a 
universally agreed upon set of objectives for all its member nations to follow." 

The Cornell Policy Review 
Cornell University 
Cornell Institute for Public Affairs 
13 February 2017 
http://www.cornellpolicyreview.com/ 

 

 
 

 
 
"The senior fellow at the Brookings Institution and international authority on global 
sustainable development will deliver a presentation...Thursday, February 23 [2017]... 
 
McArthur has been at the forefront of world-wide initiatives to meet the United Nations’ 
Millennium Development Goals – the establishment of goals in 2000 [!] 

...These ambitious objectives were adopted by many world leaders" 
 
Assembly Series 
Washington University in St. Louis 
2017 
https://assemblyseries.wustl.edu/people/john-mcarthur/ 

 

The university page links to another misleading page: 

 

"At the Millennium Summit in September 2000 the largest gathering of world leaders in 
history adopted the UN Millennium Declaration, committing their nations to a new global 
partnership to reduce extreme poverty and setting out a series of time-bound targets, with a 
deadline of 2015, that have become known as the Millennium Development Goals. " 
 
About the MDGs 
UN Millennium Project 
http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/goals/ 
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Above:  
 
Reaching everyone, everywhere with life-saving vaccines 
Margaret Chan, Chris Elias, Anthony Fauci, Anthony Lake,  
Seth Berkley 
Published: 25 February 2017  
The Lancet 
http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(17)30554-8/fulltext  
 

 

 

 

........... 

 

 

 

"GENEVA (27 February 2017) - The Human Rights Council this afternoon held its annual 
high-level panel... 
 
JEAN ZIEGLER, Member of the Human Rights Council Advisory Committee, said that 
human rights were mentioned 15 times in the United Nations Charter, but not once in its 
Chapter 7.  Therefore, human rights could not be imposed by force on sovereign States but 
only by cooperation and dialogue between States.  This cooperation for peacebuilding for the 
universalization of human rights must scrupulously respect the sovereignty of States.   
 
When in 2000, Kofi Annan presented the Millennium Development Goals, [!] he said that 
there was interdependence between the fight for peace, economic development and the 
universalization of human rights." 

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 
United Nations 
27 February 2017 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=21242&LangID=
E 
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"the 2015 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) have a global focus that represents a 
universalisation of the challenge of development, a clear departure from the Millennium 
Development Goals’ (MDGs’) almost exclusive focus on developing countries."  
 
 
[MB: Why are so many academics obsessed with the "MDGs" on the apparent basis of false 
belief -  rather than what nations actually agreed and have kept reaffirming in both 
"development" and "human rights" agreements?] 
 

"the major development framing exercise of the late 20th century [?], the Millennium 
Development Goals"  
 
[MB: In terms of publicity, yes.   
In terms of agreements, which may be what the authors mean to say, misleading.   
The development agenda was the outcomes of all conferences and summits, not simply the 
"MDGs".] 

 
Converging divergence?  
Unpacking the new geography of 21st century global development  
Rory Horner, David Hulme 
University of Manchester 
2017 
http://hummedia.manchester.ac.uk/institutes/gdi/publications/workingpapers/GDI/GDI_WP2
017010_Horner_Hulme.pdf  

 

Horner and Hulme's paper deals with global goals.   
Its main text includes "Millennium Development", "MDG" or "MDGs" twenty times. 
It entirely omits "summit" and "declaration". 
 
It thus misrepresents the existing agreed UN development agenda in 2015 - and now. 
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"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), adopted in 2000, represent a concerted effort 
by the world's leaders to help overcome poverty and promote equality and sustainability by 
2015" 

Sector Overview - International Development 
Careers and Employability Centre,  
University of Sussex 
http://guides.careers.sussex.ac.uk/internationaldevelopment/sector 

 

 

 
............................... 
 
 
 
 
Perhaps a useful point - though the words "MDGs in 2000" appear to indicate some 
confusion: 

 

"the fact that references to international human rights law in the SDG Declaration were not 

reflected in the SDGs themselves suggests a repeat of the disconnect between the 

Millennium Declaration and the MDGs in 2000." [!]  
 
Siobhán McInerney-Lankford  
Human Rights and the SDGs: Progress or a Missed Opportunity?  
"Dr. Siobhán McInerney-Lankford is Senior Counsel at the World Bank Legal Vice-
Presidency and a recognised expert in international human rights law, advising the World 
Bank in this area since 2002." 
Oxford Human Rights Hub 
6 January 2017  
http://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/human-rights-and-the-sdgs-progress-or-a-missed-opportunity/  

 
 
 

 

  



2330 

"Millennium Development Goals  

In September 2000, world leaders adopted the United Nations Millennium Declaration, 
committing their nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty and setting 
out a series of Millennium Development Goals, with a deadline of 2015." [!] 

"The House of Commons Library research service provides MPs and their staff with the 
impartial briefing and evidence base they need to do their work in scrutinising 

Government..."  [!] 

House of Commons Library 
Briefing Paper CBP 7910 
27 February 2017 
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CBP-7910/CBP-7910.pdf  

   

 
 
 

 

"(MDGs, 2000-2015)." 
 
"Advocacy" 
Association of Commonwealth Universities  
https://www.acu.ac.uk/about-us/advocacy/ 
 
 
 

 

"Wu Hongbo, Under-Secretary‐‐‐‐General for Economic and Social Affairs, said...that in the 
15-year span between the declaration of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000..." 

[!] 

1 March 2017 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/ecosoc6819.doc.htm  
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PolitiFact comments on and then strangely repeats a claim by Boris Johnson: 

 

 

 
 
[PolitiFact quoting Mr Johnson:] 
 
" "Global poverty is down to "less than 10% today from 37% in 1990."  

— Boris Johnson on Friday, February 17th, 2017 in comments at the Munich Security 
Conference 
 

Yes, global poverty fell dramatically after 1990 

By Jana Heigl on Wednesday, March 1st, 2017 at 2:43 p.m. 

British Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson took a moment at the Munich Security Conference 
to praise the "unadulterated triumph of what you might broadly call western values, 
technology, culture, and indeed western economic thinking." 

Johnson’s main example? World poverty. 

"The proportion of the global population living in poverty (has) declined to fewer than 10 
percent today from 37 percent in 1990," Johnson said Feb. 17, 2017. "An even more 
staggering accomplishment for the human race when you consider we have added 1.8 billion 
people to the planet in that time." 

Is Johnson on firm ground with those poverty stats? 

He is, with minor allowances for uncertainty in the data. … 

Charles Kenny, an economist at the Center for Global Development, a Washington policy 
group, told us there’s a little bit of give in the numbers. ..." 
 
[Mr Kenny does not know inflation for the poor, and has shown no sign of using any analysis 
of their need. 
 
So how can he say whether the numbers have a little bit or a lot of "give"? 
 
How does he explain the disconnect between the unreliable World Bank numbers and the 
unreliable FAO numbers?] 
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"Kenny told us, given the unavoidable uncertainty in the data, "I'd say Boris was pretty much 
right."  
 
[MB:  "Right" about what?   
 
Poverty is supposed to be where your needs are greater than your resources.   
 
It is not hard to see that "needs" are subjective.] 
 
  

"Our ruling 

Johnson said global poverty fell from 37 percent to under 10 percent since 1990. His 
numbers are quite close to those of the World Bank.  
 
An economist [singular] familiar with the assumptions behind the data told us  
that there’s enough uncertainty [?] in the figures that it’s fair to say that Johnson has it 
right."   
 
[MB:  I do not understand the sentence.   
 
Does the author mean 
 
"the figures are so certain that it's fair to say Johnson has it right"?] 
 
The figures are known to be uncertain, even beyond the strange idea that you can measure 
"consumption poverty" without thinking about what people need to consume. 
 
 

"The one [!] point Johnson’s summary ignores is that some regions such as sub-Saharan 
Africa have not seen as large a decline in poverty."  
 
[I am afraid that is clearly false.  
 
Is it not obvious that it ignores other points? 
 
Is it not obvious that a fixed amount of money for all people at all times is highly 
questionable? 
 
Even the World Bank researchers themselves point to multiple problems. 
 
Mr Johnson in fact ignores a large number of problems with using the word "poverty" to 
describe the numbers. 
 
For example, the claim ignores assets and debts, as well as failing to be based on inflation 
rates for the poor. 
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What about the economists' failure to adjust for necessary expenditure on health, education, 
transport, shelter and so on? 
 
What about the fact that the UN experts say they do not have figures for the availability of 
clean water?  Without those, how can a person say they know basic needs have been met? 
 
What about the fact that the figures look worse if the poor survive?] 
 
 
 
"So his numbers are correct,"  [!] 
 
[How can there be a "correct" poverty claim?    
 
All such claims count some things and leave others out.    
 
Why would one choice be "correct" and another "incorrect"? 
 
It is an odd position to claim only 10% of humans are poor. 
 
It is odd to claim progress by asking people what they spent, as if they must be out of poverty 
if they spend more.]  
 
 
 
"but the reality is very different depending on where you live. 

We rate this claim Mostly True." 

 
Yes, global poverty fell dramatically after 1990 
PolitiFact Global News Service 
1 March 2017 
http://www.politifact.com/global-news/statements/2017/mar/01/boris-johnson/yes-global-
poverty-fell-dramatically-after-1990/ 
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Strange categorical statement about global poverty, especially as the World Bank does not 
look at needs over time: 

 

"Boris Johnson has a point. The global poverty rate fell under 10 percent in 2015. But were 
all regions affected equally?" 
 
PolitiFact  
5 March 2017 
https://www.facebook.com/politifact/posts/10155011611538433 
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"Lecture by H.E. Mr Peter Thomson, President of the 71st Session of the General Assembly, 
at University of the South Pacific 

16 March 2017 

 
...To place the 2030 Agenda in context, you need to go back to the Millennium Development 
Goals."  
 
[Misleading. 
 
You need to go back to what nations actually agreed in resolutions of the General Assembly 
in previous years, and in the years after the MDGs were first mentioned in 2001.  The UN 
development agenda, reaffirmed by world leaders in 2005 and 2010, was all the conference 
and summit outcomes, not just the "MDGs".] 

 

"As some of you may know, the MDGs came into force in September 2000,"  
 
[Incorrect]  
 
 
"and aimed to achieve eight central goals in developing countries by 2015." 
 
[Incorrect.  For example, Goal 1 is to end extreme poverty and hunger.] 
 
 
Peter Thomson, President of the 71st Session of the United Nations General Assembly 
Lecture at University of the South Pacific 
General Assembly of the United Nations 
16 March 2017 

http://www.un.org/pga/71/2017/03/16/lecture-at-university-of-the-south-pacific/ 
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John McArthur, who misled the public through the Millennium Project, returns to misleading 
readers: 
 
 
"My Brookings Institution colleague Krista Rasmussen and I recently published a study that 
assesses the changing pace of progress during the era of the Millennium Development 

Goals, which world leaders established in 2000  
 
[!] 
 
to tackle by 2015 the most severe problems associated with global poverty. " 

 

John W. McArthur  
Lessons From an Age of Progress 
Project Syndicate 
17 March 2017 
"Don’t let fabricated news obscure real world views.  
Support our work by donating." [!] 
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/mdg-lessons-for-global-development-by-
john-w--mcarthur-2017-03 

 

 
 

 

"the UN Millennium Declaration and its eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
(2000-2015)" 

Interactive Workshop on Water and Wetlands for Achieving Sustainable Development Goals 
to mark World Water Day 2017 
Organized by Sri Lanka Water Partnership (SLWP) in collaboration with Sri Lanka Land 
Reclamation and Development Corporation 
World Water Day Official 
22 March 2017 
http://www.worldwaterday.org/wtd-events/interactive-workshop-water-wetlands-achieving-
susteainable-development-goals-mark-world-water-day-2017/  
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The UK Statistics Authority stated that they were writing to the Department for International 
Development about the "widespread" confusion of world leaders' pledges with the easier 
MDG framework. 
 
After that, the Department misled again in the first paragraph of the introduction in its 
document on the UK approach to the UN agenda. 
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"Building on the progress made by  
 
[? – seems to imply "caused by"]  
 
the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) between 2000 and 2015"   [!] 

 

UK Government  
Agenda 2030: Delivering the Global Goals 
28 March 2017 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/agenda-2030-delivering-the-global-goals 

 

 

The report has the same statement: 
 

"The 17 Global Goals for Sustainable Development (the Goals)1 will shape the world’s 
approach to growth and sustainable development until 2030.  
 
Building on the progress made by the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) between 2000 

and 2015, [!] this ambitious agenda sets out the framework through which the world will 
work together to combat the most pressing challenges of our time, including eradicating 
extreme poverty, ending hunger, protecting our environment and breaking down gender 
barriers.  
 
The Goals were agreed by 193 member states of the United Nations (UN) in September 2015 
and apply to every country."  

 

................................................ 
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The Economist continues to mislead, here through blatant falsehood, despite formal 
complaints through the Press Complaints Commission and further communications to the 
editors: 
 
 

 

 

"In 2000 the members of the UN agreed to try to cut poverty to half of the 1990 level by 
2015." 

Fewer, but still with us:  
The world has made great progress in eradicating extreme poverty 
The Economist 
30 March 2017 
http://www.economist.com/news/international/21719790-going-will-be-much-harder-now-
world-has-made-great-progress 

 

 

 

 
 
The Guardian oddly gives a strong impression that the MDGs saved 21 million lives, when 
the research could only show not causation but correlation: 
 

[Headline]:  
 
"How successful were the millennium development goals? 

[Subhead, supposedly amended after a request or complaint from one of the authors and a 
request from another reader, to make sure it did not imply what the original subhead said, that  
the MDGs saved 20 million:]  
 
As the world embarks on new development goals, there is still confusion about the success of 



2341 

the MDGs. But our research show that at least 21 million lives were saved due to 
accelerated progress" 
 
The Guardian 
30 March 2017 
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development-professionals-network/2017/mar/30/how-
successful-were-the-millennium-development-goals  
 
 
It is not clear why anyone, unless they read the words very carefully, would not be likely to 
think this meant  the accelerated progress was caused by the MDGs, rather than the natural 
spread of knowledge, rich countries' fear of terrorism after 9/11, or something else.  
 
The authors said in the main text of the Guardian article, 
 
"In our study we examined which trajectories changed" 
 
- not "how many lives were saved by the MDGs" or "how the trajectories were changed by 
the MDGs". 
 
 
 
 
 
........................................................................... 

 

 
 

"When the world leaders adopted the Millennium Development Goals in 2000, among the 
eight core goals were women’s empowerment and gender equality. By 2015—the target date 
for achieving the Goals" 

Diplomatic Courier 
31 March 2017 
http://www.diplomaticourier.com/value-individual-leadership-advance-sustainable-
development-goals/ 
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"10% of the world’s population lack access to a clean [!] drinking water supply." 
 
The Guardian 
3 April 2017 
https://www.theguardian.com/science/gallery/2017/apr/03/from-eureka-to-equipment-
images-that-show-another-side-of-science-in-pictures-epsrc-photo-competition-2017  
 

 
MB:  To my knowledge The Guardian has never reported, and has no, reliable research 
evidence for the statement.   
 
There are, however, researchers who claim that more than twice as many people - 1.8 billion 
- are in that category: 

http://globalhealth.unc.edu/2012/04/unc-study-billions-still-drinking-unsafe-water/ 
 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24811893 

and:  
 
"At least 1.8 billion people use a drinking-water source that is contaminated with faecal 
matter. A substantial proportion of water supplied through pipes is contaminated, especially 
where water supply is intermittent or treatment is inadequate. Even where the source is good, 
water can be contaminated while being transported or stored, especially in environments 
where sanitation is inadequate."  

WHO 
June 2015 
Previously at: 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs391/en/ 
 
In its only such estimate, the UN's 2016 SDG report mentions the same claim of 1.8 billion 
on page 23. 
 
The July 2017 update from the WHO at the same web address reads "at least 2 billion". 
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"Since the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in 2000, [!] 
Professor Sachs has been widely considered to be the leading academic scholar and 

practitioner on the MDGs." 
 
Jeffrey Sachs 
2017 
http://jeffsachs.org/about/ 

 

 

 

 

"Gordon Brown 

United Nations Special Envoy for Global Education 

    Kirkcaldy, United Kingdom 

 
Current [positions]  

    United Nations, World Economic Forum, New York University 

... 
 
Summary 

The United Nation’s Special Envoy for Global Education, focused on education and learning 
for the 58 million out of school children, and meeting the Millennium Development Goal 

promise made at the United Nations in 2000" 

[!] 

Gordon Brown 
LinkedIn 
April 2017 
https://uk.linkedin.com/in/gordon-brown-a68242a4 
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"In 2000, the United Nations (UN) millennium development goals clearly put the focus on 
measuring aid effectiveness and set quantified targets to be achieved by 2015." 

"To measure progress towards the SDGs, the World Bank uses a dashboard of indicators, 
such as people living on less than 'one dollar a day' (now, less than US$1.90 a day)" [!]  

Briefing 
April 2017 
European Parliamentary Research Service 
Author: Eric Pichon 
Members' Research Service 
PE 599.401 
Understanding 'development effectiveness' 
An overview of concepts, actors and tools" 
www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2017/599401/EPRS_BRI(2017)599401_EN.
pdf  

 

 
................................................ 
 
 

Vague and liable to mislead: 

 
"following the United Nations Millennium Summit in 2000, eight Millennium Development 
goals were adopted to reflect the changing needs of society in the modern era and all UN 

member states, several international organizations, and many private companies committed 
to achieving these [!] goals worldwide by 2015." 

University of California at Los Angeles 
UCLA Center for Community Learning International and Area Studies 195CE  
Spring 2017 Syllabus  
www.socialthought.ucla.edu/docs/communitylearning/IAS%2520Spring%25202017%2520Sy
llabus.V2.pdf 
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"People living below a poverty line don't have enough to meet their basic needs." 

What Are Poverty Lines? 
The World Bank 
April 14, 2017 
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/video/2017/04/14/what-are-poverty-lines 

 
 
Misleading.  For the global line, the World Bank do not estimate needs.  

 
The claim above is similar to the strange claim by the BBC programme about accuracy in 
statistics, More or Less.   It claimed on 3 November 2012 - even after the editor had 
acknowledged receiving the relevant complaint:  
 
"to make international comparisons you need to measure poverty in absolute terms.  
This is where the poverty line depends on the minimum acceptable standard of living - 
whether you've got enough money to have a certain level of shelter, clothing and health care,  
for example.    
This is a constant across countries so it's more easily comparable.  
The most common measure of absolute poverty is living on less than a dollar 25 a day." 
 
Above transcribed from World Service broadcast of 3 November 2012. 
 
 
......... 
 
"The UN's "poverty line" does not look at changing needs over time.   It is therefore not a 
poverty line". 
 
Discuss. 
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Cambridge International GCSE Development Studies 0453 

 

 

Syllabus for examination in 2017, 2018 and 2019: 
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I am not confident that the Cambridge support material for teachers is accurate. 
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"Cambridge has paid particular attention to the issue of sustainable development and to the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). 

 
The Millennium Development Goals commit the international community..." 
 
[Is that true?  If so, in what resolution?] 
 
 
" to a wider vision of development... 
 
 
[Wider than what?  The vision of the 1940s?  1960s?  1970s?   The 350-page Agenda 21 of 
1992?  The other long plans from 1990s conferences and summits?   The summits of the early 
2000s which countries definitely did commit to?]  
 

 

 

"Many [?] of the targets of the MDGs were first set out by international conferences and 
summits in the 1990s."  
 
 
[Is that true?   "Many" targets of the MDGs were "first" set out in the 1990s? 

How many do the authors have evidence for?  
 
Does that not mislead, since the timescales and/or definitions were often more ambitious in 
the 1990s?] 
 
 

"They were later collected together and became known as the International Development 
Goals."  
 
 
[Does that refer to the "many" targets set out in the 1990s which Cambridge says were 
included in the "MDGs"? 
 
Several targets from the 1990s were in fact already weakened or extended in the IDGs. 
 
The Cambridge version is beginning to sound like a fairy story.] 

 
 
"In September 2000, the member states of the United Nations unanimously adopted the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
Following consultations among international agencies (including the World Bank, the IMF, 
the OECD and the specialised agencies of the United Nations), the General Assembly 
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recognised the Millennium Development Goals [?] as part of the road map for putting the 
Millennium Declaration into action. 

 
[Misleading.   
 
The General Assembly on 14 December 2001 welcomed the report named "Road Map...". 
 
The report contained the MDGs.   
 
But the report was 58 pages long and covered many other things.  
 
In the same resolution, the member states called for publicity for the Millennium Declaration. 
 
So are the words "recognised the Millennium Development Goals" adequate for the purpose? 
 
I don't think so.   
 
I think that, particularly given the next part about 2015, they clearly imply specific 
recognition by the Assembly of the targets for 2015, which did not happen in a time frame 
plausible from the Cambridge word "following".] 

 
"The time period for achieving the goals [! - targets] was set as 2000 [!] –2015." 
 
 
[Unlikely, since they were not devised until 2001.  
 
But the more important points are that Cambridge does not have evidence that member states 
recognised them in the early 2000s, but is faced with much evidence that member states 
constantly reaffirm the outcomes of real conferences and summits, which Cambridge 
ignores.] 
  

"The goals are to: 

1. End extreme poverty and hunger..." 
 
 
 
Understanding the "MDGs" is given as part of objective 1, which may indicate that 
Cambridge examiners think they are important.   
 
Have the examiners not seen the 2015 Summit outcome document, in which world leaders 
reaffirm, again, the outcomes of previous conferences and summits? 
 
Have the examiners not heard of the 2002 World Summit on Sustainable Development? 
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Cambridge International GCSE Development Studies 0453 
Syllabus for examination in 2017, 2018 and 2019 
 
http://www.cie.org.uk/programmes-and-qualifications/cambridge-igcse-development-studies-
0453/support-material/?currentpa 

http://www.cie.org.uk/images/203364-2017-2019-syllabus.pdf  
 
 
 
 
 

Note: Similar material seems to have been published by Cambridge International 
Examinations at least as far back as 2009.     
 
 
www.cie.org.uk/images/88082-2013-syllabus.pdf 
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The material indicates that the MDGs have been an important component of the examination: 
 
 
 
"DEVELOPMENT STUDIES 0453 IGCSE 2010  

Poverty and Development  

No.  General Objective    Detailed Content  

1  Understand the concepts  
of poverty and development  

- define poverty  

- define the concepts of development, economic 
development and sustainable development  

-  understand the Millennium Development 

Goals" 
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Below: World Bank - note the URL, "openknowledge": 
 
 
"The establishment of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) in 2000 and the recent 
ratification of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) by member countries of the United 
Nations are examples of the efforts to set common goals for social and economic 
advancement."  

World Bank 
World Development Report 
2017 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/25880/9781464809507.pdf 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
"Meaning of “Millennium Development Goals” in the English Dictionary 

...a set of plans that were made by the United Nations  
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[in reality civil servants, not the nations] 
 
in 2000 [!] 
 
[in reality 2001] 
 
to try to reduce hunger and improve the environment and other conditions in poor countries 
around the world" 
 
[In 2000 member states did not merely "plan to try" but "resolved" to achieve targets by 
particular dates.] 
 
Definition of "Millennium Development Goals" from the Cambridge Business English 
Dictionary  
Cambridge University Press 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/millennium-development-
goals?q=Millennium+Development+Goals 
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Oxford Reference books mislead on UN commitments 

 

 
Results from searching Oxford Reference website, April-July 2017 
 
 
Errors and misleading material in: 
 
 

Oxford Reference website: Millennium Development Goals Overview     

International Studies Encyclopedia Wiley-Blackwell   2017 

Dictionary of Business and Management in India     2017 

Oxford Dictionary of Economics, Fifth edition. Oxford   2017  

HIV and AIDS, Very Short Introduction. 2nd edition. Oxford  2016 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability     2016 

Dictionary of Epidemiology (6th ed.)  Oxford    2016 

Berkshire Encyclopedia of China      2016 

Oxford Companion to International Relations    2014 

Oxford Dictionary of Human Geography     2013 

Oxford Encyclopedia of Islam and Women    2013 

New Oxford Companion to Economics in India (3rd ed.)    2012 

Dictionary of African Biography. Oxford     2011 

Oxford International Encyclopedia of Peace    2010 

Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law (3rd ed.)   2009 

Encyclopedia of Human Rights. Oxford     2009 

Oxford Companion to Global Change      2009 

Oxford Companion to Australian Politics      2008 

Oxford Encyclopedia of the Modern World    2008 

Oxford Encyclopedia of Women in World History   2008 

Encyclopedia of Social Work (20th ed.)      2008 

Dictionary of Public Health. Oxford       2007 
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Oxford Reference website 

 

 

 

 

Overview  
 
Millennium Development Goals 

"A set of eight goals adopted at the UN Millennium Summit [!] in September 2000 to 
alleviate conditions for more than a billion people in the world who were living in extreme 
poverty." 
 
"Several of these goals have implications for public health, and four have explicit health 
targets: …4. Reduce child mortality and achieve a two-thirds reduction in mortality in those 
younger than 5 years, by 2015; 5. Improve maternal health and reduce by three-quarters the 
maternal mortality ratio, by 2015; …See http://www.developmentgoals.org for a full account 
and discussion of the millennium development goals."  
 
http://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/oi/authority.20110803100158284?rskey=Gu3
Gyz&result=1 
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MB comment:  It is almost true that the Millennium Summit adopted the eight undated goals 
themselves.  However, the material is liable to mislead about what leaders pledged in 2000.  
 
The Summit pledges were generally wider and more ambitious than the "MDG" targets 
proposed in 2001 by the Secretary-General.   
 
The latter are of uncertain basis in UN resolutions of the early 2000s.    
 
First, as the philosopher Thomas Pogge has pointed out for many years, several of the 
"MDG" targets have an easier baseline of 1990 which is not in the Millennium Summit 
pledges.    
 
The Oxford Reference page does not mention 1990.  But it makes clear (below) that "goals" 
refers to targets for 2015, not just the undated goals themselves.   It directs readers to a web 
site, now defunct, which clearly related to the 1990-based targets. It therefore seems liable to 
mislead. 
 
Second, the "set" of Summit pledges designed to affect those in extreme poverty goes beyond 
the "MDGs".   The pledges are not limited to those in paragraph 19 of the Millennium 
Declaration.  
 
Third, both the Millennium pledges and the "MDGs" relate to far more people than those in 
extreme poverty. 
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The International Studies Encyclopedia   

Edited by Robert A. Denemark and Renée Marlin-Bennett 

The International Studies Encyclopedia, published in association with the International 
Studies Association (ISA), is the most comprehensive reference work of its kind for the 

fields of international studies and international relations. It brings together specially 
commissioned, peer reviewed essays, written and edited by an international team of the 

world's best scholars and teachers. 
 

Wiley-Blackwell 
Published online: 2017 
Current Online Version: 2017 
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Measuring Global Poverty   
Shatakshee Dhongde 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 
Current Version: 2017 
 
"Millennium Development Goals…These goals are stated in the United 

Nations’ Millennium Declaration [!] which was adopted in 2000 by 189 nations. The first of 
the eight goals is to halve between 1990 [!] and 2015 the proportion of people whose income 
is less than one dollar a day." 

 

 

 

 
Women and Development   
Valentine M. Moghadam 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 
Current Version: 2017 

"...Millennium Development Goals ( MDG ) – eight objectives with specified targets 
regarding development and poverty alleviation agreed upon by the international community 
in 2000..." 
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What is Development?   
Gustavo Esteva 

The International Studies Encyclopedia 

Current Version:  
2017 

"In September 2000 the United Nations Millennium Declaration was produced, fostering a 
“global partnership” to reduce extreme poverty and defining eight Millennium 

Development Goals ( MDGs ) [!] – which range from halving extreme poverty to...all by the 
target date of 2015 – which form a blueprint agreed..." 

 

 
 
 

Food Insecurity  
Christopher B. Barrett and Erin C. Lentz 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 
Current Version:  2017 

".. the first Millennium Development Goal – to halve [?] the proportion of people living in 
extreme poverty and hunger by 2015 – agreed by 189 countries in the UN’s 

2000 Millennium Declaration." [!] 
 
 
MB: Two mistakes.  The authors confuse the MDGs with the pledge, and the target with the 
MDG on eradication. 
 
   

 
 
Foreign Aid   
David Arase 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 

"The new aid agenda was carried forward by the UN General Assembly in 2000 when it 
issued the Millennium Declaration. This instituted a results oriented plan for development 
aid encapsulated in the Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs ), which had previously 
been endorsed by the DAC and the World Bank. The plan conceives of development as..." 
 

MB: Misleading.  The Millennium plan of 2000 was wider.   
 
Wider still is the agenda agreed in summits and conferences repeatedly reaffirmed by 
member states, including in 2013 and 2015.   
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The goals "previously…endorsed by the DAC [the Development Assistance Committee of 
national representatives of the rich countries' club, the Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development] and the World Bank" generally had baselines of 1990, like the 
so-called "Millennium" Development Goals.   
 
The Millennium Declaration has a baseline of 2000, not 1990. 

 
 

 

Environmental Sustainability/Sufficiency   
Jack Manno 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 
Current Version: 2017 

"www.un.org/millenniumgoals/environ.shtml . This website promotes and supports Goal 7 of 
the Millennium Development Goals set in 2000 through the United Nations Millennium 

Declaration." 
 
 

 
 
 

The Development Paradigm and Its Critics  
James H. Mittelman 
The International Studies Encyclopedia 
Current Version: 2017 

"A centerpiece of the dominant paradigm is the United Nations Millennium Declaration. 
After the leaders of 189 countries endorsed it in 2000 , international summits  
hammered out the Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs )." 

 

 
MB: Civil servants, not summits, basically "hammered out" the MDG structure. 
 
It is key to understanding the situation that the summits reaffirmed the more ambitious, wider 
commitments from the Millennium Declaration and other conferences and summits. 
 
There were modifications to the MDG structure after the Johannesburg summit, which agreed 
a target on sanitation, and the 2005 World Summit. 
 
The Johannesburg summit specified a 2000 baseline for the mortality targets. 
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Development/Poverty Issues and Foreign Policy Analysis  
Steven W. Hook and Franklin Barr Lebo 
The International Studies Encyclopedia  
Current Version: 2017 

"The UN-sponsored Millennium Summit in New York City identified the end of extreme 
poverty as both a moral imperative and a prerequisite to global security." 

 
MB:  Liable to mislead.  Did the UN not do that from its inception? 
 

"Nearly every government attended the summit in September 2000 and approved eight 
Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs ), with accompanying measures of..." 

 

 

 

 

International Organization and Human Development    
David C. Ellis 
The International Studies Encyclopedia  
Current Version: 2017 

"The ultimate UN institutional validation of the human development framework was realized 
in 2000 with member states’ adoption of the Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs )" 

 
 
 

 

Security Council Resolution 1325    
Charlotte Graves Patton 
The International Studies Encyclopedia  
Current Version: 2017 

"...the year 2000 saw a special session of the GA focused on five years after the FWCW 
(Beijing + 5); the GA adopted the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which added 
momentum to the adoption of SC Res 1325."  

 
 
MB: In which resolution do these authors claim the General Assembly adopted the MDGs? 
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Oxford Dictionary of Economics, Fifth edition 

John Black, Nigar Hashimzade and Gareth Myles 
Print Publication Date: 2017 

 
"Millennium Development Goals 
 
Eight goals adopted by world leaders in 2000 [!] with the intention that they will be achieved 
by 2015." 

http://oxfordindex.oup.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780198759430.013.4139?rskey=UcvGk6&r
esult=5  
 
 
 
 
MB:  The above has two errors in one sentence.   
 
It is not the case that all of the undated "Millennium Development Goals" themselves, such 
as eradicating extreme poverty and hunger, were to be achieved by 2015.   
 
The "MDG" targets for 2015, which the authors presumably meant by the word "goals" even 
though they mentioned the number eight, were not "adopted by world leaders in 2000".   
 
The reference to 2015 makes an error more explicit than in some other material.  
 
I do not know which resolution the authors would like to rely on if they want to claim that 
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world leaders adopted the "MDGs" in some other year.  But it is not very important, since the 
reaffirmation by member states in subsequent years of more ambitious pledges makes the 
"MDGs" to a significant degree redundant. 
 
I am not sure why the authors are interested in "MDGs" of dubious status in UN resolutions 
of the early 2000s, rather than a) the actual Millennium commitments, and/or b) the other 
summit and conference outcomes which made up the UN agenda for the 21st century and 
2015 in particular.   
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A Dictionary of Business and Management in India  

Current Version: 2017 

 
Millennium Development Goals    
 
"The eight international development goals established by the Millennium Summit of the 
United Nations held in 2000"  

http://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780191829000.001.0001/acref-
9780191829000-e-0107?rskey=Gu3Gyz&result=2 

 
 
Misleading.   
 
The Millennium Declaration adopted at the Summit established more goals relevant to 
international development than in the MDG structure proposed in 2001.  This is easily visible 
in the Secretary-General's "Road Map" of 6 September 2001 giving his version of what the 
Millennium Declaration goals were.   "The eight" therefore misleads. 
 
Targets which were similar in the MDG structure were in some cases more ambitious in the 
actual pledges. 
 
The Summit pledges did not have the easier baseline of 1990.   Due to the common usage of 
"Millennium Development Goals" to refer to time-limited targets, the material is liable to 
give the wrong impression that the "MDG" targets for 2015 were what leaders pledged to 
achieve. 
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"the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set by the United Nations in 2000"   

Alan Whiteside 
Development, numbers, and politics 
in  
HIV and AIDS, Very Short Introduction 
Second edition 
November 2016 
http://oxfordindex.oup.com/view/10.1093/actrade/9780198727491.003.0006?rskey=UcvGk6
&result=13 
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Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)    

A Dictionary of Epidemiology (6 ed.)  

Current Version: 2016 

 
"Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)  
 
Drawn from the actions and targets contained in the Millenium Declaration, [!] which was 
adopted during the United Nations Millennium Summit in 2000 to be achieved by 2015, the 
eight MDGs break down into 18 quantifiable targets measured by 48 indicators." 
 
 
 
 
"Drawn from" misleads.   
 
Again, the MDG targets for 2015 were generally diluted from the Millennium Declaration 
pledges rather than being "drawn from" it. 
 
The pledges have been constantly reaffirmed in resolutions of the UN General Assembly 
since 2000, along with other more ambitious summit and conference outcome targets and 
pledges.  
 
It appears that Oxford Reference have concentrated on the wrong aims, since the UN agenda 
included the conference and summit outcomes as a whole, not just the "MDGs".     
 
Not all those agreed objectives and commitments expired in 2015. 
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Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability  

Print Publication Date:  2010 
Print ISBN-13: 9780190622664 
Published online: 2016 

  
Millennium Development Goals  
(Measurements, Indicators, and Research Methods for Sustainability)    
 
Rebeca GRYNSPAN and Luis F. LOPEZ-CALVA 

"189 countries adopted the Millennium Declaration. Through that declaration they 
committed themselves to alleviate extreme poverty and to tackle several deprivations, setting 
eight [?] broad, quantifiable objectives" 
 
 
 

Clearly understates the Declaration's "quantifiable" pledges.   
 
May mislead that particular objectives could be reliably measured. 
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World Bank    
Marisa B. VAN SAANEN 
Berkshire Encyclopedia of Sustainability  
Current Version: 2016 

"Development progress is measured by a wide range of benchmarks, including the United 
Nations’ Millennium Development Goals ( MDGs ), adopted in 2000 [!] by the international 
community as a common framework for action and a way to track progress on fundamental 
development goals." 

 

 
Wrong baseline. 
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Berkshire Encyclopedia of China 
Current Version: 2016 
Print Publication Date: 2009 
 
 
United Nations–China Relations   
June Grasso 

"On 8 September 2000 , the U.N. overwhelmingly approved the Millennium Declaration, 
whose objective is to promote peace, security and disarmament."  
 
 
MB: Not complete enough to be accurate.   An account of the "objective" of the Millennium 
Declaration should include some of these:  human rights, Security Council reform, 
governance. 
 
 
 
"It also pledged to reduce by half the number [!] of people with incomes of less than one 
dollar a day by 2015" 
 
Should be "proportion".   
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The Oxford Companion to International Relations 

Oxford Reference 
Current Version: 2014 

 
United Nations   
Craig N. Murphy 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Oxford Reference 
Current Version: 2014 

"In 2000, he held the Millennium Summit that he hoped would lead to significant structural 
reform, including a relatively open civil society assembly. That agreement did not emerge, 
but the summit did adopt a set of global antipoverty targets, the Millennium 

Development Goals"  [!] 

 

 

 
 
World Bank   
Katherine Marshall 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Current Version: 2014 

"... the very notions of development have changed radically, from a somewhat abstract ideal 
(freedom from want) to a demanding and central international goal." 
 
  
MB: Human rights declarations are more, not less, demanding than "halving extreme poverty 
in fifteen, or twenty-five, years". 
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"From the early 1960s, but especially with the year 2000 formulation of a Millennium 
Declaration and Millennium Development Goals, the idea that a decent life was the right of 

all world citizens, and that an international community shared a responsibility for making 

it possible took form."  
 
 
MB:  In fact the goals were retreats from such ideas which were already formed.   

Those ideas took form at least as long ago as the 1940s, as the international agreements  
show. 
 
Interestingly, a theme of the new SDGs adopted after this book's publication is that they are 
claimed to have a new focus on "leaving no-one behind", despite decades of "human rights" 
agreements.    
 
Perhaps, like some other academics, the author has accepted what governments claim, or the 
words of people repeating those claims, without question – as she seems to have done in 
relation to the "2000 formulation" of the "MDGs". 

 

 
 

 

Population Policy   
Barbara B. Crane and John May 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Current Version: 2014 

 
"In September 2000 , at a United Nations conference in New York, world leaders adopted 

the Millennium Development Goals ..." 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Millennium Development Goals   
David Hulme 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Current Version: 2014 

 
"...the IDGs in DAC"  
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MB: The author is referring to the 1990-baseline International Development Goals of the 
Development Assistance Committee of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development, a club of richer countries.   
 
These goals were formulated in 1996, and were in key respects less ambitious than the 
pledges in the 1996 World Food Summit declaration or the  Millennium Declaration. 
 
 
"and the broader goals of the Millennium Declaration in the UN."  
 
MB: The author omits the crucial point that the Millennium Summit baseline was more 
demanding. 

 
 
 
David Hulme:  "There were two options for resolving this issue. ... 
 The second was to merge the two. This also posed potential problems. Annan could not be 

seen to be modifying the Millennium Declaration..." [!] 
 
MB: The author omits the crucial point that Annan did modify the Declaration pledges. 
 
 
 
David Hulme:  "Building on [?] the United Nation's Millennium Declaration of 2000, a set of 
UN Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) was agreed in 2001 " 
 
MB:  The above is misleading, if people take it to mean that nations agreed the MDG targets 
in 2001. 
 
In reality member states in 2001 responded to Kofi Annan's 58-page "Road Map" containing 
the MDG structure and much else, on 14 December 2001.   
 
In that resolution, 56/95, they did not mention the "MDGs" or the annex containing them but 
instead called for publicity for the Declaration. 
 
Secondly, the claim that the MDGs were "building on the Millennium Declaration" is liable 
to mislead.  

The MDGs were in fact to a significant extent, though not in all areas, "cutting down".]  
 
 
David Hulme:  "(see Table 1 for a list and other details). These eight goals defined 
development as poverty reduction on a path toward global poverty eradication."  
 
MB: Was it not rather the Millennium Declaration, and the resolutions, summits and 
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conferences since the 1940s, which "defined development as poverty reduction on a path 
toward global poverty eradication" ? 
 
 
 
David Hulme: "The MDGs may be regarded as an unprecedented international political 
achievement—underpinned by the unanimous approval of all 189 UN member states..." 

 

MB: That is misleading in context, since the article gives no indication of a date for the 
claimed unanimous approval apart from 2001.   
 
The United States generally claimed until at least 2006 that it had not agreed what is 
generally understood by the term "MDGs".  The article seems to me to be most naturally read 
as saying 189 member states agreed the MDG structure in 2001, which idea has no basis in 
UN resolutions. 
 
The MDGs as an agreement clearly did have a "precedent" in the form of the Millennium 
Declaration.   
 
 

 

 

Functionalism   
Craig N. Murphy 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Current Version:  2014 

"Millennium Development Goals, the global antipoverty goals for 2015 agreed upon by the 

world's leaders in 2000 ." 

 
 
 
 

Food Politics   
James A. Paul 
The Oxford Companion to International Relations 
Current Version: 2014 

"In 2000 , when the UN set its Millennium Development Goals..." 

 

 

Economic Commission for Africa    
Guy Martin 
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The Oxford Companion to International Relations  
Current Version: 2014 

"the United Nations’ Millennium Development Goals (MDG, 2000)" 

 

 

 

 

Oxford Dictionary of Human Geography 

Current Version: 2013 

 
 
"sustainable development   

…Ensuring environmental sustainability was one of the Millennium Development Goals 
( 2000 )" 

 
 
 

"development  

…Participation is the latest watchword. The Millennium Development Goals , adopted by 

the United Nations in 2000 prioritize basic needs such as health and water." 

 

MB:  The words diminish participation. 
 
 
................................ 
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The Oxford Encyclopedia of Islam and Women 

Current Version: 2013 

 
 
 
International Laws and Treaties on Women's Status   
Roja Fazaeli 
The Oxford Encyclopedia of Islam and Women 
Current Version: 2013 

"The year 2000 was marked by the global summit held at the United Nations in New York, 
which launched the Millennium campaign for the realization of the Millennium 

Development Goals (MDGs). [!] 
 
Among the goals, the third and fifth goals are directly related to women's rights by promoting 
gender equality and empowerment of women…"  
 
MB:  Understating pledges disempowers women.   
 
 
 
"…and improving maternal health. Another crucial international law document produced 
in 2000 was ..." 
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The New Oxford Companion to Economics in India (3 ed.) 

Current Version: 2012 
 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals   
…At the United Nations Millennium Summit held in New York in September 2000, the UN 
Secretary-General agreed to report annually to the General Assembly on the progress made 
towards achieving the millennium development goals (MDGs).  [!] 
 
Endorsed so far by 192 states of the world, MDGs are an ambitious agenda for reducing 
poverty, ending deprivations, and assuring citizens of their human rights".  [!] 
 
 
 
 
MB: On the error in the first paragraph above, paragraph 31 of the Millennium Declaration 
reads: 
"We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in 
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue 
periodic reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further 
action." 
One of the co-chairpersons stated:  
www.un.org/press/en/2000/20000908.ga9758.doc.html  
"I ... call upon [the new President of the General Assembly, Harri Holkeri] to ensure the 
implementation of the Millennium Declaration and pay particular attention to paragraph 
31." 
The explicit references to human rights are in the Declaration, not in "development" goals. 
 
Halving hunger in fifteen years clearly does not "assure citizens of their human rights" in 
terms of agreed human rights, and so the author's claim that the agenda is for "assuring 
citizens of their human rights is clearly, according to agreed human rights standards including 
the rights to life and food, untrue. 
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Dictionary of African Biography 
Oxford Reference  
Current Version: 2011 
Print Publication Date:  2012 

 
"Annan, Kofi Atta (1938)   

…"…that human rights are a Western “imposition” or “plot” was “demeaning of the 
yearning for human dignity that resides in every African heart.”  
 
In 2000 , Annan…called on heads of state to…agree to a blueprint of time-bound targets 
that became known as the Millennium Development Goals, [!] which were soon 
incorporated into global economic and social development discourse. When world leaders 
returned to New York to review progress..." 
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The Oxford International Encyclopedia of Peace 

Current Version: 2010 

 
 
United Nations   
The Oxford International Encyclopedia of Peace 
Current Version: 2010 

"... the Millennium Declaration of the General Assembly in 2000 , which called for eight 

Millennium Development Goals" 

 

 

 
Poverty and Conflict  
The Oxford International Encyclopedia of Peace  
Current Version: 2010 

"According to the Millennium Development Goals ( MDG ) adopted by the United Nations in 
2000" 
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The Oxford Companion to Global Change  

Current Version: 2009 

 
 
Economic Levels    

"The United Nations Millennium Development Goals, adopted in September, 2000 [!] by the 
UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs, [?] identifies targets to be achieved by the 
year 2015" 

 
Incorrect and misleading. 
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Encyclopedia of Social Work (20 ed.)  

Current Version: 2008 

 
 
"The UN also advanced another lofty set of goals in 2005 , known as the United Nations 
Millennium Declaration and the Millennium Development Goals ( MDG's )" 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
MB:  That is two sets of goals, not one.  
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The Oxford Encyclopedia of Women in World History 

Current Version: 2008 
 
 
 
Southeast Asia   
 
"The Millennium Development Goals set out in the United Nations Millennium Declaration  
( 2000 ) also include an agenda for the promotion of gender equality and the empowerment 
of women globally." 
 
 
 
MB: It disempowers women to tell them governments pledged less than they actually did on 
saving children's and mothers' lives. 
 
 
 

 

UNESCO   

The Oxford Encyclopedia of Women in World History 
Current Version: 2008 

"UNESCO also signed on to the U.N. Millennium Declaration and the Millennium 
Development Goals, adopted in 2000 [!] with a target date of 2015 . The third of the eight 
Millennium Development Goals is to end gender disparities through women's educational 
achievement and political participation."  
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Oxford Encyclopedia of the Modern World 

Current Version: 2008 
 
 

"United Nations   

…Sub-Saharan Africa was a major focus of the UN's Millennium Development Goals  
( MDGs ). These were set by the General Assembly in 2000 to be achieved over the following 
fifteen years." 

 
 
 
Health and Disease   
Oxford Encyclopedia of the Modern World 
Current Version: 2008 

"...in 1978 the WHO proposed a program of “Health for All by the Year 2000 .” Twenty 
years later, as the millennium approached, the WHO promulgated its famous Millennium 
Development Goals. In addition to reducing gender inequality, illiteracy, and environmental 
degradation worldwide, the Millennium Development Goals set targets…" 

 
http://www.oxfordreference.com/search?btog=chap&isQuickSearch=true&pageSize=100&q
=%22millennium+declaration%22+1990+mortality&sort=relevance 

 
 
Medicine and Public Health   
Oxford Encyclopedia of the Modern World  
Current Version: 2008 

"In 2000 , Middle Eastern and North African governments adopted the U.N. Millennium 
Development Goals" 
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Encyclopedia of Human Rights 

Oxford University Press 

Editor in Chief: David P Forsythe 

• Winner of the 2010 Dartmouth Medal 
 
$625.00 

https://global.oup.com/academic/product/encyclopedia-of-human-rights-
9780195334029?cc=us&lang=en&  
 
 
 
 
Right to Food and Adequate Standard of Living   
Encyclopedia of Human Rights 
Current Version: 2009 
 
"...on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights released its landmark General Comment 12 on 
the Right to Adequate Food (Article 11), described in the following section.  
 
All these efforts were given further impetus at the Millennium Summit of the United Nations 
in 2000 . The eight Millennium Development Goals, supported by all 189 nations at the 
summit..." 
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More grounded in fact, though the second sentence omits the commitments beyond the 
Millennium Declaration: 

 

United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights   
Encyclopedia of Human Rights  
Current Version: 2009 

"...realization of human rights, development, and security form the principal interrelated 
objectives of the United Nations. The strengthening of the UN system, reflecting the need for 
a strong multilateral institution to more effectively meet the challenges set out in the UN 
Millennium Declaration, has been a constant theme on the UN's political agenda." 
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Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law (3 ed.)  

Current Version: 2009 

 
 
 
"Millennium Development Goals    
 
Eight [?] development goals were set by U.N. General Assembly's Millennium Declaration 
(Res. 55/2 of 18 September 2000 )… These MDGs [!] comprise 21 quantifiable targets" 

 
 
 
 
UNCCD   
Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law (3 ed.) 
Current Version: 2009 

"UNCCD is charged with the implementation of the goals of the Convention, now reinforced 
by the Millennium Development Goals relating to extreme poverty and hunger: General 
Assembly Res. 55/2 of 18 September 2000 ." 

 

 
 

 
Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law (3 ed.) 
Current Version:  
2009 

United Nations Development Programme  
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"At the U.N. Millennium Summit in September 2000 , a number of Millennium 
Development Goals were adopted"  

 
 
 
MB:  Not goals. Resolutions - what leaders said they "resolved" to do.    
Generally more ambitious than the "MDG" structure which the dictionary is liable to mislead 
was what leaders "adopted" in 2000. 
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Oxford Companion to Australian Politics  

Current Version: 2008 
 
World Bank    

"the bank now subscribes to the Millennium Development Goals adopted by the United 
Nations in 2000" 
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A Dictionary of Public Health    
Edited by John M. Last 
2007 
 
"Millennium Development Goals 

A set of eight goals adopted at the UN Millennium Summit"   

http://oxfordindex.oup.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780195160901.013.2871 
 

 

Almost true in respect of the undated goals, but misleading in context.   
 
Readers are likely, in some cases perhaps especially if they have seen other Oxford Reference 
material, to assume the authors are referring to the dated targets. 
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................................................... 
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"Millennium Development Goals   
 
A set of eight international development goals for 2015, adopted by the international 
community in the UN Millennium Declaration in September 2000...." 

Glossary of terms used by the Department for International Development 
http://web.archive.org/web/20170415100911/https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/gl
ossary-of-terms-used-by-the-department-for-international-development/glossary-of-terms-
used-by-the-department-for-international-development 

 

 
 
 
 
 
"the adoption of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000" 

Charlotte Petri Gornitzka, Chair, OECD Development Assistance Committee 
Jorge Moreira da Silva, Director, Development Co-operation Directorate 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
Aid rising in 2016: No room for complacency [!] 
20 April 2017 
https://oecd-development-matters.org/2017/04/20/aid-rising-in-2016-no-room-for-
complacency/ 

 

 
 
 

"The Millennium Development Goals, global targets devised by the UN in 2000" 

Financial Times  
21 April 2017 
https://archive.is/OP4cK 
www.ft.com/content/831a9ddc-1a21-11e7-a266-12672483791a  

 
 
 
 
 

"In 2000, the world leaders agreed on one of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) as 
reducing the under-five mortality rate by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015, known as the 
MDG 4 target." 
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Beyond the Headlines 
https://beyondtheheadlines.net/2017/04/23/child-mortality/ 

 

 

 

 
German Wikipedia: 
 
 
"Schönung von Daten und Zielen 
 
Thomas Pogge, Direktor des Global Justice Program der Yale University, kritisierte dass 
viele Milleniumsziele nur erreicht werden konnten, weil die Ziele selbst oder deren Definition 
"geschönt" wurden:  
 
 
"Auf dem Welternährungsgipfel  
 
1996 wollten die Regierungen die Anzahl der hungrigen Menschen noch bis zum Jahr 2015 
halbieren.  
 
 
Auf dem Millenniumsgipfel  
 
2000 sollte nur noch ihr Anteil an der Weltbevölkerung halbiert werden,  
 
später wurde auch noch das Basisjahr von 2000 auf 1990 vorverlegt.  
 
2012 hat die FAO dann auch noch die Methode geändert, wie die Zahl der Hungrigen 
berechnet wird.  
 
Mit all diesen Tricks gelang es, einen stetig anwachsenden Trend in einen stetig abfallenden 
zu verwandeln."[13]" 

Millenniums-Entwicklungsziele 
Wikipedia 
https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Millenniums-Entwicklungsziele 
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"2000: UN Millennium Declaration 

The Declaration was a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty and hunger and 
came to be known [!]  as the Millenium Development Goals (MDG).  
 
Goal 1 includes a commitment to halve the proportion of people who suffer from hunger by 
2015." 

UN Milestones 
Food Security and Nutrition - A Global Issue 
Research Guides at  
United Nations Dag Hammarskjöld Library 
http://research.un.org/en/foodsecurity/un-milestones 

 
 

 

 
 

"the advent of the Millennium Development Goals in 2000..." 

Oliver Williams 
Bond, UK body for non-governmental organisations (NGOs) working in international 
development 
25 April 2017 
https://www.bond.org.uk/news/2017/04/world-malaria-day-2017-where-are-we-at 

 
 

 

 

"The 2016-2030 SDGs succeed the Millennium Development Goals (the MDGs, established 
for the 2000-2015 period)."  
 
Brazil debates Sustainable Development Goals 
BrazilGovNews 
Presidency of the Republic of Brazil 
26 April 2017 
http://www.brazilgovnews.gov.br/news/2017/04/brazil-debates-sustainable-development-
goals 
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"2000, when targets for turning the malaria epidemic around were included in the 
Millennium Development Goals." 

WHO 
2017 
http://www.who.int/publications/10-year-review/malaria/en/ 

 
 
 
 
 
"DFID aim to be as transparent as possible" 

https://devtracker.dfid.gov.uk/projects/GB-1-202149/documents 

 

 
 
 
"We work in Tanzania to boost wealth creation, achieve the Millennium Development Goals 
and help citizens hold their government to account." 

https://www.gov.uk/government/world/organisations/dfid-tanzania 

 
 
 
...................................................................... 
 

 
"At the 2000 World Summit on Sustainable Development"  
 
[? - that summit was in 2002]  
 
"the United States agreed to support the United Nations Millennium Development Goals"  
 
[Puzzling statement. The US generally denied until at least 2006 having agreed the structure 
usually known by that name around the world.  A 2008 US government document released by 
Wikileaks says the same.]  
 
"including improving access to safe drinking water and basic sanitation." 
 
[MB: See note below.] 
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US Environmental Protection Agency 
Undated 
https://www.epa.gov/tribal/federal-infrastructure-task-force-improve-access-safe-drinking-
water-and-basic-sanitation 
 
 
 
Part of the EPA's confusion may be caused by this:  
 
The 2002 World Summit on Sustainable Development agreement did mention "Millennium 
development goals" in paragraphs 20 and 30.  
 
However, footnote 6 to the first of those reads:  "See General Assembly resolution 55/2." – 
the Millennium Declaration. 
 
For more detail, see the part of the present document dealing with the 2002 Summit. 
 
Also, the phrase is not in capital letters; Colin Powell said at the time that the Declaration was 
being reaffirmed; and the US kept saying that the phrase even with capital letters meant goals 
in the Millennium Declaration. 
 
The Johannesburg Plan's references to "Millennium development goals" are also dealt with in 
the relevant part of the present document.  
 
It is therefore far from clear that either the Johannesburg Declaration or its Plan refer to the 
1990-baseline "MDG" framework of more dubious formal standing, rather than the 2000-
baseline Millennium Declaration goals. 
 
The answer to the question of whether the 2002 summit endorsed the "MDG" structure could 
depend on what the public reasonably took the statements at the time to mean.   If there had 
been much publicity about the "MDGs" then it could be argued that whatever the detail of the 
2002 Declaration and Plan, the public would be right to conclude that nations were endorsing 
the "MDG" structure as well as the existing goals.  
 
The EPA might have meant the goals of the Millennium Declaration.    
 
If it did mean the so-called "MDGs", it might have been on firmer ground talking about 
Bush's 14 September 2005 speech at the World Summit 2005 and Condoleeza Rice's speech 
to the UN on 17 September 2005. 
 
The US was keen generally to deny any impression that it was committed to the "MDGs".  
Some other states were emphasising the "MDGs" instead of the commitments the General 
Assembly was supposed to follow up. 
 
I suggest that the sensible conclusion is that member states must have all been in effect, by 
their public statements, committed to both:  
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a) the formal pledges and targets from UN conferences and summits, and to  
 
b) the misleadingly-named, and of uncertain formal status, "MDGs". 
 
 
 
 
 
 

"The UN Millennium Development Goal’s target (2000-2015) [?] of halving the portion of 
those without access to safe drinking water — a concept not consistent with the definition of 
the human right to water—was formally met in 2010"  

Human Rights Watch 
19 April 2017 
https://www.hrw.org/report/2017/04/19/going-toilet-when-you-want/sanitation-human-right 

 
MB:  A target was met?  Safe water?  Sustainable?  Affordable?  
 

Nevertheless Human Rights Watch make an important point:   
 
If people have rights, progress towards them over many years is not consistent with granting 
them those rights. 
 
What about the right to information? 

 
 
 

................................................................. 
 
 
 
 
"At the Millenium Summit, adoption by the UN General Assembly of the UN Millenium 
Declaration committing their nations to a new global partnership to reduce extreme poverty 
and setting out a series of time-bound targets - with a deadline of 2015 - that have become 
known as the Millennium Development Goal.  
 
The MDG 1 aims to eradicate extreme poverty and hunger with its target 1C striving to 
"[h]alve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from hunger".  

http://www.fao.org/right-to-food-timeline/filter-the-timeline/en/ 
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2402 

The Indian government misleads by comparing SDGs to MDGs rather than what India was 
already committed to, which was in fact the whole agenda set by UN conferences and 
summits (and we might think at least respect for General Assembly resolutions).  In reality 
there are existing commitments on economic and environmental matters, and the actual UN 
development agenda was agreed by governments, not a few officials behind closed doors: 

 
 

"This agenda builds on the achievements of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), 

which were adopted in 2000 [!] and guided development action for the last 15 years.  
 
... 
 
Why are the Sustainable Development Goals so broad in comparison to the Millennium 
Development Goals [!] , which were very specific? 

• There are 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) with 169 targets, in contrast to 
the 8 Millennium Development Goals with 21 targets. The complex challenges that 
exist in the world today demand that a wide range of issues be covered. It is also 
critical to address the root causes of the problems and not only the symptoms. 
 

• The SDGs are the result of a negotiation process that involved the 193 UN Member 
States and also saw unprecedented participation of civil society and other 
stakeholders. This led to the representation of a wide range of interests and 
perspectives. On the other hand, the MDGs were produced by a group of experts 
behind closed doors. 
 

• The SDGs are broad in scope because they address the interconnected elements of 
sustainable development: economic growth, social inclusion and environmental 
protection. The MDGs focused primarily on the social agenda. 
 

• The MDGs targeted developing countries, particularly the poorest, while the SDGs 
apply to all countries, developed and developing. 
 
 
 

How are the Sustainable Development Goals different from the MDGs? 

• The 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) with 169 targets are broader in scope 
and will go further than the MDGs by addressing the root causes of poverty and the 
universal need for development that works for all people.  
 
The goals will cover the three dimensions of sustainable development: economic 
growth, social inclusion and environmental protection. 
 

• Building on the success and momentum of the MDGs, the new global goals will cover 
more ground, with ambitions to address inequalities, economic growth, decent jobs, 
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cities and human settlements, industrialization, oceans, ecosystems, energy, climate 
change, sustainable consumption and production, peace and justice." 

 

[Yes, if we pretend world leaders' and governments' commitments of 1990, 1992, 1995, 
1996, 2000, 2002, 2005, and 2010  did not exist, then we can say the SDGs are better than 
what India was committed to before.    
 
But it would still be grossly misleading.] 
 
 
 

• The new Goals are universal and apply to all countries, whereas the MDGs were 
intended for action in developing countries only. 
 

• A core feature of the SDGs is their strong focus on means of implementation—the 
mobilization of financial resources—capacity-building and technology, as well as 
data and institutions. 
 

The new Goals recognize that tackling climate change is essential for sustainable 
development and poverty eradication. SDG 13 aims to promote urgent action to combat 
climate change and its impacts. 

 
 
What have the MDGs accomplished?" 
 
 
 
[MB: How did focusing on easier targets accomplish things, instead of focusing on the actual 
more ambitious commitments by world leaders?     
 
And why is the phrase about "MDGs" causing accomplishments in a heading for statements 
about what is reported to have actually happened as a result of all possible causes? 
 
It is ludicrous to assume that progress was due to goal-setting.]  
 
 

"The MDGs have produced the most successful anti-poverty movement in history"  
 
 

[How does the Indian government know if member states had concentrated on what world 
leaders agreed, with a suitable publicity campaign as nations agreed in Monterrey in 2002, 
the result would have been worse?] 
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"and will serve as the springboard for the new sustainable development agenda. 
 

• Poverty and hunger: only two short decades ago, nearly half of the developing world 
lived in extreme poverty. The number of people now living in extreme poverty has 
declined by more than half, falling from 1.9 billion in 1990 to 836 million in 2015." 
 
 

[Is the Indian government justified in making that categorical, definite statement about 
numbers?    
 
It does not have prices faced by the poor, or any estimate of changing needs.   
 
So it is hard to see what the statement is based on.] 
 
 

• "Gender equality: gender parity in primary school has been achieved in the majority 
of countries. More girls are now in school, and women have gained ground in 
parliamentary representation over the past 20 years in nearly 90% of the 174 
countries with data. 
 
 

• Child mortality: globally, the under-five mortality rate dropped from 90 to 43 deaths 
per 1,000 live births between 1990 and 2015. 
 
 
 

• Maternal health: the maternal mortality ratio shows a decline of 45% worldwide, 
with most of the reduction occurring since 2000." 
 
[Statistics known to be to a large extent guesses.] 
 
 
 

• "Fighting diseases: new infection rates from HIV fell approximately by 40% between 
2000 and 2013. Over 6.2 million malaria deaths were averted between 2000 and 
2015, while tuberculosis prevention, diagnosis and treatment interventions saved an 
estimated 37 million lives between 2000 and 2013. 
 
 
 

• Sanitation: worldwide, 2.1 billion have gained access to improved sanitation and the 
proportion of people practicing open defecation has fallen almost by half since 1990. 
 
Global partnership: official development assistance from developed countries saw an 
increase of 66% in real terms from 2000 to 2014, reaching $135.2 billion. 



2405 

 
 

What are the remaining gaps left by the MDGs? [!] 

• About 800 million people still live in extreme poverty and 795 million still suffer from 
hunger." 
 
[! - Those figures are for chronic lack of calories, not people who "suffer from 
hunger".] 
 
 
 

• "Between 2000 and 2015, the number of children out of school declined by almost 
half. However, there are still 57 million children who are denied the right to primary 
education." 
 
 
[Misleading.  The figures are on school attendance, but the actual commitment was on 
completing a full course, which clearly means good quality education and a criterion 
of achievement, not attendance.] 
 
 
 
 

• "Gender inequality persists in spite of progress in many areas, including improved 
representation of women in parliaments and more girls going to school. Women 
continue to face discrimination in access to work, economic assets and participation 
in private and public decision-making. 
 
 

• Economic gaps still exist between the poorest and richest households, and rural and 
urban areas.  
 
Children from the poorest 20% of households are more than twice as likely to be 
stunted as those from the wealthiest 20% and are also four times as likely to be out of 
school.  
 
Improved sanitation facilities are only covering half of the rural population, as 
opposed to 82% in urban areas. 
 
 

• While the mortality rate for children under five dropped by 53 per cent between 1990 
and 2015, child deaths continue to be increasingly concentrated in the poorest 
regions and in the first month of life." 
 
 
[What has 1990 got to do with the actual Millennium target with a baseline of 2000, 
reaffirmed at Johannesburg in 2002 and by world leaders in 2005 and 2010?] 
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• Right to Information 
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Government of India 
Updated On : 09-01-2017 05:27:23  
http://niti.gov.in/content/frequently-asked-questions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

"Future Development 

This blog was first launched in September 2013 by the World Bank in an effort to hold 
governments more accountable to poor people and offer solutions to the most prominent 
development challenges.  
 
Continuing this goal, Future Development was re-launched in January 2015 at 
brookings.edu." 

https://www.brookings.edu/blog/future-development/2017/05/10/making-everyone-count-a-
clock-to-track-world-poverty-in-real-time/  

 

 
How can the World Bank have been making an "effort to hold governments more 
accountable to poor people" in a meaningful and non-misleading sense, when it has been 
understating world leaders' pledges to them? 

 
 
 
 
 
According to this "world poverty clock", there are 650 million people in "extreme poverty".    
 
But the FAO says there are many more suffering from severe, chronic lack of calories.  
 
The clock makes the economists' classic error of confusing what happens to population 
statistics, with what happens to real people.    
 
The fact that there is one fewer deprived person (if that could be objectively measured) does 
not mean one person "rose out of poverty".  Births and deaths also have an impact. 
 
http://worldpoverty.io/  
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SOAS (School of Oriental and African Studies), University of London: 
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Why does this document mention "Millennium Development Goals" but not the formal 
agreements in UN resolutions which many people confuse with them? 
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University of London International Programmes 
http://www.londoninternational.ac.uk/sites/default/files/regulations/2016/progregs_pglaws_2
017.pdf 
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Gates Foundation: 
 
 
 
"ONE originated in conversations between Bill Gates and Bono in the early 2000s about the 
need to better inform Americans about extreme poverty around the world...The goal was to 
create a political constituency for development priorities—particularly the UN Millennium 
Development Goals, which in 2000 [!] set specific global targets" 

ONE 
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation 
http://www.gatesfoundation.org/How-We-Work/Resources/Grantee-Profiles/Grantee-Profile-
ONE 
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"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were introduced in 2000…The MDGs were 
created at the Millennium Summit in New York" [!] 
 
"(MDGs) were a set of targets agreed in 2000 in a series [?] of international conferences and 
summit meetings of the world's leaders." [!]  
 
Edexcel A level Geography Book 2 Third Edition 
Cameron Dunn, Kim Adams, David Holmes, Simon Oakes, Sue Warn, Michael Witherick 
Endorsed for Edexcel 
Hodder/Hachette UK 
1 May 2017  
https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=1471856054 
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MB:  
 
1. World leaders did not agree the MDGs "at the turn of the century" "as their name implies". 
 
2. It is not "$1.25 USD".     
 
3. "Living on less than" may mislead due to the failure of the World Bank to estimate 
necessary spending.  
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MB:  
 
The goals of 2000 are not known as the "MDGs". 
 
The "MDGs" offer basic human rights to each person?   In which document, by what 
government action, and how? 
 
The number in extreme poverty was halved?   How do the authors know that, when the World 
Bank has not estimated the people's needs? 
 
The goal set in 2000 had a baseline of 2000, not 1990. 
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The number in hunger was "halved by 2010"? 
 
Where is the evidence for any of this? 
 

 
 
AQA book: 
 

 

 
 
MB:  
 
It is not "USD". 
 
"Living on" is not clear.  Is that after rent and work-related expenses, or before? 
 
How can I "define" absolute poverty without looking at needs, or for example assets or debts? 
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AQA book: 
 

 

 
 
MB: Although the "MDGs" did not mention those diseases, world leaders in 2000 pledged 
 
"To have, by [2015], halted, and begun to reverse, the spread of HIV/AIDS,  
the scourge of malaria and other major diseases that afflict humanity." 
 
MDG 6 was "Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases". 

Target 6.C was "Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the incidence of malaria and other 
major diseases".  

 
 
AQA book: 
 

 

 

MB:  The book specifically asks "What was the original timescale for the MDGs?". 
 
In an important sense, the question is ambiguous. 
 
 
AQA Sociology for A Level, Book 2 
David Bown, Laura Pountney, Tomislav Maric, Natalie Meadows 
Approved by AQA 
November 2016 
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"We can see the impact that better integration into the global economy can have when we 
look at the Millennium Development Goal from 2000 of halving extreme poverty rates by 
2015. On average, this goal has been achieved." 

 
Federal Chancellor Angela Merkel 
Speech at G20 dialogue forum with business associations (B20) in Berlin 
3 May 2017 
https://www.g20.org/Content/EN/Reden/2017/2017-05-03-bk-merkel-b20_en.html 
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Above, The World's Largest Lesson makes:  
 
- a wrong and clearly misleading claim that the "MDGs" date from 2000; 

- an impression unsupported by evidence, that the claimed progress, or level of progress, was 
caused by goals being set; 
 
- a bizarre claim of accurate numbers of people in "extreme poverty"  
 
when in reality the figures are known not to estimate need and to be unreliable even for what 
people spend;   
 
- the wrong impression that the agreement of 2000 had baselines of 1990; 
 
- the wrong impression that 147 countries had reliable estimates for progress on "sustainable" 
access to "safe" water; 
 
- the wrong impression that the claim about 147 countries is based on safe water rather than 
type of source with no guarantee of safety; 
 
and unless it takes a different approach from similar material, 

- the wrong impression that the water target had a baseline of 1990. 
 
 
15 May 2017 
 
 
 
I informed Richard Curtis, the Global Goals publicist, in January 2017 in person and later in 
writing of such errors by The World's Largest Lesson and his own output such as his short 
film "No Going Half Way" shown worldwide. 
 
I had attempted to inform him through his organisation Project Everyone of these problems, 
several times in 2015. 

 

 



2421 

 
 

 
 
Above: World's Largest Lesson contrasts SDGs with "MDGs" instead of what countries were 
actually committed to and aiming at before the SDGs.  
 
The first paragraph is liable to mislead.   Richer countries had clear aims before 2015 on 
finance, environment, human rights and other matters.     
 
The second paragraph gives the wrong impression.   It is true that some aims are now 
integrated as one set of goals.   But the idea that the SDGs are different from previous goals 
because they  
 
"cover all three dimensions of sustainable development (economic, social and environmental) 
with an underlying consideration for people, planet, prosperity and partnership" 
 
makes a mockery of the huge conferences, commitments and goals on social and 
environmental development.  The idea that governments did not have economic goals would 
also be ridiculous.    
 
I expect the authors mean that there was inadequate attention to these rather than none, but 
still the impression of a contrast, especially with only part of the pre-existing UN agenda – 
the "MDGs" -  is misleading. 
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The material is yet another example of people making huge claims without evidence.   
 
Apart from the misleading content, it is not a good example to set children for "quality 
education". 
 

The concern to "leave no-one behind" is hardly new.   The material is simply trotting out the 
standard line which makes current politicians look better than the evidence suggests. 
 
 

 

  
 
Above: The World's Largest Lesson misleads again by confusing the generally easier, 
narrower goals with what nations actually agreed in 2000, even though leaders reaffirmed 
those in 2005 and 2010.  
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Above:  World's Largest Lesson promotes the inhumane idea that low income measures 
"income poverty" without looking at needs. 
 
The part about "global awareness of the MDGs" is bizarre given that nations promised to 
publicise the agreed goals, not just the "MDGs" – and given the widespread misleading 
information on "MDGs" and progress publicised by, among other initiatives, the World's 
Largest Lesson.     
 
I have not seen any material from the World's Largest Lesson on the "MDG" indicator on 
income inequality, or the actual MDG target on water.  Instead, the material has misled that 
these did not exist. 
 
If the idea in the material is right, that more public awareness of the "MDGs" would have 
helped progress, then would awareness of the actual UN agenda before 2015, including 
nations' declarations about people's rights, have achieved even more, perhaps much more? 
 
It may be hard to avoid the conclusion that those involved with the World's Largest Lesson – 
Project Everyone, Global Citizen, Pearson Education, the Times Educational Supplement, 
Oxfam, governments, international organisations and others – have made progress worse by 
misreporting historic pledges and/or the evidence for progress. 
 

https://twitter.com/TheWorldsLesson/status/864185986892406784 
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"Approximately 1.1 billion people [?] in the world have no access to treated [?] drinking 
water, and the use of untreated water is responsible for millions of cases of death and disease 
every year. The United Nations Millennium Development Goals aimed to get clean drinking 
water to 88.5% of the world’s population by 2015 but in almost half the areas of the world, 
that target has not been reached."  
 
 
WJEC GCSE chemistry book uses wrong baseline for MDG target 7c, as do virtually 
everyone else.  88.5% would be a target if the baseline had been 1990 and the criterion  the 
perhaps misnamed "improved sources", rather than the baseline 2000 and the criterion safe 
and sustainable access to water. 
 
The book confuses "clean drinking water" with the strange and apparently misleading UN 
terminology of "improved sources".  These are in fact not known to be improved.   The 
book's use of the term "treated" may mislead.  I do not know where they got the "1.1 billion" 
figure or how they square it with the figure quoted elsewhere of 1.8 billion people (now "at 
least 2 billion" in the latest WHO update) using contaminated water.  
 
WJEC GCSE Chemistry 
Adrian Schmit, Jeremy Pollard 
Endorsed by WJEC 
May 2016 
First teaching from September 2016 
https://www.hoddereducation.co.uk/media/Documents/Science/WJEC_GCSE_Chemistry_Sa
mple.pdf  
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"MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS 

Adopted by world leaders in the year 2000 [!] and set to be achieved by 2015, the MDG 
provide numerical benchmarks for tackling poverty." 
 
OCR (Oxford, Cambridge and RSA) examination board 
GCE HUMANITIES 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS 
G101 Theme 4 – Sustainability 
2012 
www.ocr.org.uk/Images/69914-unit-g101-theme-4-glossary.pdf 

 
 
 
 
 

"The SDGs will build on the achievements of the Millennium Development Goals which were 
agreed by world leaders in 2000 and will expire in 2015"     

Sustainable Development Goals 
Oxfam Education 
http://www.oxfam.org.uk/education/resources/sustainable-development-goals 
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"In the year 2000, the member states of the United Nations General Assembly unanimously 
adopted the Millennium Declaration. This document contains the MDGs, a set of realistic 
and achievable targets."     

Oxfam Education  
Change the World in 8 Steps  
Background: The Millennium Development Goals 
https://www.oxfam.org.uk/-
/media/Files/Education/Resources/Change%2520the%2520world%2520in%2520eight%2520
steps/introduction_background.ashx  
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Scheme of work 
Human geography: Global systems and global governance 

 

 
 
"This resource is a scheme of work for our accredited AS and A-level Geography 
specifications (7036, 7037). This scheme of work is not exhaustive or prescriptive, it is 
designed to suggest activities and resources that you might find useful in your teaching." 

 
"General global systems and governance websites: 

The websites of the United Nations, World Trade Organisation and World Bank have 
material on various aspects linked to global systems.  

The Economist is useful..."  
 
[! – see the Economist's excessive number of significant inaccuracies via 
poornews.org/economist.htm, in documents listed at the end of the page] 

 

"Week 7 

Global governance [!] and the global commons 

 ...  
  
UN: Evaluation of Millennium; Development Goals (2000-2015);"  

 
 
AQA Scheme of Work for AS and A Level Geography 
http://filestore.aqa.org.uk/resources/geography/AQA-70372-SOW-HG-GSGG.DOCX  
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May 2017:  World Health Assembly.  Strangely, staff are now to report to governments 

only as late as 2020 on the agreed immunisation goals, even though that is the target 

date, progress is currently behind, and nations agreed in 2012 that the reports would be 

annual. 

 

 
"Seventieth World Health Assembly update, 29 May 2017 

News release  

29 May 2017 | GENEVA - Delegates at the World Health Assembly have reached new 
agreements on dementia; immunization; refugee and migrant health; substandard and 
falsified medical products, and the world drug problem. 

.... 
 
Immunization 

Delegates agreed to strengthen immunization to achieve the goals of the Global Vaccine 
Action Plan (GVAP).  
 
In 2012, the Health Assembly endorsed GVAP, a commitment to ensure that no one misses 
out on vital immunization by 2020.  
 
However, progress towards the targets laid out in that plan is off track. Halfway through the 
decade covered by the plan, more than 19 million children were still missing out on basic 
immunizations. 

Today’s resolution urges Member States to strengthen the governance and leadership of 
national immunization programmes.  
 
It also calls on them to improve monitoring and surveillance systems to ensure that up-to-
date data guides policy and programmatic decisions to optimize performance and impact. It 
calls on countries to expand immunization services beyond infancy; mobilize domestic 
financing, and strengthen international cooperation to achieve GVAP goals.  
 
It requests the WHO Secretariat to continue supporting countries to achieve regional and 
global vaccination goals. It recommends scaling up advocacy efforts to improve 
understanding of the value of vaccines and of the urgent need to meet the GVAP goals.  
 
The Secretariat will report back in 2020 and 2022 on achievements against the 2020 goals 
and targets. 

Immunization averts an estimated 2 to 3 million deaths every year from diphtheria, tetanus, 
pertussis (whooping cough), and measles. An additional 1.5 million deaths could be avoided 
if global vaccination coverage were improved." 

 
Seventieth World Health Assembly update 
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WHO 
29 May 2017 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/news/releases/2017/dementia-immunization-refuguees/en/  

 

 

The 2012 resolution requesting annual reports from nations and staff is reproduced earlier in 
the present document, dated 26 May 2012.   The relevant text is: 
 
"The Sixty-fifth World Health Assembly... 

URGES Members States:  

... to report every year to the regional committees during a dedicated Decade of Vaccines 
session, on lessons learnt, progress made, remaining challenges and updated actions to 
reach the national immunization targets ...  

REQUESTS the Director-General:  

... to monitor progress and report annually, through the Executive Board, to the Health 
Assembly, until the Seventy-first World Health Assembly, on progress towards achievement of 
global immunization targets, as a substantive agenda item, using the proposed accountability 
framework to guide discussions and future actions."  

 
http://apps.who.int/gb/ebwha/pdf_files/WHA65/A65_R17-en.pdf  
 
 
The 71st Assembly would be in 2018. 

So it seems that governments and UN staff are supposed to report on progress annually at 
least till 2018, but the talk is now only about reporting in 2020 when the deadline is.    

  



2430 

BBC:  
 
"Lack of school places 

The UN agency says there is a $39bn (£30bn) annual shortfall in the financial support 
needed to reach education targets set for 2030, such as ensuring a primary school place for 
every child. 

When the targets were set in 2015, the UN says there were more than 260 million young 
people without access to school, with serious consequences for their future wealth, health 
and security." 

 
Education aid 'stagnates' despite pledges 
By Sean Coughlan 
Education correspondent 
7 June 2017 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-40164309 

 

 

Above, the BBC for some unknown reason refers to a target on primary school places.  
 
 
SDG Goal 4.1 is in fact: 
 

"By 2030, ensure that all girls and boys complete free, equitable and quality primary and 
secondary education leading to relevant and effective learning outcomes". 
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Twitter account, posts written by a different Swedish citizen every week 
- this week by an international representative of young people. 
14 June 2017 

 
 
 
 
 

"UNITED NATIONS, Jun 16 
 
… International Fund for Agricultural Development's (IFAD) new president Gilbert 
Houngbo [said,] 
 
"When we started 2000 with the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), everybody said 
that nothing there was realistic."  "  

IFAD’s President Houngbo Calls for Investment in Climate Smart Agriculture for Poverty-
Free Future 
Inter Press Service 
16 June 2017 
http://www.globalissues.org/news/2017/06/16/23261 
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Yet another significantly inaccurate claim from the BBC  
 
(the error of calling the $1 a day target/indicator a "goal" is minor in comparison): 
 
 

 

 
Above: BBC information for Scottish National 5 Modern Studies qualification  
 
The same errors are at: 
 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/education/guides/z2rxsbk/revision  
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"This agenda builds on the achievements of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), 
which were adopted in 2000 and guided development action for the last 15 years" 

Frequently Asked Questions 
National Institution for Transforming India 
Government of India 
http://niti.gov.in/content/frequently-asked-questions 

 

 

 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDG) were agreed at the 2000 Millennium Assembly 
[!]... 

the proportion of the population without sustainable [!] access to safe [!] drinking water has 
been halved"     

Millennium Development Goals 
Government of Russia        
https://www.rusemb.org.uk/mdg/  
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2017 book by Sakiko Fukuda-Parr, ex-Director of the Human Development Report for the 
UN Development Programme: 
 
 

 

 

 

"Sakiko Fukuda-Parr is Professor in the Graduate Program in International Affairs at The 
New School, New York. From 1995 to 2004, she was Director of the UNDP Human 
Development Reports." 



2435 

 
Although the book, like other writing from the author, makes important points, it is ridiculous 
to say that the MDGs made the Declaration commitments "monitorable" by "structuring and 
elaborating them with the necessary timelines".    
 
The Declaration already had timelines.   It would not be tenable to argue against the natural 
meaning of the Declaration, which is that the baseline was 2000.   
 
The author makes a fundamentally misleading claim that the MDG framework was 
introduced to "harmonize reporting on the Millennium Declaration".    
 
The clear, stated intention of the inter-agency meetings noted in documents from March to 
October 2001 was to "harmonise" two things: the 1990-baseline International Development 
Goals originally devised by the OECD in 1996 and the "development" pledges in the 
Millennium Declaration.  
 
The author misleads in "harmonize reporting on the Millennium Declaration" by shortening 
the passage in the Secretary-General's 2001 Road Map, which in fact states: 
 
"As part of the preparation of the present report, consultations were held among members of 
the United Nations Secretariat and representatives of IMF, OECD and the World Bank in 
order to harmonize reporting on the development goals in the Millennium Declaration and 
the international development goals." 
 
 
I find this inaccuracy especially odd, since the author has a section with both the pledges 
from paragraph 19 and the IDGs.   Her working paper of April 2013 was more accurate. 

Another problem with the book is that the author keeps claiming that the International 
Development Goals, Millennium Declaration and/or MDGs included goals from the UN 
conferences of the 1990s.    
 
In fact member states kept weakening agreed goals.   The book thus helps to keep citizens in 
the dark, and helps the powerful give the fairy story that they have simply improved on 
previous goals. 

As with the failure to show the watering down of the Declaration for the MDGs, the book too 
often obscures the fact that the 1990s commitments and targets were more ambitious than the 
Declaration.   
 
For example, some of the commitments of the 1990s had deadlines of 2000.  The food pledge 
had a baseline of 1996 and used the number rather than the proportion. 
 
The author is on stronger ground pointing out that human rights aspects of the Millennium 
Declaration were omitted from the "MDGs".   
 
But it is a human rights issue that citizens have been misled on what their leaders pledged.   
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And as in accounts by others, the author fails to note another key point:   
 
The earlier, generally wider and more ambitious commitments have been constantly 
reaffirmed by member states at the UN. 
 
In the respects above, Fukuda-Parr is repeating or aiding propaganda about  
 
a) the supposed primacy of the "MDGs" among international agreements  
 
rather than looking at the actual commitments and recommitments by states, and 
 
b) the supposed improvement on, or maintenance of, the ambition in previous goals.   
 
Politicians may want people to believe this, but in fact the misleading message robs citizens 
of proclaimed rights to information and quality education, and to participate in political 
decisions. 

The misleading content appeared after the author, by her own account, carried out interviews 
with nearly a hundred people. 
 
This is part of a pattern of inaccuracy by former influential civil servants, among others. 
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Some failures on the education Global Goal 
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Above: Strange factual claims in CCEA GCE geography specimen assessment material for 
examinations in 2017 and 2018. 
 
It is not clear where the "130 million" claim comes from. 
 
There appears to be no good evidence for the "clean" water claim. 
 
CCEA (Northern Ireland school examination board) 
https://www.rewardinglearning.org.uk/common/includes/microsite_doc_link.aspx?docid=181
50-1  
 

 
Below: CCEA give impressions that:  
 
a) a 1990 baseline is in the Millennium Declaration and MDG7c,  
b) a 1990 baseline is in the MDG7c target on water,  
c) CCEA has fallen for the "spend more, less poor" idea, and 
d) CCEA has fallen for the substitution of "developing world" for "world":  the in the "MDG" 
targets are not on "the developing world". 
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Below: Communications beginning at 

https://twitter.com/mattberkley/status/878237662737575936  

 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jun 23 [2017] 

.@AQA  
 
MDGs "(2000-2015)"  
 
may conflate later, narrower 1990-2015 "MDGs" with 2000 Declaration reaffirmed in 2013.  
 
http://filestore.aqa.org.uk/resources/geography/AQA-70372-SOW-HG-GSGG.DOCX … 

 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

 
Error in 2012 mark scheme.  
 
Millennium Declaration does not mention 1990.  
 
http://www.dls-
departments.co.uk/revision/2%20Exams%20External%20GCSE%20and%20A%20Level/A2
%20Past%20Papers/Geography%20Past%20Papers/AQA-GEOG3-W-MS-JAN12.pdf … 
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@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

 
2016 GCSE q13 and mark scheme err.  
 
3 of 8 "MDGs" met?  
 
MDG7c is "safe" water, 2000-15.  
Not "goals". Targets.  
 
http://filestore.aqa.org.uk/sample-papers-and-mark-schemes/2016/june/AQA-40702-QP-
JUN16.PDF … 

 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

2016 GCSE Humanities exam insert errors:  
 
MDGs were clearly not ‘the world’s greatest promise’.  
 
http://filestore.aqa.org.uk/sample-papers-and-mark-schemes/2016/june/AQA-40702-INS-
JUN16.PDF … 

 

 

 
@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

More ambitious than "MDGs" were Millennium Declaration and other UN Summit and 
conference outcomes, reaffirmed by nations right up to 2015. 

 
 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jun 23  
Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

The exam insert wrongly claims the MDG7c baseline is 1990 and that these are "safe" water 
statistics. UN small print says not. 
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@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

"Percentage of developing world" are not MDG targets as exam insert claims, but easier 
(faster total population growth in those countries). 

 
 
 

 

@mattberkley Jun 23 Replying to @mattberkley @AQA  

Do these or similar errors appear in 2017 @AQA exams?  
 
The "MDGs of 2000" error seems to appear in AQA-approved material for schools.  
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@mattberkley Jun 23 2017 
@ocrexams  
 
GCE Humanities glossary error:  
 
Leaders in 2000 adopted Millennium Declaration, not 1990-2015 "MDGs".  
 
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/69914-unit-g101-theme-4-glossary.pdf … 

 

 
 
 
 

@mattberkley Jun 23  

Kofi Annan proposed the easier, narrower "MDG" structure on 6 Sept 2001.  
 
But UN members reaffirmed the Declaration 14 Dec 2001 and in 2013. 
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@mattberkley 4:51 PM - 28 Jun 2017  

Replying to @mattberkley @ocrexams  

GCSE Geog B textbook page 80 misleads that (2000-baseline) Millennium Declaration 
targets "became" the (easier, 1990-baseline) MDGs. 
 
 
 

 

  



2446 

@mattberkley 4:54 PM - 28 Jun 2017  

Matt Berkley Retweeted Matt Berkley 

@OCR_Geography 
… 

GCSE Geog B textbook page 80 misleads that (2000-baseline) Millennium Declaration 
targets "became" the (easier, 1990-baseline) MDGs.  

 

Matt Berkley added, 
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 @OCR_Geography Jun 29  

- Please send any feedback on the textbook to Hodder directly: 
ruth.murphy@hoddereducation.co.uk 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 @mattberkley Jun 29  

Thank you. Just to be sure - you are aware it is endorsed by OCR?  
 
The error could be in recent exam papers or mark schemes. 

 
 

 
 

  @OCR_Geography ·  Jun 30  

- I tried to DM you to discuss this but I cant as you are not following us. I am sure Hodder 
would welcome your feedback. 

 
 

  @OCR_Geography Jun 30  

- (2) I was part of endorsement process & a geog, where ttbk content read against spec. I have 
lkd at p80 but its a diff topic? 
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@mattberkley Jul 1  

.@ocrexams book misleads on Millennium Summit pledges:  
 
"afford/water";  
"current rates", not 1990-2015;  
not only paragraph 19 is relevant. 
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@mattberkley Jul 12  

Is the mistake clear? The main concern is error not by a publisher but by the examination 
board and Cambridge University.  
 
@OCRCustSupport 

 
 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jul 12  

Error in @ocrexams material:  
 
Exam board says world leaders in 2000 adopted the (easier, 1990-baseline) MDGs.  
 
Baseline was "current rates". 
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   @OCR_Geography Jul 12  

Replying to @mattberkley  

UN website: and http://ow.ly/NcyD30dyZha  clear wording under the Millennium summit 
and the UN Millennium declaration 

 
 
 

@OCR_Geography Jul 12  

Please can you clarify what you think is wrong as endeavour to give accurate and clear 
information to our customers, thank you. 
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 @mattberkley 8:02 PM - 12 Jul 2017  

[replying to OCR's text  
"UN website: and http://ow.ly/NcyD30dyZha  clear wording under the Millennium summit 
and the UN Millennium declaration"] 

 
Those are not primary sources.  
The Millennium Declaration is as described and shown to OCR above, not as OCR claims.  
https://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=/Products/GAResolutions.htm … 
 
 
 
 
 
 

@mattberkley Jul 12  

OCR has encouraged students not to hold governments to account for the pledges at 
summits/conferences, reaffirmed in UN resolutions 2001-13. 

 
 
 
 
@mattberkley Jul 12  

The Addis Ababa conference of July 2015 and the September 2015 SDG summit also 
reaffirmed previous agreements, beyond "MDGs", even for 2015. 

@mattberkley Jul 13  

.@ocrexams  
 
Explicit error in a 2012 exam paper.  
The Millennium Summit pledge does not mention an easier 1990 baseline.  
 
@OCRCustSupport 
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@mattberkley Jul 13  

Error in OCR Humanities teachers' guide.  
The Millennium Summit did not mention "MDGs" but made wider, more ambitious pledges. 
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@mattberkley Jul 13  

Error in 2011 Humanities exam paper may add to the possibility of similar errors in recent 
material.  
 
Students may read old exam papers. 
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@mattberkley Jul 13  

2015 OCR-endorsed economics book has similar error. 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

     OCR @ocrexams Jul 13  

Thanks for this feedback. Please can you follow @ocrexams so we can help further. 

 

…… 

 
 
[private message] 
 
Thanks for following @ocrexams. So that we can respond to the points you have flagged up 
to us about MDGs appropriately, please can you email us with the key details via 
complaints@ocr.org.uk. Many thanks 
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@mattberkley Jun 23  

@CCEA_info Error in 12 Jan 2017 economics exam case study: 
"(MDGs)...guided...spending and...policy since 2000."  

http://archive.is/5Ylhr 

 

 
 

@mattberkley Jun 23  
Replying to @mattberkley @CCEA_info  

The agreement of 2000 reaffirmed in later years was the Millennium Declaration, more 
ambitious and wider than "MDGs" proposed in 2001. 

 
 
 
@mattberkley Jun 23  
Replying to @mattberkley @CCEA_info  

At Monterrey in 2002, UN member states agreed financing, mentioning not the "MDGs" but 
agreed goals. Paragraph 71: 
http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/monterrey/MonterreyConsensus.pdf … 

 

 

@mattberkley Jun 28  
Replying to @mattberkley @CCEA_info  

@CCEA_info exam material implies "MDGs" were adopted in historic year 2000. But 
Millennium Declaration has a baseline of 2000, not 1990. 
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@mattberkley Jun 23  

@Edexcel  
 
Error: In fact the 2000-baseline Millennium Declaration, not easier 1990-2015 MDGs, was 
agreed in 2000.  
 
https://qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/International%2520GCSE/Global%2520
Citizenship/2017/Specification%2520and%2520sample%2520assessments/international-
gcse-international-global-citizenship.pdf 
 

 
 
 
 
 
   
  



2459 

 
@mattberkley Jun 27  

UK school exam board @Edexcel liable to mislead by omitting pre-existing UN sustainable 
goals. Governments want focus of goals to seem new.  
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@mattberkley Jun 27  

Error in material for @edexcel GCE exam: "8 [MDGs] were set the United Nations in 2000, 
with a target of...2015" http://www.geographymod.com/uploads/2/2/4/0/22408158/2017_pre-
release_pack_pdf.pdf … 
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@mattberkley Jun 27  

Matt Berkley Retweeted Matt Berkley 

@Edexcel_Geog @GeogAdvisor @edexcelgeogres1 Millennium Declaration: Wider than 
"MDGs". Baseline: 2000 not 1990. UN keeps reaffirming it. 

 
 
 
 
 

  Pearson Geography @Edexcel_Geog Jun 27  
Replying to @mattberkley @Edexcel  

Hi Matt, this looks like 3rd party teacher support material based on 2017 Advance 
information - this isn't Edexcel assessment material, Jon 

 
 
 

 

@mattberkley Jun 27  
Replying to @Edexcel_Geog @Edexcel  

Thanks - it wasn't clear, which is why I phrased it that way. But I have yet to see Edexcel 
material correctly stating the pledges of 2000. 
 

 

 

@mattberkley Jun 27  
Replying to @mattberkley @Edexcel_Geog @Edexcel  

International A Level Specification has a clear error: "the 2000-2015 [MDGs]". - implies that 
in 2000 UN members agreed a 1990 baseline. 
 
[pictures attached:] 
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Error in WJEC material 

26 June 2017 at 09:14 

To: erin.roberts@wjec.co.uk, andrew.owen@wjec.co.uk 

Dear Ms Roberts alnd Mr Owen, 

Issue 1 of Economics Matters makes an important claim for which there is no evidence. 

A concern therefore arises that recent WJEC exam papers or other material have the same problem. 

Contrary to common belief, the Millennium Declaration says nothing about 1990. 

That point has been made by Thomas Pogge of Yale for many years. 

Neither I nor the UN librarians can find a resolution in which UN member states agreed the generally 

easier 25-year targets while abandoning the pledges. 

The pledges, especially as they have been reaffirmed by states in subsequent years, make the easier 

targets redundant. 

http://millenniumdeclaration.org/unlibrary.htm 

You may note that the 2005 Summit reaffirmed the Millennium Declaration: 

https://unstats.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=/Products/GAResolutions.htm 

I note other problems below. 

Best wishes, 

 

Matt Berkley 

millenniumdeclaration.org 

 

........................ 

 

"The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) were eight international development goals that were 

established at the Millennium Summit of the United Nations (UN) in 2000. [!] There was also a total 

of 21 targets set to achieve these goals. All UN member states were committed [?] to help achieve 

the following MDGs by 2015." 

"MDG number 1 was to reduce extreme poverty"   [! – And hunger] 

"…between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people living on less than $1.25 a day should be 

halved." 
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[misrepresents UN commitment of 2000] 

"The global number of extremely poor people in the world has indeed declined from 1.9 billion in 

1990 to 836 million in 2015." 

[What is the author's information and reasoning for that precise-sounding statement? 

What basis is there for implying that the availability and reliability of economists' data around the 

world, for something with fundamentally subjective elements, are adequate?] 

Economics matters 

Economics Matters is an online magazine produced by the Economics Team at WJEC. 

10 October 2016 

http://resources.wjec.co.uk/pages/ResourceSingle.aspx?rIid=984 

http://www.wjec.co.uk/qualifications/economics/r-economics-gce-as-a/economics-matters-

01.pdf?language_id=1 

 

..................................................... 

 

 

Owen, Andrew<Andrew.Owen@wjec.co.uk> 27 June 2017 at 10:52 

Cc: "Roberts, Erin" <Erin.Roberts@wjec.co.uk> 

Dear Mr Berkley, 

Your message has been sent in error to staff at WJEC who administer Geography assessments. The 

publication you refer to has been published to support the teaching of A level Business. I have 

forwarded your email to a colleague who may respond. 

I would draw your attention to the following page on a UN website which gives the same 1990 

baseline as is quoted in the WJEC document. 

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/poverty.shtml 

Regards 

Andy Owen 

Subject Officer GCSE Geography and GCSE Humanities 

andrew.owen@wjec.co.uk 

WJEC 

www.wjec.co.uk 
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Geography GCSE Spec A 

Geography GCSE Spec B 

Humanities 

 

................................................ 

 

 

27 June 2017 at 15:47 

To: erin.roberts@wjec.co.uk, andrew.owen@wjec.co.uk 

Dear Mr Owen, 

Thank you for your reply and for passing the message on.  I apologise for addressing that to you:  I 

have been dealing with a large number of problems in material for several subjects. 

I am afraid your answer indicates that you may have misread the message.  The page you cite is on 

the MDGs, which do in general have a baseline of 1990. 

I directed WJEC to a link listing UN resolutions.   Pages such as the one you cite are not primary 

sources. 

I wrote about the baseline of the pledge of 8 September 2000.  The "MDGs" by contrast were 

proposed on 6 September 2001 by the Secretary-General.  I wrote, "Contrary to common belief, the 

Millennium Declaration says nothing about 1990."  That Declaration mentions "current rates". 

The concern about other subjects including geography is that, as I put it in the email, perhaps 

"recent WJEC exam papers or other material have the same problem." 

If WJEC has not produced material correctly citing the pledges in the resolution of 2000, then that 

might in itself be regarded as a problem. 

The following may indicate a lack of awareness among teachers and examiners of the agreed agenda 

of UN member states up to 2015: 

WJEC Geography examination paper 

© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 

GCSE 

4231/02 

GEOGRAPHY 

(Specification A) 

HIGHER TIER 

UNIT 1: Core Geography 

P.M. TUESDAY, 24 May 2016 
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1 hour 

"Question 6.  Suggest why the UN set the Millennium Development Goals" 

It is not clear when the exam paper means the UN set the MDG targets. 

The question is not perhaps naturally read as expecting an answer which recognises the correct 

position: the "MDG" structure with baselines of 1990 came after UN members had already agreed 

the Millennium Declaration;  and the MDG structure has no clear basis in UN resolutions of the early 

2000s. 

WJEC A2 Geography Student Unit Guide New Edition: Unit G3 ... 

https://books.google.co.uk/books?isbn=1444162055 

Nicky King - 2012 

"the success of the Millennium Development Goals (MDG) of 2000" 

As can be seen via the UN resolutions page to which I directed WJEC, the words "MIllennium 

Development Goals" and the baseline of 1990 are not in the agreement of 2000. 

I know this may be a surprise. 

Best wishes, 

Matt Berkley. 

 

....................................... 

 

Owen, Andrew<Andrew.Owen@wjec.co.uk> 27 June 2017 at 15:47 

I am currently busy and not at my desk. I will get back to you shortly. … 

Andy Owen 

 

......................................... 

 

Error in WJEC geography material   

27 June 2017 at 16:32 

To: andrew.owen@wjec.co.uk, erin.roberts@wjec.co.uk 

Dear Mr Owen, 

Further to my last email I have found these clear errors: 
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"In 2000 the United Nations set 8 targets known as Millennium Development Goals." 

 

GCSE Geography A Specimen Assessment Materials 2 

For awards from 2014 

Pages 16 and 20 (4231-01) 

http://www.wjec.co.uk/uploads/publications/16130.pdf 

 

 

"(MDGs) which ran from 2000-15" 

WJEC GCSE Geography 

By Andy Leeder, Alan Brown, Gregg Coleman, Bob Digby, Glyn Owen, Val Davis 

Hachette UK 2016 

Endorsed by WJEC 

Page 199 

Yours sincerely, 

Matt Berkley. 
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"On 28 June, a High-Level Event on Education was convened in partnership with key SDG 4 
stakeholders to drive a new push for inclusive and equitable quality education and lifelong 
learning opportunities for all. 

Sustainable Development Goal 4, education, is at the heart of the UN’s 2030 Agenda and 
essential for the success of all Sustainable Development Goals. National governments and the 
international community need to ensure quality education for all; smart, innovative measures 
to reach young learners, and education and training which are more relevant to addressing 
the social, environmental and economic challenges that face the world. Education on a basis 
of equality for girls and boys, women and men across all education systems and initiatives is 
also critical in achieving gender equality, reducing child mortality, delaying marriage and 
generating female leaders amongst other factors that contribute to societal progress.  

Raising awareness of the new development agenda, fostering better understanding about the 
SDGs and their interconnectedness and promoting global citizenship, all play an 
instrumental role in making progress not only towards SDG 4, but also towards the entire 
Agenda 2030. 

The event elaborated on how to advance the incorporation of the SDGs into the curricula of 
every school in the world."  
 
High-Level Event on Education 
General Assembly of the United Nations 
http://www.un.org/pga/71/event-latest/high-level-event-on-education/ 
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"90th plenary meeting  

… 

2. Integrated and coordinated implementation of and  
follow-up to the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits  
in the economic, social and related fields;  
Follow-up to the outcome of the Millennium Summit: draft resolution (A/71/L.75) [items 13 
and 117]" 
 
United Nations General Assembly plenary meeting  
6 July 2017 
http://webtv.un.org/watch/general-assembly-90th-plenary-meeting-71st-
session/5494156821001 

 

 

The draft resolution is at: http://undocs.org/A/71/L.75  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
"The European Parliament... 
 
Strongly urges the [European] Commission to adhere to the governance  
agenda agreed upon in...the...Rio+20 Outcome Document of the 2012 UN Conference... 
 
Calls on the Commission to step up efforts to facilitate the governance of the SDGs to 
ensure...a national co-ordination structure responsible for the follow-up of Agenda 21" 

European Parliament resolution on EU action for sustainability (2017/2009(INI)) 
6 July 2017 
europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2017-
0315&format=XML&language=EN 

 

  



2472 

 

"Stephen Twigg elected as Chair  

 

 

 

11 July 2017  

The new Chair of the International Development Committee is Stephen Twigg. 

Following nominations and elections among MPs, Stephen Twigg has been elected Chair of 
the Committee for the 2017 Parliament. 

… 
 
On his election as Chair, Stephen Twigg said:  

…The public has a right to expect that UK aid will deliver value for money. As an increasing 
amount of this money is spent via other government departments, the IDC’s scrutiny [!] will 
be even more important. … 
 
I would like the new IDC to focus more on public engagement and promoting an informed 
public debate [!] about global poverty, aid and development…" 
 
 
UK Parliament 
11 July 2017 
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-
select/international-development-committee/news-parliament-2017/stephen-twigg-elected-/ 

 

 

......................................  
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I do not know why the WHO are now claiming definite figures on clean water to the nearest 
1%. 
 
 
 
"Drinking-water 

Fact sheet 
Updated July 2017  

Key facts 

• In 2015, 71% of the global population (5.2 billion people) used a safely managed 
drinking-water service – that is, one located on premises, available when needed, and 
free from contamination. 
 

• 89% of the global population (6.5 billion people) used at least a basic service. A basic 
service is an improved [?] drinking-water source within a round trip of 30 minutes to 
collect water. 
 

• 884 million people lack even a basic drinking-water service, including 159 million 
people who are dependent on surface water. 
 

• Globally, at least 2 billion people use a drinking water source contaminated with 
faeces.... 

Under the Millennium Development Goals, the target of reducing the proportion of the 
world’s population without sustainable access to safe water (MDG 7), was measured by 
the indicator of the population using improved drinking-water sources, but without taking 
into account the location, availability, or quality of the water." 
 
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs391/en/ 
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Education International 
"determined… quality education"    



2475 

Initial questions on the Sustainable Development Goals 2017 progress report  
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High-level political forum on sustainable development,  convened under the auspices of the 
Economic and Social Council  
28 July 2016-27 July 2017  
United Nations  
E/2017/66 
11 May 2017  
Second reissue for technical reasons 8 June 2017 
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/report/2017/secretary-general-sdg-report-2017--EN.pdf]  
 
 

Matt Berkley 

Draft 22 July 2017 

    

Highlighting added later. 

    

    

    

How can poverty "halve" but not hunger?How can poverty "halve" but not hunger?How can poverty "halve" but not hunger?How can poverty "halve" but not hunger?    

 

Mr Guterres' claims on poverty and hunger seem to conflict. 

 

According to the report, the "global poverty rate" fell  

 

"from 28 per cent in 1999 to 11 per cent in 2013." 

 

But  

 

"The proportion of undernourished people" fell  

 

"from 15 per cent in 2000-2002 to 11 per cent in 2014-2016." 

 

and 

 

"the stunting rate [children too short]" fell  

 

"from 33 per cent in 2000 to 23 per cent in 2016." 
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The "poverty" numbers are supposed to relate to consumption poverty.    

 

Do they? 

 

 

The apparently unnecessary jumble of start and end dates may make it harder for readers 

initially to see the contrast. 

 

 

Is Mr GuterresIs Mr GuterresIs Mr GuterresIs Mr Guterres    not in effect not in effect not in effect not in effect claimingclaimingclaimingclaiming    that that that that some chronically hungry people are not poorsome chronically hungry people are not poorsome chronically hungry people are not poorsome chronically hungry people are not poor???? 

 

 

"In 2013, an estimated 767 million people lived below the international poverty line of $1.90 a 

day — down from 1.7 billion people in 1999." 

 

"About 793 million people are undernourished globally, down from 930 million people during 

[in 2000-2002 to...2014-2016]" 

 

 

 

    

Is itIs itIs itIs it    more or less more or less more or less more or less transparenttransparenttransparenttransparent    for the UN for the UN for the UN for the UN nownownownow    to talk about a to talk about a to talk about a to talk about a "poverty line""poverty line""poverty line""poverty line"    when when when when beforebeforebeforebefore    it it it it 

referred to it as an referred to it as an referred to it as an referred to it as an "extreme poverty""extreme poverty""extreme poverty""extreme poverty"    line?line?line?line?            

    

Does Does Does Does that decision not contribute to that decision not contribute to that decision not contribute to that decision not contribute to confusconfusconfusconfusion among citizens, so that iion among citizens, so that iion among citizens, so that iion among citizens, so that in 2030 governments n 2030 governments n 2030 governments n 2030 governments 

may may may may more easily, and misleadingly, more easily, and misleadingly, more easily, and misleadingly, more easily, and misleadingly, claim to have "ended poverty" ratherclaim to have "ended poverty" ratherclaim to have "ended poverty" ratherclaim to have "ended poverty" rather    than "extreme than "extreme than "extreme than "extreme 

poverty"?poverty"?poverty"?poverty"?    

    

    

    

    

    

Why does Mr Guterres make these preciseWhy does Mr Guterres make these preciseWhy does Mr Guterres make these preciseWhy does Mr Guterres make these precise----sounding claims about poverty and hunger when sounding claims about poverty and hunger when sounding claims about poverty and hunger when sounding claims about poverty and hunger when 

in fact in fact in fact in fact everyoneeveryoneeveryoneeveryone    involved* involved* involved* involved* knows theknows theknows theknows the    "poverty" and "hunger" "poverty" and "hunger" "poverty" and "hunger" "poverty" and "hunger" numbers arenumbers arenumbers arenumbers are    highly highly highly highly dubiousdubiousdubiousdubious????    

* Including the World Bank and FAO researchers themselves, as shown in the official 

methodology papers and elsewhere. 
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Mr Guterres states that his report  

 

"provides an overview of global progress towards the 17 Goals of the 2030 Agenda, on the 

basis of a selection of indicators for which data were available as of April 2017." 

 

He contrasts  

 

"indicators for which data were available"  

 

with  

 

"Some targets are not reflected at this stage, owing to the lack of data, or because they are 

measured by indicators that are still undergoing methodological development." 

 

Is it not the case that he has put Is it not the case that he has put Is it not the case that he has put Is it not the case that he has put the "poverty" claimsthe "poverty" claimsthe "poverty" claimsthe "poverty" claims    in the wrong category, since they in the wrong category, since they in the wrong category, since they in the wrong category, since they 

obviously haveobviously haveobviously haveobviously have    a highly significant a highly significant a highly significant a highly significant "lack of data""lack of data""lack of data""lack of data"    and are "still undergoing methodological and are "still undergoing methodological and are "still undergoing methodological and are "still undergoing methodological 

development" development" development" development" ––––    not least by nationot least by nationot least by nationot least by national statistical departments nal statistical departments nal statistical departments nal statistical departments changing the questionschanging the questionschanging the questionschanging the questions    over over over over 

timetimetimetime????    

 

 

 

 

Mr Guterres states, 

"4. The availability of high-quality, timely and disaggregated data is vital for evidence-based 

decision-making and to ensure accountability for implementation of the 2030 Agenda." 

    

Is he not Is he not Is he not Is he not encouraging governmentsencouraging governmentsencouraging governmentsencouraging governments    to be to be to be to be less accountableless accountableless accountableless accountable, , , , by making claimsby making claimsby making claimsby making claims    about progress about progress about progress about progress 

on poverty, hunger, water and maternal mortality on poverty, hunger, water and maternal mortality on poverty, hunger, water and maternal mortality on poverty, hunger, water and maternal mortality which everyone involved knows are which everyone involved knows are which everyone involved knows are which everyone involved knows are not not not not 

based on solidbased on solidbased on solidbased on solid    datadatadatadata????    

 

    

    

Is it true that the Is it true that the Is it true that the Is it true that the "poverty" claims"poverty" claims"poverty" claims"poverty" claims    take take take take no accounno accounno accounno account oft oft oft of    changes in changes in changes in changes in needneedneedneed    over timeover timeover timeover time????    

    

If so, how can he make claims about If so, how can he make claims about If so, how can he make claims about If so, how can he make claims about "poverty""poverty""poverty""poverty"    which which which which is supposed to beis supposed to beis supposed to beis supposed to be    the the the the excess of needs excess of needs excess of needs excess of needs 

over resourcesover resourcesover resourcesover resources????    
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Is it adequately transparentIs it adequately transparentIs it adequately transparentIs it adequately transparent    to follow the wordsto follow the wordsto follow the wordsto follow the words    

"Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere""Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere""Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere""Goal 1. End poverty in all its forms everywhere"    

    
with with with with     

    

""""the global the global the global the global povertypovertypovertypoverty    raterateraterate    has been has been has been has been halved since 2000halved since 2000halved since 2000halved since 2000""""    

    

when that is when that is when that is when that is the official claimthe official claimthe official claimthe official claim    on on on on extremeextremeextremeextreme    consumption consumption consumption consumption poverty, poverty, poverty, poverty, but but but but takes takes takes takes no account of no account of no account of no account of 

assetsassetsassetsassets, , , , debtsdebtsdebtsdebts, , , , environmentenvironmentenvironmentenvironment, , , , orororor    whether people have to pay whether people have to pay whether people have to pay whether people have to pay rentrentrentrent????    

 

    

    

    

    

Is Is Is Is the word "cthe word "cthe word "cthe word "consumption"onsumption"onsumption"onsumption"    not not not not misleadingmisleadingmisleadingmisleading    in the section on inequality, since in the section on inequality, since in the section on inequality, since in the section on inequality, since he is actually he is actually he is actually he is actually 

talking abouttalking abouttalking abouttalking about    not not not not what peoplewhat peoplewhat peoplewhat people    consumed butconsumed butconsumed butconsumed but    largely largely largely largely whatwhatwhatwhat    they said they said they said they said they they they they spentspentspentspent????    

 

 

 

 

 

Why is he making theWhy is he making theWhy is he making theWhy is he making the    categorical categorical categorical categorical claimsclaimsclaimsclaims    about about about about poverty and inequalitypoverty and inequalitypoverty and inequalitypoverty and inequality    whenwhenwhenwhen    the World Bank the World Bank the World Bank the World Bank 

researchers themselvesresearchers themselvesresearchers themselvesresearchers themselves    admit the surveys are becoming less comparable over time and thatadmit the surveys are becoming less comparable over time and thatadmit the surveys are becoming less comparable over time and thatadmit the surveys are becoming less comparable over time and that    

countries are changing the questionscountries are changing the questionscountries are changing the questionscountries are changing the questions????    

 

 

 

 

Mr Guterres states,Mr Guterres states,Mr Guterres states,Mr Guterres states,    

""""About 793 millionAbout 793 millionAbout 793 millionAbout 793 million    people are undernourished globally, people are undernourished globally, people are undernourished globally, people are undernourished globally, down from 930 milliondown from 930 milliondown from 930 milliondown from 930 million    [in 2001]"[in 2001]"[in 2001]"[in 2001]"    

How many died?How many died?How many died?How many died?    
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How is it How is it How is it How is it "quality education""quality education""quality education""quality education"    when when when when UK UK UK UK exam boardsexam boardsexam boardsexam boards    andandandand    Oxford Oxford Oxford Oxford reference booksreference booksreference booksreference books    falsely falsely falsely falsely claim claim claim claim 

the the the the easier MDGs are what world leaders pledgedeasier MDGs are what world leaders pledgedeasier MDGs are what world leaders pledgedeasier MDGs are what world leaders pledged    in 2000?in 2000?in 2000?in 2000?    

    

    

What about premature deaths generally?What about premature deaths generally?What about premature deaths generally?What about premature deaths generally?    

 

    

    

    

How does it make sense to give a lot of statistics claiming progress, but How does it make sense to give a lot of statistics claiming progress, but How does it make sense to give a lot of statistics claiming progress, but How does it make sense to give a lot of statistics claiming progress, but also sayalso sayalso sayalso say    

"only "only "only "only 37373737    of 83 countries or areasof 83 countries or areasof 83 countries or areasof 83 countries or areas    with pertinent data had national statistical legislation in with pertinent data had national statistical legislation in with pertinent data had national statistical legislation in with pertinent data had national statistical legislation in 

place that place that place that place that complied withcomplied withcomplied withcomplied with    all 10 Fundamental all 10 Fundamental all 10 Fundamental all 10 Fundamental Principles ofPrinciples ofPrinciples ofPrinciples of    Official Official Official Official StatisticsStatisticsStatisticsStatistics""""    ????    

 

    

    

If If If If "In 2014, developing countries received "In 2014, developing countries received "In 2014, developing countries received "In 2014, developing countries received $338 million$338 million$338 million$338 million    in financial support in financial support in financial support in financial support for statisticsfor statisticsfor statisticsfor statistics""""    

then then then then why did world leaderswhy did world leaderswhy did world leaderswhy did world leaders    at the 2015 Summitat the 2015 Summitat the 2015 Summitat the 2015 Summit    misleadmisleadmisleadmislead    their citizens their citizens their citizens their citizens thatthatthatthat    what was agreed what was agreed what was agreed what was agreed 

at at at at the 2000 Summitthe 2000 Summitthe 2000 Summitthe 2000 Summit    waswaswaswas    a set of largely a set of largely a set of largely a set of largely 25252525----year targetsyear targetsyear targetsyear targets, when in fact they were 15, when in fact they were 15, when in fact they were 15, when in fact they were 15----year year year year 

promises?promises?promises?promises?    

 

 

 

If hIf hIf hIf he does not knowe does not knowe does not knowe does not know    about about about about death ratesdeath ratesdeath ratesdeath rates, , , , why does he make the claimswhy does he make the claimswhy does he make the claimswhy does he make the claims    about progress based about progress based about progress based about progress based 

only on information about survivors?only on information about survivors?only on information about survivors?only on information about survivors?    

He writes,  

 

"from 2010 to 2015...144 countries or areas, or 59 per cent, had death registration data that 

were at least 75 per cent complete" 

 

 

    

Is it not Is it not Is it not Is it not misleadingmisleadingmisleadingmisleading    for Mr Guterres to talk of for Mr Guterres to talk of for Mr Guterres to talk of for Mr Guterres to talk of "im"im"im"improved drinking water sources"proved drinking water sources"proved drinking water sources"proved drinking water sources"    when the when the when the when the 

official monitorsofficial monitorsofficial monitorsofficial monitors    saysaysaysay    clearly that clearly that clearly that clearly that they they they they do not know whether the water is improveddo not know whether the water is improveddo not know whether the water is improveddo not know whether the water is improved????    

 

Is it not especially misleading when he puts "improved" near to the Is it not especially misleading when he puts "improved" near to the Is it not especially misleading when he puts "improved" near to the Is it not especially misleading when he puts "improved" near to the heading about "safe" heading about "safe" heading about "safe" heading about "safe" 

water?water?water?water? 
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"10.  Access to safe water and sanitation and sound management of freshwater ecosystems 

are essential to human health and to environmental sustainability and economic prosperity. 

In 2015, 6.6 billion people (over 90 per cent of the world’s population) used improved drinking 

water sources" 

 

 

 

    

Why is he making claims about poverty Why is he making claims about poverty Why is he making claims about poverty Why is he making claims about poverty using a fixed amount of money when it is obvioususing a fixed amount of money when it is obvioususing a fixed amount of money when it is obvioususing a fixed amount of money when it is obvious    

that that that that falling birth ratesfalling birth ratesfalling birth ratesfalling birth rates    result in fewer children per adult, and so mean result in fewer children per adult, and so mean result in fewer children per adult, and so mean result in fewer children per adult, and so mean more foodmore foodmore foodmore food    is is is is needed needed needed needed 

per personper personper personper person????    

    

    

    

   

Why is he making claims about poverty using a Why is he making claims about poverty using a Why is he making claims about poverty using a Why is he making claims about poverty using a fixed amount of moneyfixed amount of moneyfixed amount of moneyfixed amount of money    when it is obvious when it is obvious when it is obvious when it is obvious 

that that that that falling birth ratesfalling birth ratesfalling birth ratesfalling birth rates    mean mean mean mean higher costshigher costshigher costshigher costs    of rentof rentof rentof rent, food, fuel, transport to work and so on per , food, fuel, transport to work and so on per , food, fuel, transport to work and so on per , food, fuel, transport to work and so on per 

member of households because member of households because member of households because member of households because smaller households are less economically efficient?smaller households are less economically efficient?smaller households are less economically efficient?smaller households are less economically efficient?    

  

 

 

Why is the UN using Why is the UN using Why is the UN using Why is the UN using measuresmeasuresmeasuresmeasures    of poverty which of poverty which of poverty which of poverty which look worse if the poor survivelook worse if the poor survivelook worse if the poor survivelook worse if the poor survive    and better if and better if and better if and better if 

the rich lithe rich lithe rich lithe rich live longer?ve longer?ve longer?ve longer?    
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BBC:  
 
 
"'Zero progress' on school places in decade, says UN  
 
...There has been "nearly zero progress" in tackling the lack of access to school in 
many of the world's poorest countries, a UN agency has said. 

There are still 123 million school-age children without schools, Unicef said. 

The UN's children's agency blamed "pervasive levels of poverty", conflict and 
humanitarian emergencies. 

International pledges to create school places were not addressing "the realities of a 

volatile world", head of education Jo Bourne said. 

The warning from Unicef said despite targets by world leaders, there had been little 
substantial progress in the past decade in ending the problem of children not having 

schools to attend. 

... 

The problem is most acute in sub-Saharan Africa, where the lack of school places 
has been exacerbated by an increasing population. 

Those most likely to miss out are the poorest families from the poorest countries. 

Conflicts in Syria and across the Middle East have reversed improvements in 
education levels in the region, with an additional 3.4 million children out of school. 

About a fifth of children in the world without access to school are living in conflict 
zones. 

... 

The proportion of children aged six to 15 without schools was now 11.5%, said 
Unicef, down from 12.8% a decade ago. 

The UN agency highlighted increases in children going to school in Ethiopia and 
Niger. 

There had been a pledge by the international community in 2000 to provide a 

primary education for all children by 2015 - as part of the millennium development 

goals, it said. 

There had been rapid progress towards this target in the early years of the century, 
but the financial crisis had seen a reduction in international aid." 
 
'Zero progress' on school places in decade, says UN 
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By Sean Coughlan 
Education correspondent 
6 September 2017 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-41149083 
https://web.archive.org/web/20180130092721/http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-
41149083  
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September 2017:  Why are five UN agencies reporting the wrong numbers for food 

insecurity?   

 

FAO, IFAD, UNICEF, WHO and WFP report numbers of people with "severe food 

insecurity".  But world leaders in 2015 agreed to include far greater numbers covered 

by the actual SDG indicator, "moderate or severe".     

 

The FAO spreadsheet wrongly claims that "severe food insecurity" is the SDG 

indicator. 

 

There are still fundamental problems in the UN "nutrition" report.   

 

 

 
The main UN hunger and nutrition report is The State of Food Security and Nutrition in the 
World. 

It is produced by: 
  
the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO),  
 
the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD),  
 
the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF),  
 
the World Food Programme (WFP)  
 
and the World Health Organization (WHO).  

 
The 2017 report says, 

"For the first time, this year’s report provides two measures of food insecurity.  
 
FAO’s traditional indicator of the extent of hunger, the prevalence of undernourishment 
(PoU), is complemented by the prevalence of severe food insecurity, which is estimated based 
on data collected from adult individuals worldwide using the Food Insecurity Experience 
Scale (FIES)."  
 
http://www.fao.org/3/a-I7695e.pdf 

 
These are the questions for the new method: 
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Although the report says this is the "first time", in 2016 at least two UN documents did make 
use of statistics on this: the statistical annex to the Secretary-General's progress report on the 
SDGs for the General Assembly, and the UN SDG report for the public. 
  
The Secretary-General's 2016 Statistical Annex gave figures for "moderate or severe food 
insecurity" among adults: 20% in 2014 and 20.5% in 2015.    
 
It is not clear how we can guess vulnerability among children from figures about adults.  
However, we can see that those figures of around 20% are much higher than the "severe" 
figures (which were 7.7 per cent for both years in the Secretary-General's annex).  They are 
also much higher than the traditional FAO "undernourishment" (severe calorie lack) figures 
for all ages (about 11 per cent). 
 
Here is the excerpt from the Secretary-General's 2016 Statistical Annex: 
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unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/report/2016/secretary-general-sdg-report-2016--Statistical-
Annex.pdf  

 
 
The 2016 Statistical Annex correctly identifies "moderate or severe food insecurity" as 
indicator 2.1.2 for the SDGs. 
 
But for some reason, the Secretary-General's 2017 report and annex give no figures at all for 
"food insecurity".   Goal 2 is "End hunger, achieve food security and improved nutrition and 
promote sustainable agriculture". 
 
unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/report/2017/secretary-general-sdg-report-2017--Statistical-
Annex.pdf  
 
The main 2017 UN report on the SDGs also contains no "food insecurity" numbers: 
 
unstats.un.org/sdgs/files/report/2017/TheSustainableDevelopmentGoalsReport2017.pdf 

- even though the 2016 version mentioned some statistics on it. 
 
 
The five UN agencies' 2017 nutrition report omits the indicator. 
 
For unclear reasons, it includes instead figures for "severe food insecurity": 
 
"FAO calculates two indicators based on the FIES methodology: one of the prevalence of 
food insecurity in the population that includes both moderate and severe levels 
(FImod+sev),3 and one that refers to severe levels only (FIsev). The latter is presented in this 

year’s report." 
 
 
Rather than explaining why they have reported this instead of the actual SDG indicator, the 
five UN agencies include a bizarrely irrelevant footnote.  It says why they have omitted 
something no-one is likely to be interested in: 

"The reason the percentage of moderate food insecurity only is not used as an indicator for 
global monitoring is because a change in this percentage would be prone to ambiguous 
interpretation; a reduction in moderate food insecurity could be due to the movement of some 
of those who were suffering from moderate food insecurity into the severe category.  
 
Combining the moderate and severe food insecurity categories avoids such ambiguity."  
 
 
That is odd especially because for this report, "combining the categories" is exactly what the 
UN agencies have not done. 
 
It is quite interesting what rubbish people can write in shiny reports without widespread 
ridicule.  
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The above reminds me of FAO staff arguing, basically, that "we set the undernourishment 
level as an average calorie intake over the year only adequate for an inactive life, because we 
can't look at individuals' energy needs";  and "world leaders in 1996 didn't mean 1996 when 
they pledged halving the number of hungry people from the "present level" because at that 
time the available statistics were from previous years".  (When I produced evidence in public 
that the date was recognised in earlier FAO documents as 1996, the FAO representative did 
not answer.)     

 
The five agencies also say that their "undernourishment" claims for recent years use the short 
questionnaire is used for recent years. 
 
Below, "coefficient of variation" means something like "estimates of inequality of access to 
food", used to estimate the proportion of undernourished people: 
 
"The coefficient of variation (CV) and skewness (Skew).  
 
The most common sources of data to estimate CV and Skew are multipurpose household 
surveys, such as Living Standard Measurement Surveys or Household Incomes and 
Expenditure Surveys (Household Budget Surveys), which also collect information on food 
consumption. ... 

Projection of the CV.  Estimates of the CV are obtained from analysing food consumption 
data collected in household surveys." 
 
 
[MB: It is not clear to me that they really look at "food consumption data".    
Are they looking at what food people ate, or how much money they said they spent (which 
illiterate people and others may not remember accurately) and the money values assigned by 
researchers to what they grew, fished, hunted and gathered for themselves (which may be 
based on non-existent markets)? 
  
 
"For years in between survey periods, the CV values are interpolated. Results of the analysis 
of the Food Insecurity Experience Scale data collected in 2014, 2015 and 2016 have been 
used to estimate the likely changes in the CV during those years and applied to the latest 
available estimate based on survey data." 

 
In other words, the FAO say they have used the eight "food insecurity" questions to estimate 
not only the recent "food insecurity" numbers, but also the "undernourished" (severe calorie 
lack) numbers for 2014 to 2016 - a different method from previous years. 
 
I am not sure how they decided that the interview answer results are reasonably comparable 
to the previous method. 

But also, even though they did use the "food insecurity" interviews to estimate how many 
people were chronically lacking in calories, the agencies have this year not reported the 
"moderate and severe food insecurity" interview results.  
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Even the figures in last year's reports do not appear in this year's reports from either the 
Secretary-General or UN agencies. 
 
 
......................... 
 
 
 
The FAO are still giving a misleading impression of a ridiculous level of precision, at least 
here: 
 

"The absolute number of people in the world affected by chronic food deprivation began to 
rise in 2014 – going from 775 million people to 777 million in 2015 – and is now estimated to 
have increased further, to 815 million in 2016." 
 
 
These are perhaps not the "final" numbers as the FAO director-general claimed when the 
report was issued.  The household surveys on "food consumption", which take longer to 
process than the interview answers on "food insecurity", would normally be used to adjust the 
figures when they are ready.   
 
The FAO have not said clearly, from what I have seen, that they are now using the "food 
insecurity" questions permanently instead of the "expenditure" surveys.  
 
The FAO are saying that they changed their method for reporting 2014 to 2016.  

So we have to ask why we should trust that the headline 2014-16 figures are properly 
comparable to those for 2013 and earlier.   
 
That is in addition to questions we must ask about the reliability of the statistics - or the 
words used to describe them - in the first place. 
 
............................. 
 
 
The five UN agencies' 2017 report gives figures for "people affected by severe food 
insecurity".   
 
Last year's figures included some on "moderate or severe" food insecurity".   In comparing 
the "severe" figures it should be borne in mind that last year's figures were on adults.  
 
 
 
2016:   
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(2016 Secretary-General's progress report on SDGs, statistical annex) 
 
 
 
 
2017: 

 
 
(UN agencies, 2017 State of Food and Nutrition report) 
 
 
From the above tables we can see the following:  

 
This year the UN is saying it is likely that fewer people were in severe food insecurity in 
2015 than 2014, while last year the central-estimate percentage figure for adults was given as 
the same in both years. 
 
What should we conclude about the trend?     
 
I don't know.  It is not clear to me why the eight questions should be treated as a firm basis 
for precise claims.   The situation is perhaps not helped by the presentation of uncertainty 
ranges for individual years, not for the trend.  If the UN agencies' position is that the 
uncertainty is due to similar factors in each year, then maybe the trend is more reliable than 
the years' figures.  (We should note, though, that these figures do not indicate either the depth 
of insecurity or the situation of people just above the line - see below). 

As noted above, figures from the same "food insecurity" questionnaires (whether "severe" or 
"moderate or severe") are used as part of the calculations for the new estimates claiming a 
rise in "undernourishment".     
 
If We would have to wait until the "consumption expenditure" survey results arrive to 
compare previous years with 2014-16, if the FAO intend to use those surveys.   

 
But in any case, there are the fundamental problems that:  
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a) "counting the hungry" does not measure the extent of hunger  
 
- for which you would need to know death rates and the severity of hunger above and below 
the cutoff line; 
 
 
b) hunger in terms only of lack of calories clearly does not measure "undernourishment"  
 
as most people would understand that word; 
 
 
c) it is far from clear that the FAO's figures relate to the proportion of people "suffering 
from" hunger  
 
in the sense implied in the Millennium Declaration; 
 
 
d) you may need more food if  
 
i) your system is damaged by malnutrition or stress, or  
ii) you are currently suffering illness or stress. 
 
 
 
Also:  

If countries have changed the "income and expenditure" questions as the World Bank 
researchers say, how can we trust the FAO's estimates for any previous years based on them? 
 
 
The FAO/IFAD/WHO/UNICEF/WFP State of Food Security and Nutrition 2017 report is at: 
 
http://www.fao.org/3/a-I7695e.pdf 

 
 
In judging the credibility of these figures it would seem unwise to ignore, other evidence on 
the credibility of the organisations.   
 
FAO, WHO and UNICEF have all wrongly claimed or implied that the easier "MDG" 
baseline was in the Millennium Declaration.    
 
In June 2017 the WHO's "Fact Sheet" was still the misleading version from November 2016: 
 
"The Millennium Development Goal (MDG 7) on drinking-water was met globally in 2010." 
[!] 
 



2491 

web.archive.org/web/20170623140413/http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs391/en/  
"The target was to halve the proportion of the world’s population without sustainable access 
to safe water. The 48 least developed countries did not meet the target, but substantial 
progress has been made with 42 per cent of the current population in these countries gaining 
access to improved drinking-water sources since 1990." 
 
Although another passage says  
 
"The MDG water target is measured by the proxy indicator of use of ‘improved’ or 
‘unimproved’ drinking-water sources. But ‘improved sources’ are not necessarily safe",  
 
the "fact sheet" misleads.   
 
 
The truth is clearly that they did not have enough information to say whether the target was 
met.    
 
Also, WHO's claim is based on the wrong target, because it uses the wrong baseline.  In 
reality the "MDG" water target in the official list is conspicuous in having no 1990 baseline.  
 
As in other instances of propaganda, the problem is not, as WHO may imply, in some 
decision taken years ago by previous civil servants and politicians, but misinformation by 
current civil servants and politicians.    
 
The FAO falsified the targets not only from the Millennium Summit but also the World Food 
Summit.    
 
Carlo Cafiero, a very senior member of the FAO team dealing with the global numbers, 
insisted to this author, in a discussion on the Guardian website in 2015, that the 1996 Summit 
meant "1990-2" when it made a pledge to halve the number from its "present level".     
 
The FAO's idea about the baseline is contrary to any reasonable idea of what a pledge means 
- a promise can only mean what it is reasonably taken to mean.  It also flatly contradicts key 
FAO documents from the first few years after the summit.    
 
The reader is also referred to the FAO's invention of an MDG "criterion" on the basis of 
which it gave awards to countries in a comical ceremony in 2015.    
 
 
 
After writing the basic passage above on being careful about trusting UN agencies' claims, I 
found that not only has the FAO reported a different statistic ("severe food insecurity") from 
that in the official SDG list, but in its spreadsheet of 15 September 2017 of its new set of 
indicators, it has made yet another false statement.  Not only does it omit the actual SDG 
indicator, but also:  
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The FAO spreadsheet wrongly claims "severe food insecurity" is the official indicator for 
SDG2:   
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http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/ess/foodsecurity/Food_Security_Indicators.xlsx 

 

 

One reason I am puzzled by the choice by the five UN agencies to omit the statistics for the 
"food insecurity" SDG indicator is this:  

The figures for particular countries have already been published, at least for 2014, in the 
Technical Report mentioned in the FAO document above:  
Voices of the Hungry, FAO Technical Report 1.  August 2016 
http://www.fao.org/3/c-i4830e.pdf     
 
 
At least one person seems to have thought recently that the numbers for the missing SDG 
indicator are available: 

 

 

 
 
https://www.upravazasume.gov.rs/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/10_EN_Presentation-
Session-4-FAO-Support-on-SDG-Navarro.pptx   
 
 
 
Similarly, the UN Statistics Division SDG database has figures for indicator 2.1.2 on 
"moderate or severe food insecurity".   
 
Yet the UN agencies have not included them in their report. 

 
SDG Indicator 2.1.2 is classed as a "Tier 1" indicator: 
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"Below, please find the definitions of the three indicator tiers, based on an updated 
explanation as developed by the IAEG-SDG at the 5th Meeting in March 2017: 

Tier 1: Indicator is conceptually clear, has an internationally established methodology and 
standards are available, and data are regularly produced by countries for at least 50 per 
cent of countries and of the population in every region where the indicator is relevant." 
 
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i6188e.pdf 

 
In spite of that classification: 
 
"International agreement has been reached on key indicators to monitor progress towards 
SDG 2, but considerable data gaps and methodological challenges remain that need to be 
overcome to measure food security and nutrition effectively, in a timely and cross-country 
comparable way.  

A possibly even larger challenge is to find effective ways to monitor implementation of the 
new agenda in its integrity.  

SDG 2 and its related targets reflect the notion that hunger and malnutrition are multifaceted 
concepts and that achieving the goal will require attention to all four dimensions of food 
security and malnutrition as defined by the Committee on World Food Security (CFS) and the 
1996 World Food Summit (WFS). What holds for the goals within SDG 2 also holds for the 
linkages to other SDGs." 

http://www.fao.org/3/a-i6188e.pdf 

 

 

 

........................................... 
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FactCheck.org publishes error by the US Congressional Research Service: 
 
 

"In a 2016 report on U.S. foreign aid, the nonpartisan Congressional Research 
Service noted... 

CRS, June 17, 2016: ...a level of 0.7% GNI was established as a target for donors in  
the 2000 U.N. Millennium Development Goals. ..." 
 
Trump's U.N. Speech 
FactCheck.org 
19 September 2017  
http://www.factcheck.org/2017/09/trumps-u-n-speech/ 

 

In addition to the Congressional Research Service's error about which goals were agreed in 
2000, is it not making another in claiming the aid target was set in 2000 when in reality it was 
set long before? 
 
I am not aware of any formal withdrawal from the 0.7% target, despite what USAID said in 
2002: 
 
 
"Administrator Natsios requested that I respond on his behalf to the three questions posed in 
your letter. 
… 
 
1.  0.7 per cent ODA/GNP target: The US has never endorsed the UN target of providing 
0.7 per cent of our GNP in the form of Official Development Assistance (ODA). This target 
was developed in the late 1960s, an era in which ODA was the primary source of capital 
flows to developing countries and capital flows were perceived to be the driving force of 
development. In today's world, neither of these conditions remains true. … 
 
2.  MDGs: The US has not officially endorsed the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 
as outlined in the UN document "Road map towards the implementation of the United 
Nations Millennium Declaration".  
 
It should be noted that the MDGs have not yet been brought before any international 
forum for formal endorsement of the International Development Goals (IDGs), the 
subsequent endorsement of the IDGs at the 1998 G-8 Summit, and the signing of the 
Millennium Declaration in September 2000.  
 
Though substantively similar, the MDGs do not correspond exactly to the range of goals 
agreed in these other forums. 

The US does believe that indicators for measuring progress toward development goals 
should be distinguished from an official endorsement of principles by the international 
community.  
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While potentially useful from an analytical perspective, the proposed indicators for 
measuring progress toward the MDGs should be separated from any future official 
endorsement of the MDGs themselves." 

Letter from USAID to the Chairman of the UK House of Commons Select Committee on 
International Development  
"Minutes of Evidence"  
("evidence" is the parliament's word for any communication including opinion, unfounded 
assertion and falsehood) 
May 2002 
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmselect/cmintdev/785/2042308.htm ] 
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The Lancet Commission on pollution and health repeats the baseless propaganda claim 
that the target for "safe" water was met, using the wrong definition and the wrong baseline: 
 
 
"MDG Target 7C called on the global community “by 2015, to halve the proportion of the 
population without sustainable access to safe drinking water and basic sanitation”.  
 
To track interventions against water pollution and waterborne disease, WHO and UNICEF 
established the Joint Monitoring Programme for Water Supply and Sanitation.54 Substantial 
progress has been made in reducing water pollution and waterborne disease.  
 
Between 1990 [!] and 2015, 2·6 billion people gained access to improved [!] drinking water 
sources, 2·1 billion people gained access to improved sanitation, and the MDG Target 7C 
was met 5 years ahead of schedule."  
 
Where exactly did the Lancet Commission get information on the safety and sustainability of 
water in 1990? 
 
Why are they talking about 1990 when that is not in any published version of the water target 
in the official list? 
 
They are relaying fiction. 
 
 
 

 

The Lancet Commission on pollution repeats the propaganda version that the UN focus 

on pollution is newer than it really is. 

 
Amazingly, in over 40,000 words it omits any mention of the existing sustainable 
development agenda before 2015 - including agreed goals which are more ambitious than the 
related "SDGs".     
 
The phrase  
 
"Agenda 21"  
 
does not appear in the text, nor  
 
"Johannesburg",  
"World Summit on Sustainable Development",  
"2005 World Summit" or  
"Conference on Sustainable Development".   
 
The only appearance of the name "Rio" is in "Rio + 20", in the title of one of the 418 
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references listed at the end. 
 
The Lancet Commission also omits any mention of the relevant Aichi Biodiversity Targets, 
or those from the Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the decade 
2011-2020. 
 
 
 
The Lancet Commission confuses the narrower "MDGs" with the actual predecessor to the 
SDGs - the UN development agenda from conferences and summits, constantly reaffirmed by 
world leaders, including Agenda 21's goals for 2000 and 2025, the 2002 Johannesburg 
Summit's goal on chemicals for 2020, the Aichi target on pollution for 2020, and the Least 
Developed Countries goals of water and sanitation for all by 2020. 
 

Nations have been in effect reaffirming these goals in UN resolutions right up to 2017. 
 
 
 
The Lancet Commission writes:  
 
 
"It is of note that the predecessor to the SDGs, the Millennium Development Goals [!] that 
guided global action until 2015, made no mention of pollution at all." 
 
The idea that the more limited "MDGs" were "the predecessor" to the SDGs makes recent 
governments look better, but it is misleading propaganda.   
 
It is odd that the Commission fails to mention the actual previous "sustainable development" 
goals from the conferences and summits, which were largely based around Agenda 21 - or 
even mention the conferences and summits. 
  
The Lancet Commission is concentrating on what was partly a public-relations exercise (the 
promotion of the narrower, easier "MDG" targets) and failing to mention the actual 
commitments by world leaders or agreed goals.  
 
A search of Agenda 21, which may include words which include the search terms, gave 154 
mentions of "pollution" and 201 of "chemical". 
 
The 2002 Johannesburg Plan of Implementation from the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development mentions "pollution" 16 times, as well as reaffirming Agenda 21.  
 
The Lancet paints a picture of the goals agreed in 2015 being much more comprehensive than 
those agreed in the past.   But in reality the problem is recent governments avoiding their 
commitments, rather than simply governments further back having failed to set goals or 
setting less ambitious goals.    
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Where do the authors think the "polluter pays" principle, which they mention several times, 
came from? 
 
The authors mention "MDGs", which the US said even after the 2005 World Summit that it 
had not agreed (despite President Bush implying at that summit, for perhaps the first time in 
US history, that it was committed to them). 
 
But the authors do not mention the Millennium Declaration, which states in paragraph 22: 

"We reaffirm our support for the principles of sustainable development, including those set 
out in Agenda 21, agreed upon at the United Nations Conference on Environment and 
Development." 

 
 
The authors' only mention of the 1992 UN Conference on Environment and Development, 
which agreed the 350-page Agenda 21 and the Rio Principles, is in a separate box of text: 
 
"Panel 7: India’s judicial system for pollution 

During the UN Conference on Environment and Development in 1992, India committed to 
providing judicial and administrative remedies for the victims of environmental damage." 

 
 
It is far from clear why the Lancet Commission is only talking about India.  In fact during the 
UN Conference on Environment and Development in 1992, member states in general agreed 
Rio Principle 10.   The last part is directly relevant: 
 
"Effective access to judicial and administrative proceedings, including redress and remedy, 
shall be provided." 
 
 
Here is the whole of Rio Principle 10: 
 
"Environmental issues are best handled with the participation of all concerned citizens, at the 
relevant level.  At the national level, each individual shall have appropriate access to 
information concerning the environment that is held by public authorities, including 
information on hazardous materials and activities in their communities, and the opportunity 
to participate in decision-making processes.  States shall facilitate and encourage public 
awareness and participation by making information widely available.  Effective access to 
judicial and administrative proceedings, including redress and remedy, shall be provided." 
 
 
The Lancet is making it more difficult for "concerned citizens" to have "appropriate access to 
information concerning the environment" in the respects discussed here. 

 
The 2002 Johannesburg Plan of Implementation reads in paragraph 23: 
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"...aiming to achieve, by 2020, that chemicals are used and produced in ways that lead to the 
minimization of significant adverse effects on human health and the environment..." 

 
That in itself had been put off from the deadline of 2000 in Agenda 21. 
 
 
From the 2012 Conference on Sustainable Development: 
 
 
"177. ... We note decision X/2 of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the 
Convention on Biological Diversity, held in Nagoya, Japan, from 18 to 29 October 2010, 
that, by 2020, 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, especially areas of particular 
importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are to be conserved through effectively 
and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well-connected systems of protected 
areas and other effective area-based conservation measures." 

 
 
"213. ...We reaffirm our aim to achieve, by 2020, the sound management of chemicals 
throughout their life cycle and of hazardous waste in ways that lead to minimization of 
significant adverse effects on human health and the environment, as set out in the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation."  
 

"215.  ...We encourage countries and organizations which have made progress towards 
achieving the goal of sound management of chemicals by 2020 to assist other countries by 
sharing knowledge, experience and best practices." 

 

"163. ...We further commit to take action to, by 2025, based on collected scientific data, 
achieve significant reductions in marine debris to prevent harm to the coastal and marine 
environment." 

 

 

The Lancet Commission writes, using its wrong comparison with the "MDGs": 
 
"By contrast, SDGs focus on the issue to an extraordinary extent, as noted in the 
introduction, and as befits an issue so integral to the fight against poverty.  
 
The main provision is, appropriately, in SDG 3 on good health and wellbeing, where SDG 
3·9 commits the world community, by 2030, to “substantially reduce the number of deaths 
and illnesses from hazardous chemicals and air, water, and soil pollution and 
contamination”.  
 
The other pollution-specific goal is SDG 6 on water and sanitation, in which SDG 6·3 calls, 
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by 2030, to “improve water quality by reducing pollution, eliminating dumping and 
minimizing release of hazardous chemicals and materials, halving the proportion of 
untreated wastewater and substantially increasing recycling and safe reuse globally”.  

However, the SDGs do not leave the issue there. Given the close linkages between poverty 
and exposure to toxic pollution and the need to reduce, if not eliminate, both, the SDGs seem 
to recognise that some actions to achieve the broader goals, such as SDG 1 (end poverty) 
and SDG 2 (end hunger), could, if unchecked, result in exacerbation of pollution exposures.  
 
Hence, pollution control must be central to agricultural and industrial development, if 
development of these is to be truly sustainable.  
 
To this end, the SDGs make repeated references to preventing and reducing pollution.  
 
These include  
 
SDG 2.4 (improving soil quality),  
SDG 7 (clean energy),  
SDG 9.4 (clean technologies and industrial processes),  
SDG 11 (sustainable cities and communities),  
SDG 12 (responsible consumption and production), and  
SDGs 14–15 (water and land conservation).  
 
Achievement of these SDGs will also positively affect environmental justice and fulfil  
SDG 10 (reduced inequalities).  
 
Importantly, measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and short-lived climate 
pollutants, such as black carbon, will help achieve SDG 13 (climate action)." 

 
The Lancet Commission is strangely correct that "the SDGs do not leave the issue [of 
pollution] there", meaning the goals for 2030. 
 
The Lancet Commission misleads by omitting Agenda 21's goals for 2025, which world 
leaders in effect reaffirmed as part of their overall reaffirmation of previous conference 
outcomes, the Agenda 21 goal for 2000 on chemicals which the Johannesburg Summit put off 
to 2020, and the goals for 2020 for "least developed countries". 
 
The Lancet Commission even omits other relevant SDG targets with a 2020 deadline: 

 
"6.6   By 2020, protect and restore water-related ecosystems, including 
mountains, forests, wetlands, rivers, aquifers and lakes" 

 
"11.b  By 2020, substantially increase the number of cities and human 
settlements adopting and implementing integrated policies and plans 
towards inclusion, resource efficiency, mitigation and adaptation to 
climate change, resilience to disasters, and develop and implement, in line 



2502 

with the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030, 
holistic disaster risk management at all levels" 

 
"12.4  By 2020, achieve the environmentally sound management of 
chemicals and all wastes throughout their life cycle, in accordance with 
agreed international frameworks, and significantly reduce their release to 
air, water and soil in order to minimize their adverse impacts on human 
health and the environment"  

  

"14.2  By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal 
ecosystems to avoid significant adverse impacts, including by 
strengthening their resilience, and take action for their restoration in order 
to achieve healthy and productive oceans" 
 

"14.5  By 2020, conserve at least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, 
consistent with national and international law and based on the best 
available scientific information"  

 
"15.1  By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of 
terrestrial and inland freshwater ecosystems and their services, in particular 
forests, wetlands, mountains and drylands, in line with obligations under 
international agreements"  

 
"15.9  By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into national 
and local planning, development processes, poverty reduction strategies and 
accounts"  

 

 
 
 
Incredibly, given its evidence-free "MDG target met years early" claim, the article states: 
 
"Recognition of the right to a healthy environment requires that all members of a society 
have unfettered access to information about sources and patterns of pollution". 
 
The Lancet Commission writes: 
 
"Pollution threatens fundamental human rights: the rights to life, to health, and to wellbeing. 
It jeopardises the rights of the child..." 
 
So does The Lancet's misinformation relating to world leaders' commitments, and the 
evidence base for progress. 
 
The Lancet Commission on pollution and health  
Philip J Landrigan, Richard Fuller and many co-authors  
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Corrected version 7 November 2017 
http://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/lancet/PIIS0140-6736(17)32345-0.pdf 
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"Considerable progress has been made since the Millennium Development Goals were 
agreed in 2000" 

UK House of Commons Select Committee on International Development  
First report of session 
DFID's work on education: Leaving no one behind 

17 November 2017 
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmintdev/367/36704.htm 
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November 2017:  European nations attempting to mislead again? 

 
 
"...the best way to fulfil the promise of Agenda 21"  
 
[which aims at adequate water and sanitation for all by 2025] 
 
"is through a focused and effective implementation of the new ambitious [!] and 
comprehensive 2030 [!] Agenda which builds on and incorporates [!] Agenda 21" 

 
Statement on behalf of the European Union and its Member States 
Second Committee 
United Nations General Assembly 
From around 1 hour 4 minutes into the recording.  
17 November 2017 
http://webtv.un.org/search/second-committee-25th-meeting-general-assembly-72nd-
session/5650045459001 
 
 
Fuller extracts: 
 

"Agenda 21 has fulfilled its purpose [!], having helped shape the fundamental elements of the 
2030 Agenda.   

We acknowledge that Agenda 21 has been a milestone in our journey towards sustainable 
development and has guided us in in carrying out"  
 
! - more accurately, not carrying out? 
  
"a vision that stemmed from the Rio conferences."   
 
The "vision" in Agenda 21 agreed at the 1992 Rio conference included goals for 2000 and 
2025, all of which the EU seems to be distracting from. 

 
"In fact we are convinced that the best way to fulfil the promise of Agenda 21 is through a 
focused and effective implementation of the new ambitious and comprehensive 2030 Agenda 
which builds on and incorporates Agenda 21, the "Future we Want" document and the 
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation."    
 
In reality the 2012 "Future we Want" document from the Rio + 20 Conference on Sustainable 
Development emphasises existing commitments, and commits to the full implementation of 
Agenda 21.    
 
In that context, the EU misleads significantly misleading in its claim about "building on" and 
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"incorporating" the existing commitments. 
 

 

"We have examined carefully the annual report on the implementation of Agenda 21 and 
related documents A/72/228  issued by the Secretary-General.   

Despite efforts to respond to the request of the General Assembly resolution 71/223 to 
present an analysis of the unfinished business of the Agenda 21, the report has been unable to 
do so.    

The report is the best proof of our thesis.  It provides a concise overview of the issues 
pertinent to the follow-up of the 2030 Agenda including the Addis Ababa Action Agenda  
without additional elements which are unique to this agenda item in a valuable way." 
 
 
In their misleading statement, the EU member states are correct in that the Secretary-
General's purported report on the unfinished business of Agenda 21 is basically about follow-
up to the "2030" agenda, not Agenda 21.  But clearly the EU is incorrect if it means the 
Secretary-General was "unable" to write the report he was asked for.  It is not exactly difficult 
to list the goals for 2025, which he for some reason failed to do.   
 
I do not know why Mr Guterres supplied a report while claiming it was something else.  But I 
do know that both he and member states are avoiding the clear commitments to implement 
and "follow up" existing commitments.    
 
The mandates are very clear in the 2012 conference document, in resolution 67/290 of 2013 
on the high-level political forum and even in the 2015 summit document, which reaffirms 
existing conference and summit decisions in paragraph 11:   
 
"We reaffirm the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits which have 
laid a solid foundation for sustainable development and have helped to shape the new 
Agenda." 
 
It seems difficult to understand how that could mean throwing out Agenda 21's goals for 
2025. 
 
Leaders also said in 2015: 
 
"The challenges and commitments identified at these major  conferences and summits are 
interrelated and call for integrated solutions.  To address them effectively, a new approach is 
needed."   
 
 
Again, it is hard to see how that can be consistent with the high-level political forum of all 
UN member states, and the Economic and Social Council, and the Second Committee, 
repeatedly failing to mention the existing post-2015 goals in Agenda 21 which nations agreed 
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in 2012 to implement fully - or the goals of water and sanitation for all in "least developed 
countries" by 2020. 
 
The EU countries said above that they had examined Mr Guterres' report carefully.  But if 
that is true, we might expect them to have looked at the material he linked to instead of 
reporting on Agenda 21:  the reports from 2011.  In those reports the EU governments would 
have found out, if for some extremely strange reason they were not already aware, that the 
existing "environmental infrastructure" goals in Agenda 21, including water and sanitation, 
are more ambitious than those in the "SDGs". 
 
Theoretically, their position might be that they did not bother reading what Mr Guterres 
presented as the analysis of unfinished business, and were unaware of what they were already 
committed to - rather than deliberately misleading the public. 
 
However, among other severe problems with such an idea is that UN resolutions tend to 
include passages "recalling" previous resolutions.  
   
 
The European Union countries add: 
 
"The report clearly states that although Agenda 21 is a very comprehensive document it 
reflects the realities of the 1990s." 
 
They say: 

 
"The greatest task ahead of us all is the full and effective implementation of the 2030 
Agenda" 

 

In fact not only are the 2025 goals on water and sanitation greater tasks than in the "SDGs", 
but achieving those goals would need, and cause, progress in many other areas covered by 
other "SDGs". 

 
"and we call on our partners in the Second Committee to concentrate efforts to this end.    
 
Achieving the Sustainable Development Goals and the promises of the 2030 Agenda is what 
our committee should be about."    

 

The EU countries' wish to concentrate on the "2030 Agenda" may not be consistent with their 
- or other governments' - apparent desire to avoid mentioning the Agenda 21 goals.    
 
If they mean "2030 Agenda" to refer to resolution 70/1, the agreement by world leaders in 
2015, then they are omitting the key point that it decided to stick with resolution 67/290, 
which is about following up all the conference outcomes. 
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Leaders in 2015 said:  

"The high-level political forum will have a central role in overseeing a network of follow-up 
and review processes at the global level, working coherently with the General Assembly, the 
Economic and Social Council and other relevant organs and forums, in accordance with 
existing mandates"  
 
and  
 
"The high-level political forum, under the auspices of the Economic and Social Council, shall 
carry out regular reviews, in line with General Assembly resolution 67/290 of 9 July 2013." 
 
 
 
So leaders in 2015 agreed to stick with "existing mandates". 
 
What are the "existing mandates"? 
 
To follow up all major conferences and summits. 

 
 
"The General Assembly...Recalling...Agenda 21...Recalling the commitments in the outcomes 
of all the major United Nations conferences and summits... 
 
Reaffirming also the commitment to strengthen the Economic and Social Council, within its 
mandate under the Charter, as a principal organ in the integrated and coordinated follow-up 
of the outcomes of all major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social, 
environmental and related fields..."  
 
"the meetings of the forum... Shall follow up and review progress in the implementation of all 
the outcomes of the major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic, social 
and environmental fields..."  
 
(General Assembly Resolution 67/290, 9 July 2013) 



2509 

 
In 2015 and 2016, the Secretary-General seems to have taken "2030 Agenda" to mean the 
2015 summit document, not just the "SDGs": 
 
"In the 2030 agenda, the high-level political forum on sustainable development is called upon 
to assume a central role in overseeing a network of follow-up and review processes at the 
global level, working coherently with the General Assembly, the Economic and Social 
Council and other relevant organs and forums, in accordance with existing mandates.  The 
agenda underscores that effective linkages need to be established with the follow-up and 
review arrangements of all relevant United Nations conferences and processes" 

"In the 2030 Agenda...the high-level political forum on sustainable development was 
mandated....with “the central role in overseeing follow-up and review at the global level”."    
 
(From the Secretary-General's reports on the implementation of Agenda 21 and the other 
sustainable development conferences since then) 

 
 
It would seem that either the EU countries are saying  
 
a) they want to concentrate on "the 2030 Agenda" in the sense of the easier water and 
sanitation "SDGs" for 2030,  
 
in which case they grossly mislead in saying the "2030 Agenda" incorporates Agenda 21,  
 
or  

b) the EU countries want to concentrate on "2030 Agenda" as the Secretary-General meant 
that phrase in the reports above, including the mandate to follow up all conferences and 
summits, 
 
in which case the EU countries are bound as part of the forum (taking into account the 
voluntary nature of reporting) to follow up on Agenda 21's goals for 2025. 
 
 
In any case, the mandate seems clear:  UN member states have decided to follow up all 
relevant conferences and summits.  
 
So it looks like as before, governments are pretending to stick to previous agreements when 
they are not. 
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If the UN agencies are "right" to use a low level of adequacy of calories, why does the 

United States use a higher level when analysing poor countries? 
 
 
 
Most people might think when they read "undernourished" that the UN are including people 
who do eat enough calories but not enough of other nutrients. 
 
 
"The annual ERS [Economic Research Service of the US Department of Agriculture] 
International Food Security Assessment is the only report to provide a 10-year projection of 
food security indicators in 76 low- and middle-income countries." 
https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/international-markets-trade/global-food-security/ 

 
 
"The International Food Policy Research Institute’s (IFPRI’s) Hunger Index and FAO’s 
annual flagship publication, The State of Food Insecurity in the World (SOFI)—jointly 
prepared by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), the 
International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD) and the World Food Program 
(WFP)—both publish prevalence of undernourishment for most countries in the world. ... 
 
SOFI’s [ie the UN's] prevalence of undernourishment measure indicates the likelihood that a 
person in a given country finds herself food insecure, as measured against the minimum 
dietary energy requirement (MDER), or the amount of energy needed for light activity and 
minimum acceptable weight for attained height. The MDER differs by country as it depends 
on demographic, cultural, geographic, and climatic conditions within each country. This 
target is between 1,700 and 1,900 kcal per capita per day (the world average for 2014-16 is 
1,844).  
 
The USDA/ERS IFSA report uses 2,100 kcal per capita per day as a nutritional target, which 
is the average amount of energy needed to sustain a moderate level of activity." 

USDA ERS - Questions & Answers 
United States Department of Agriculture 
Economic Research Service 
Version of January 30, 2017 
https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/international-markets-trade/global-food-security/questions-
answers.aspx#fao   
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A fixed amount of money is obviously not a measure of "poverty" without information on 
need. 
 
 
 
"In the current method the global poverty line is linked to the national poverty lines of poor 
countries. As it is called an absolute standard, this poverty line should not move upwards as 
poor countries grow richer or otherwise it becomes a relative poverty measure." 

World Poverty - Our World In Data 
https://ourworldindata.org/world-poverty/  
 
 
 
Perhaps the author means "should not automatically move upwards".   Some economists 
seem to think – as is shown by discussions of the official claims as if they referred to poverty 
trends -  that  a fixed amount of money should not be adjusted at all over time, even though 
much in the economy is changing.   
 
The official line is linked to a sample of national lines, not their lines in general.   
 
It is not difficult to see that a fixed amount of money is not an absolute poverty measure, 
even of consumption poverty, unless you know needs did not vary.  
 
Increasing or decreasing a line based largely on spending to adjust for perceived need is not 
to make it into a "relative poverty measure".   
 
Such changes would make it into an absolute poverty measure - if you could be justifiably 
sure that you had actually measured other things such as needs and resources, and counted the 
cost of dying, none of which are of course possible in reality, in an objective sense.      

 
 
National lines do tend to rise, in terms of the amount of "expenditure" you need to show to 
cross the line. 
 
But there is no reason to assume that rises in national "poverty" lines over time are only due 
to concerns about "relative" poverty.    
 
Maybe those setting the national lines think they should rise because they have a sense that 
what was adequate spending before is not now.   
 
In other words, maybe they have a sense that people need to spend more money now for the 
same "level" of "poverty".    
 
That is nothing to do with "relative" poverty or Adam Smith's idea that if other people wear 
good shirts, you need one to fit in. 
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With a little imagination, it should be obvious that there are some things which might 
influence what people need to spend, and that these may vary during periods when countries 
have rises in GDP associated with industrialisation, service industries, people travelling 
outside their village or district to work, demographic change and so on. 
 
For example, as birth rates fall food needs per person, other things being equal, rise.   
 
If you go to the city from your village home and need to stay there for work, the rent 
payments are in themselves not a benefit to you, but a cost.   
 
How much you gain from the experience or lose from being away from your children are not  
easily determined objective matters.   
 
But the rent and the transport may be increases in necessary costs.    
 
I hope it is clear that this is nothing to do with "relative poverty" or "fitting in with society's 
norms" - it is part of a sane idea of "absolute poverty".   

 

 

The same site claims that  

"approximately 75 percent of the countries in the PovcalNet [World Bank] database have 
data on per capita consumption..." 
 
 

This is an example of economists' mad, misleading and damaging use of language.     
 
Economists dealing with whole countries (macroeconomists) do not have data on 
"consumption" in the ordinary meaning of the word.     
 
The wrongly-named "consumption" surveys generally ask people about what they spend. 
According to the UN Statistics Division, "most" surveys "now" include valuations (guesses) 
about non-monetary consumption.   
 
Researchers guess at some money value of what people grow and eat, or hunt or gather, 
might be worth in a real, or hypothetical, market.    
 
Just because you spend more (or less) does not mean you consumed more (or less).   
 
Consumption inadequacy (poverty) is another matter, which you cannot be sure about even if 
you know how much people consumed.   
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Broken commitments to transparency, accountability 

 

 

Among the problems: 

 

Resolutions of December 2000 and December 2001 asked the Secretary-General to report on 
the Millennium Declaration. 

Instead, both Secretaries-General and governments reported on the generally narrower and 
easier MDGs.     

 

The Assembly resolution of 14 December 2001 called for publicity for the 2000-baseline 
Declaration. 

The Millennium Declaration is not easy to find on the UK Government website. 

The BBC failed to state what the commitments were even after its Trustees had accepted on 
19 June 2015 that the MDG target on child mortality was "less demanding" than that agreed 
by world leaders in 2000. 
 
 

 
 
The Monterrey Consensus in 2002 committed member states to publicise the agreed UN 
goals, including those in the Millennium Declaration and the more ambitious goals. 
 
World leaders, parliaments, UN staff, academics, and media publicised the wrongly-named 
"MDGs" instead. 

 

 
The General Assembly has been reaffirming the agreed UN development agenda, including 
the Millennium Declaration and Agenda 21 and the Programme of Action for Least 
Developed Countries - while governments and UN staff mislead the public on, or omit, the 
actual goals and commitments. 

 

The goal to end extreme poverty by 2030 is still interpreted by World Bank "more formally" 
as 3% of humans - or 280 million people.   
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The official MDG list falsely claims that the 1990-baseline targets are "from the Millennium 
Declaration": 

http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Host.aspx?Content=Indicators/OfficialList.htm 

 
The UN misleads on the Millennium Summit page that its "time-based targets" were the 
easier targets in the MDG structure. 
 
It also makes a false distinction between leaders at the Summit being "committed" to a 
partnership but only "setting out targets" when in reality leaders "resolved" to meet the 
targets. 
 
"The world leaders who gathered at the Summit committed their nations to a new global 
partnership to reduce extreme poverty, and set out a series of time-bound targets, with a 
deadline of 2015, that have become known, since the Millennium Summit, as the Millennium 
Development Goals." 
  
http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/millennium_summit.shtml  
 
 
In 2015, world leaders misled the public that the MDGs were adopted "almost fifteen years 
ago" - when according to the Millennium Declaration and their own agenda for the 2015 
meeting, they were supposed to be discussing progress on the Millennium Declaration and 
the more ambitious goals from other summits. 

 

In 2015, the FAO used a fictional baseline for the World Food Summit pledge, and fictional 
MDG indicators.   
 
 
In 2016, having publicly claimed to be putting into practice a "data revolution" which a high-
level panel had said was intended partly for accountability, the UN persisted in misleading 
the public that it had reliable statistics on poverty, hunger, maternal mortality and malaria.   

 

In 2020 it appears university and school students, and the public generally, are being told 
falsehoods highly relevant to holding, or failing to hold, politicians to account.  
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Does "2030 Agenda" mislead?    

 

Has the phrase succeeded in distracting public attention from the goals and 

commitments for 2020 and 2025 which governments are supposed to put into action?  
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Is the UN wrongly reporting "poverty reduction" because it now counts more food 

which people grow and gather? 

 
 
 

Here is information from the UN Statistics Division on the World Bank method:  

 
"The local market value of all consumption in kind (including own production, particularly 

important in underdeveloped rural economies) should be included in total consumption 
expenditure. ... 
 

Most survey data now include valuations for consumption or income from own production." 

 
http://mdgs.un.org/unsd/mdg/Metadata.aspx  
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Related evidence, including on widespread inaccurate statements about world poverty 
pledges, targets and research claims:  
 
 
www.ungoals.org  

www.poornews.org  

www.poorscience.org  

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/hunger.pdf   

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/BBCpoverty.pdf  

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/nytimes.htm 

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/reuters.htm 

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/economist.htm 

millenniumdeclaration.org/financialtimes.htm 

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/guardian.htm 

www.millenniumdeclaration.org/scientificamerican.htm 

 
 
@mdgscandal  
@sdgscandal 
@mattberkley 
@poorscience  
@poornewsorg 
@tellthepoor 
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"Students should know and understand....Millennium Development Goals (2000)" 
 
 
 
INTERNATIONAL GCSE 

Global Citizenship (9-1) 

 
SPECIFICATION 

Pearson Edexcel International GCSE in Global Citizenship (4GL1) 

For first teaching September 2017 

First examination June 2019 
 
https://qualifications.pearson.com/content/dam/pdf/International%20GCSE/Global%20Citize
nship/2017/Specification%20and%20sample%20assessments/international-gcse-
international-global-citizenship.pdf  
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It is as if officials and politicians are addicted to misleading the public in ways that make 
more recent governments look better: 
 
"In paragraph 23 of the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation (JPOI, 2002), Member States 
renewed the commitment, as advanced in Agenda 21, to sound management of chemicals 
throughout their life cycle and of hazardous wastes for sustainable development as well as 
for the protection of human health and the environment, inter alia, aiming to achieve, by 
2020, that chemicals are used and produced in ways that lead to the minimization of 
significant adverse effects on human health and the environment"  
 
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/topics/chemicalsandwaste 

 

In reality this is another instance where nations weakened a target and then mislead the 
public.  
 
Agenda 21, agreed in 1992, in fact says in paragraph 19.58: 
 
"By the year 2000, national systems for environmentally sound management of chemicals, 
including legislation and provisions for implementation and enforcement, should be in place 
in all countries to the extent possible."   

 
World leaders' 2005 declaration also gave the wrong impression that the far easier 2020 
target was "in accordance with Agenda 21". 
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"The General Assembly... 
 
7.  Stresses that poverty eradication policies should...ensure that people 
living in poverty have access to education, health, water and sanitation 
and other public and social services, as well as access to productive 
resources, including credit, land, training, technology, knowledge and 
information, and ensure that citizens and local communities participate in 
decision-making on social development policies and programmes in this 
regard"  

Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 19 December 2017 
72/141.  Implementation of the outcome of the World Summit for Social Development and of 
the twenty-fourth special session of the General Assembly 
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December 2017:   UN member states reaffirm Agenda 21, whose goals include clean 

water and sanitation for all by 2025. 

 

No country objects to this at the General Assembly.  Earlier, the EU had falsely claimed 
Agenda 21 had "fulfilled its purpose" and Japan had said it should be terminated. 

As often with goals approaching a deadline, politicians omit these more ambitious goals for 
2025 from the "follow-up" they are mandated to carry out. 
 
There were at least two relevant resolutions on the same day.  48 nations voted against the 
specific Agenda 21 resolution, but none objected to another resolution on Harmony with 
Nature, which reaffirmed Agenda 21.  

 
 
"The Assembly then adopted a text, in a recorded vote of 131 in favour to 48 against, with 
4 abstentions (Liberia, New Zealand, Norway, Turkey), on Implementation of Agenda 21,  
the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21 and the outcomes of the  
World Summit on Sustainable Development and of the United Nations Conference on 
Sustainable Development" 
 
20 December 2017 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/ga11994.doc.htm 

 

 
 
 
"The General Assembly,  

      Reaffirming the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, 
Agenda 21, the Programme for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, 
the Johannesburg Declaration on Sustainable Development and the Plan of 
Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development 
(Johannesburg Plan of Implementation)...  

 
    Reaffirming its resolution 70/1 of 25 September 2015, entitled “Transforming our world: 
the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”, in which it adopted a comprehensive, far-
reaching and people-centred set of universal and transformative Sustainable Development 
Goals and targets, its commitment to working tirelessly for the full implementation of the 
Agenda by 2030... 
 
Resolution 72/223.  Harmony with Nature 
Adopted with no objection from any country 
United Nations General Assembly  
20 December 2017 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/72/223    
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The BBC, having amended an article in 2013 making a similar error and acknowledged a 
further complaint about it:  
 
 
"According to WaterAid, globally about one in nine children does not have clean water close 
to home" 
 
14 January 2018  

https://web.archive.org/web/20180130082617/http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/in-pictures-
42567158 

 

 

In reality, UN agencies are now acknowledging more publicly what they said less publicly 
before: that about 2 billion people use water at risk of contamination.  
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MDGs    

The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Politics and International Relations (4 ed.) 

2018 

 

 

"Adopted in 2000 through the United Nations Development Declaration,  

 

[incorrect] 

 

the MDGs represented eight development goals aimed to end poverty and promote 

global development via eighteen time-bound targets with forty-eight indicators.  

 

Set against a deadline of 2015 , the MDGs covered eight development goals ranging 

from ending the spread of HIV/AIDS to providing universal primary education.  

 

Although the MDGs had a number of individual target successes, the goals 

nevertheless went largely unmet..." 

 

 
https://web.archive.org/web/20180209142533/http://www.oxfordreference.com/search?btog=
chap&pageSize=10&q0=mdgs&sort=currentonlineversiondescending&tbs=li:1  
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poverty   

 

The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Politics and International Relations (4 ed.) 

2018 

 

"the target of reducing the number of people living in extreme poverty between 

1990 and 2015 —a target that was adopted by the UN in 2000 as one of its eight 

Millennium Development Goals" 

 

 

[False.] 
 

 

... 

 

 

SDGs 

The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Politics and International Relations (4 ed.) 

2018 

 

"SDGs act as the successor to the underperforming Millennium Development Goals 

(MDGs)" 

 

 
 
[Liable to give the wrong impression about the significance of the SDGs - 
 
- through a wrong impression that the so-called "Millennium" Development Goals were the 
UN development agenda before 2015 (or the important part of it).   
 
In fact the SDGs are the successor not simply to the "MDGs" but to a wider set of goals, 
objectives and commitments agreed at conferences and summits and at the General Assembly 
- including some goals and commitments more ambitious than "MDG" targets. 
 
The question of what they are the "successor" to is complicated.  One factor is that the 
General Assembly keeps reaffirming previous commitments, which in effect include some 
goals for 2025 more ambitious than the "SDGs".] 
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"There are no results...for: 

..."internationally agreed development goals" " 

 
http://www.oxfordreference.com/noresults?btog=chap&noresults=true&pageSize=10&q0="i
nternationally+agreed+development++goals"&sort=relevance 
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2018: The mandate for governments, partly through ECOSOC and the high-level 

political forum, is still to implement and follow up the outcomes of all the conferences 

and summits, not just the "SDGs". 
 
 
 
Agenda items: 
 

 

 

Economic and Social Council 

 

2018 Session 

 

Thursday, 27 July, 2017 - Friday, 27 July, 2018, New York 

 

 

[11]   Implementation of and follow-up to major United Nations conferences and 

summits... 

 

[13]   Implementation of General Assembly resolutions 50/227, 52/12 B, 57/270 

B, 60/265, 61/16, 67/290 and 68/1 

 
https://papersmart.unmeetings.org/ecosoc/sessions/2018/agenda/ 
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"ECOSOC High-level Segment... 

The theme of the 2018 session of ECOSOC is From global to local: supporting sustainable 
and resilient societies in urban and rural communities.  
 
Held on an annual basis, the High-level Segment represents the culmination of ECOSOC's 
annual cycle of work and convenes a diverse group of high-level representatives from 
Government, the private sector, civil society and academia for policy dialogue, review and 
recommendations on the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and other internationally 
agreed development goals."   

Information on the forthcoming July 2018 ECOSOC High-level Segment 
https://www.un.org/ecosoc/en/events/2018/ecosoc-high-level-segment-“-global-local-
supporting-sustainable-and-resilient-societies 
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June 2020: Where are the progress reports and action plans on UN goals for 2020 and 

2025?     

 

 

Where are the reports on the agreed food security indicator?     

 

 

If the existing goals are hard to measure, why not prioritise real facts, such as how long 

people live? 

 

 

Where are the accurate accounts of present and past agreed global goals, from 

academics, politicians, journalists, charities and others? 

 

 

Where is the "quality education", when academics and school examination boards 

routinely understate pledges in UN resolutions? 

 

 

Where are the "participation", "accountability", "inclusion", "transparency", 

"respect", "dignity", "democracy", "access to information" or "empowerment" when 

governments mislead on their agreed goals? 

 

Governments and those working for them distract from goals with approaching 

deadlines, give the false impression that new goals are more ambitious, and make claims 

about progress based on methods that they would never apply to themselves. 
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Partial index 
 
 
This version contains only some entries for some words, phrases and names. 
 
Readers are advised to search the document. 
 

"$1/1.25/1.90 a day" are worth far less 
than real dollars (as well as making little 
sense as "poverty measures" because of 
the failure to value housing, assets, 
water and so on), 564, 953, 1041, 1084, 
1095, 1097, 1103, 1353, 1506, 1574, 
1578, 2244 

"Data revolution" misses key point that 
statistics and language are abused, 41 

"Full income" – where economists guess 
the value of surviving, but not cost of 
living, 964, 967 

"Leave no-one behind" is not new, 338, 
342, 404, 609, 1015, 1546, 1656, 1665, 
1724, 1861, 1983, 2108, 2113, 2181 
"Health for all by the year 2000", 

Declaration of Alma-Ata (1978), 279, 
283 

Leaders committed to the "right to 
development for everyone" in the 
Millennium Declaration, 583, 1478, 
2182 

Leaders stated duty to "all the world's 
people, especially the most 
vulnerable", in Millennium 
Declaration in addition to human 
rights and other obligations, 583, 586, 
616, 1613, 2182 

Zero hunger, an aim from the 1940s 
onwards, 164, 171, 177, 181, 182, 
183, 217, 224, 228, 229, 231, 318, 
570, 619, 2372 

"Leave no-one behind" is not new but a 
clear obligation in human rights 
agreement from the 1940s, 239, 957 

"MDG architects" from OECD and World 
Bank understated Millennium pledges in 
December 2000, 632 

"MDG architects" from OECD and World 
Bank were told in April 2001 of the 
basic statistical error of  omitting those 
who die, 651 

"MDG architects" from OECD and World 
Bank were told in April 2001 of the 
basic statistical error of omitting those 
who die, 149 

"MDG" "architects", 622, 631, 651, 657, 
855, 940, 1450, 1451, 1452, 1453, 2075, 
2105, 2106 

"MDG" targets were apparently not 
intended to increase rates of progress, 
624 

"Millennium Development Goal" structure 
"never formally adopted/endorsed", 141, 
142, 625, 815, 991, 1010, 1011, 1012, 
1018, 1229, 1754, 2494 

"Millennium Human Rights Goals, 875 
"Millennium Human Rights Goals", in 

Millennium  Declaration, 876 
"Millennium" Development Goals,  

underambitious, 942 
"Poverty measurement": the more 

complex, the less transparent, 1288 
"Poverty measurement": The more you are 

forced to spend, the richer you get, 162 
"Poverty" aim 

Is trying to increase spending by the 
poor ("living on below $1.90") 
sensible?, 1264 

1992 pledge to make all efforts on 
nutrition, 397 
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60% reduction in numbers, World Bank 
3% extreme poverty target amounts to, 
148 

A/AS Level, UK/international school 
examinations, errors in material (see 
also under GCE), 1189, 1312, 2426 

Abe, Shinzo (Prime Minister of Japan), 
1079 

Accommodation costs, 96, 103, 146, 551, 
950, 951, 1073, 1097, 1261, 1271, 1275, 
1277, 1293, 1320, 1466, 1483, 1641, 
1795, 2010, 2234, 2244, 2275, 2477, 
2479, 2511 

Accommodation costs, failure of "income" 
to count, 980, 1070 

Accommodation: "imputed rent" – the 
value of living in your own home rather 
than paying rent - not included in 
official global "poverty" method, 1103, 
1261, 1293, 1361, 1362 

Accountability, 64, 78, 89, 141, 157, 423, 
426, 445, 464, 514, 515, 527, 528, 529, 
530, 541, 549, 576, 620, 663, 792, 805, 
806, 946, 994, 996, 999, 1003, 1033, 
1071, 1085, 1086, 1106, 1108, 1110, 
1174, 1178, 1180, 1225, 1226, 1228, 
1229, 1230, 1258, 1475, 1496, 1514, 
1516, 1517, 1521, 1527, 1548, 1550, 
1564, 1619, 1628, 1638, 1643, 1682, 
1691, 1697, 1752, 1756, 1758, 1781, 
1806, 1839, 1876, 1879, 1904, 1921, 
1929, 1930, 1992, 1998, 2016, 2049, 
2057, 2074, 2077, 2096, 2097, 2114, 
2133, 2134, 2169, 2175, 2181, 2210, 
2256, 2260, 2262, 2276, 2406, 2476, 
2512, 2513 

Addis Tribune, MB letter to (2003), 949, 
1050, 1296 

Afghanistan, 576 
African Union, 1004 
AIDS deaths, failure of traditional 

economics to include in statements 
about "average" outcomes or "poverty", 
552, 556, 765, 863, 1477 

Alexander, Douglas, 1101, 1104 
Alma-Ata Declaration, health for all by 

2000 (1978), 279, 283 
American Statistical Association, 2049 
Amnesty International, 1187, 1258, 1615 

Anand, Sudhir (Oxford University), 764, 
1205 

Annan, Kofi, 531, 532, 537, 541, 544, 562, 
563, 564, 565, 576, 577, 578, 579, 580, 
609, 610, 616, 618, 619, 621, 626, 641, 
669, 788, 830, 831, 834, 862, 867, 879, 
880, 881, 893, 895, 900, 1013, 1018, 
1019, 1038, 1062, 1226, 1371, 1453, 
1495, 1500, 1637, 1726, 1761, 1776, 
2105, 2106, 2211, 2241, 2326, 2374, 
2380, 2443 
stated that "ignorance lies at heart of 

human rights violations"  but 
deceived public on leaders' 
commitments, 518, 621 

statement at end of Millennium Summit 
that national leaders need to 
remember the pledges, 626 

Antrobus, Peggy, 664, 1475 
AQA (Assessment and Qualifications 

Alliance), UK school examinations 
board, 1141, 1190, 1312, 2153, 2154, 
2171, 2416, 2426, 2440, 2441, 2442 

Argentina, 232, 347, 778 
Arms trade, pledge in Millennium 

Declaration, 593 
Arrow, Kenneth, 657, 931, 966 
Article 19 (human rights organisation), 

1195 
Assets, bizarrely omitted from "poverty" 

claims and policy research about what is 
"good for" the poorest, 103, 163, 521, 
538, 539, 645, 656, 930, 935, 1011, 
1033, 1069, 1070, 1071, 1099, 1108, 
1110, 1172, 1174, 1230, 1231, 1247, 
1267, 1272, 1275, 1279, 1281, 1282, 
1286, 1291, 1293, 1331, 1332, 1358, 
1372, 1456, 1458, 1462, 1465, 1466, 
1551, 1582, 1591, 1648,1718, 1881, 
2233, 2331, 2404, 2477 

Atlantic Charter (1941), 172, 178 
Attaran, Amir, 1017, 1043, 1044, 1045, 

1046 
Australia, 164, 176, 581, 758, 1015, 1215, 

1619, 1770 
Austria, 232, 621, 758, 1023, 1998, 2282 
Baker, Dean, 559, 1211 
Ban Ki-moon, 1531, 1726 
Ban Ki-moon's 2015 Report omits pledges 

he was supposed to report on, 1727 
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Baseline of 2000 in Millennium pledges 
on child and maternal survival, 571, 
582, 584, 597, 613, 766, 770, 810, 1086, 
1107, 1195, 1373, 1375, 1441, 1450, 
1461, 1500, 1588, 1590, 1594, 1596, 
1634, 1654, 1661, 1678, 1688, 1702, 
1712, 1714, 1720, 1724, 1752, 1763, 
1777, 1778, 1787, 1800, 1839, 1849, 
2014, 2015, 2026, 2030, 2031, 2072, 
2074, 2075, 2241, 2447, 2448, 2466 

Baseline of 2000 in the 2002 Johannesburg 
Sustainable Development Summit 
commitments on survival, 625, 848, 
856, 878, 889, 1002, 1029, 1224, 1461, 
2068, 2075 

Baseline was 1996 for World Food 
Summit commitment (now wrongly 
presented by FAO as 1990-2), 451, 453, 
454, 455, 461, 499, 502, 503, 504, 505, 
510, 511, 512, 513, 943, 1193, 1449, 
1801, 2033, 2131 

Basu, Kaushik, 1459, 1462, 1463, 2057 
BBC Editorial Complaints Unit, its very 

little output on global development 
included a published 2005 error in a 
formal ruling implying that "dollar a 
day" is worth far more, 1041, 1632, 
1685 

BBC Media Action (previously the World 
Service Trust), 880, 1492, 1493, 1530, 
1531, 1532, 1534, 1628, 1644, 1883, 
2322, 2549 

BBC persists in understating leaders' 
pledges despite its own Trustees 
accepting leaders pledged more in 2000, 
1791 

BBC Trust, 153, 1061, 1362, 1363, 1628, 
1783, 1794, 1872, 1881, 1882, 2246 

BBC Trustees, 153, 1061, 1363, 1628, 
1783, 1872, 2246 

BBC Trustees and Executive have been 
misleading the public and the BBC's 
own journalists, 1882 

BBC were told of "major" World Service 
error on Millennium pledges in 
February 2014  but continued to mislead 
the public, 1610, 1634 

BBC, catalogue of misleading statements 
on global development, 1353, 1363, 
2516 

BBC, failure to report "the world's biggest 
promise".  (BBC also failed to answer 
complaint despite explicit reminder to 
BBC Trustees for their meeting), 1633 

BBC, More or Less World Service 
programme "scrutinising" "vital" 25-
year "goal" confuses it with 15-year 
pledge by world leaders, 1611, 1634 

BBC, World Service Trust (later BBC 
Media Action), 880, 969, 1531, 2549 

BBC: "confusion appears widespread in 
reports and analysis" on leaders' pledges 
of 2000 (unanswered complaint), 1634 

BBC: World Service/Radio 4 More or 
Less "sleuths" overstate thoroughness of 
World Bank poverty research and 
understate UN promises, 157, 158, 614, 
977, 1061, 1064, 1093, 1095, 1097, 
1098, 1099, 1104, 1105, 1110, 1325, 
1326, 1327, 1328, 1329, 1330, 1331, 
1332, 1336, 1345, 1349, 1350, 1353, 
1354, 1355, 1356, 1357, 1358, 1360, 
1361, 1362, 1363, 1378, 1469, 1471, 
1472, 1479, 1523, 1573, 1606, 1608, 
1609, 1610, 1616, 1618, 1632, 1633, 
1634, 1784, 1791, 1793, 1794, 1795, 
1883, 2199, 2201, 2234, 2267 

Beijing Declaration and Platform for 
Action, Fourth World Conference on 
Women (1995), 71, 72, 73, 440, 446, 
466, 667, 959, 1000, 1598 

Belgium, 176, 232, 347, 576, 758, 775, 
776, 777, 1140 

Benn, Hilary, 935, 937, 938, 952, 961, 
1211, 1296 

Berkley, Matt 
"The economics of hunger is measured 

in years", 905, 933 
Berkley, Matt: Humanity test or ethics test, 

fundamental requirement of social 
science, political goals and reporting, 
104, 1265 

Birth rates, a fall raises income per person 
but this is  not same thing as rise for 
actual people given their age, 560 

Blair, Tony, 97, 98, 902, 1006, 1008, 
1104, 1111, 1131, 1133, 1202, 1211, 
1258, 1496, 1689, 2149, 2164, 2250 

Bono, 1496, 2411 
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Brazil, 166, 176, 232, 347, 510, 511, 778, 
1079, 1170, 1382, 1690, 2033, 2122 

Bribery, 663, 1521, 2097 
Bribery, rich countries' 2005 commitment, 

994 
Bribery: United Nations Convention 

against Corruption (2003), 946, 947 
British Medical Journal, 1710, 1859, 2227 
Brown, Gordon, 948, 952, 953, 1076, 
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If people are told the wrong promises, then how can they hold governments to account? 
 
BBC Media Action blog, 5 June 2013: 
 

 
 
Both the above would be comical if they did not trample on the poorest.    
 
The BBC itself, and the World Service Trust/BBC Media Action, along with others have 
falsely told the public that what was agreed in 2000 was the "eight Goals" "due to expire in 
2015".  
 
The blog page states, "These views should not be taken to reflect those of the BBC itself".  But 
this misinformation does reflect the BBC's similarly wrong statements.  
 
The BBC has misled on the reliability of economic statistics used to justify policies towards 
poor people, on the species' access to safe water, and so on. 

What is the point of a "right to information" if governments, the BBC and others drown the 
truth with misinformation?        


