
BRIEF – Day 3

May (5th) Session of the Intergovernmental Negotiations on the Post-2015 Development
Agenda on Follow-up and Review

Wednesday, May 20, 2015, Conference Room 4, UNHQ

This morning’s session was an Interactive Dialogue with the Major Groups and Other
Stakeholders.  H.E. Macharia Kamau, Permanent Representative of Kenya welcomed
everyone and noted that some people feel the representation in speaking has not been as
balanced as it should be, but we hope that this time you feel we are representing all of the Major
Groups in a balanced way. He explained that in regards to access, we as Co-facilitators will
continue to champion your access to these meetings. He reminded us that he kept civil society
involved during the OWG and expressed that, “so long as we have a positive and constructive
engagement we should be fine.”  He explained that we do not know for how the process will run,
however that we will know better after our conversation on Friday. Some have suggested the
Major Groups (MG) could have a few speakers after each session to be part of the main
plenaries, however he suggested that MG and civil society (CS) keep their allotted separate
segments. He explained that, if time runs out because member states take too much time, civil
society may loose their time if it is allotted only for the end of sessions.  He noted that If there is
a particular relevance to a particular negotiation there may be a chance for civil society to speak
in the end. 

The lively debate between Major Groups, other stakeholders, the member states and the co-
facilitators was opened by a speaker highlighting Indigenous people’s rights and issues. They
called for disaggregated data not only by sex, age and gender, but also by ethnicity, origin, and
migratory status. Presentations were made by members of civil society on a variety of issues
including, but not limited to, the issue of empowering women and girls, economic and social
rights, wild-life, access to clean water, the rights of people with disabilities, science and
technology, the right to education, and responsibilities of the private sector and transnational
corporations. There was a strong call from civil society to stress the principal of ‘leaving no one
behind’ and ensuring that data is disaggregated for all- especially to reflect the situation for the
most vulnerable people as well as the most impoverished people. CS representatives stressed
the importance of inclusivity and called for people living in poverty to be active participants in the
Post-2015 Development Agenda. A representative from Jamaica from the Sustainable World
Initiative noted the importance of finding a balance between ‘no one is left behind’ and reversing
the depletion of natural resources. Another intervention was made noting that it is important to
distinguish between small local businesses and transnational corporations when we talk about
the “private sector.”

Christina Diez, NGO Major Group, said, “No target should be considered met unless it is met for
all- the poorest in all countries.” Ambassador Kamau responded saying this principle will be
fundamental for the SDGs. Many countries with hundreds of millions-for them to achieve theses
targets will be a tremendous task and this is why we cannot have a punitive framework of
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Follow-up and Review. Countries are at very difference stages of development-countries are not
peers- a poor developing country is not a peer with a rich developed country. He explained that
this fact is very import and what makes the SDGs so special. He stressed that we have to make
sure this language gets into the document.

Feminist and Women’s rights NGO ARROW, also representing the Post 2015 Women’s
Coalition stressed the importance of Increase public expenditure for health equity, sexual and
reproductive health and rights (SRHR) for all, and discussed the high out of pocket expenditures
women face. WEDO stressed that Follow-Up and Review should be based on universality, the
principal of Common but differentiated responsibilities (CBDR), and disaggregated by age, sex,
gender, ability, income level, race etc.  They said the framework must promote accountability at
all levels and be open, transparent and participatory. ASTRA Youth Network as part of the
Federation for Women and Family Planning called for a Follow-up and Review based on human
rights principals that addresses SRHR for all, and promotes gender-equality. They called for
multilevel accountability mechanisms with meaningful civil society participation including young
women.

Summary of Co-facilitator Ambassador Kamau’s remarks to civil society throughout the
Interactive Dialogue: Regarding public-private sector partnership he stated that the time has
clearly come to find common cause between business and planet, business and civil society. He
noted that we are unable to hold the private sector accountable, in the way that we are trying to
put a framework in place for governments. He said that we may need to build this into the
Follow-up and Review framework that we are putting in place.  He noted that Major Group
sessions bring up issues that you do not hear often and those working on Addis need to hear
what you just said on PPPs (Public-private partnerships.) He stressed the issue of
accountability-the rigor of community engagement has to be the most important aspect of this-
we have to get it right at the national level. Though our job is to work on the global framework-
however how nations prepare at the national level will be instrumental.  In regards to the issue
that was brought up about accountability of civil society he said, “I agree it is an accountability
for everyone- it is all of us. Any one who is using recourses in the name of the public should be
accountable.” In regards to the corporation he explained that we cannot get rid of corporations
for violating human rights, they need to be taught that the environment and human rights are
important. Regarding the HLPF he cautioned that we should not “over burden” the HLPF-which
is an 8 day event per year. We have to think of how to utilize and maximize outcomes from the
Human rights council or other institutions in the UN to achieve success. He said, “Lets
understand that the HLPF is a coordinating over-sight platform and we have to farm-out a lot of
these work-streams to various institutions out there.” He suggested that thematic reviews, for
example, could be done by various agencies. 

Summary of Government Reponses to the Major Groups Discussion: 
Finland stated that this process cannot succeed with out the participation of the MG and other
stakeholders. The Republic of Korea emphasized the importance of participation and
inclusiveness as well as the importance of communication. Mexico said it is important to
assure true participation from civil society including young people and vulnerable groups.
Reports should be classified by age, gender, etc. These follow-up processes should have broad
participation from all groups. National mechanisms must ensure the participation of civil society
and take into account the diversity of the social element and vulnerable groups. Belgium
stressed the importance of working with civil society at the community level. Liberia stated that
civil society has to be held accountable for achieving sustainable development on the ground.
Philippines asked that everyone go the extra mile to work for those who are not able to be here
in the room with us. 
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Conclusion by Ambassador Kamau:  He stated that he personally enjoys this process
because we get to talk back and forth a bit. We hear issues that may not be comfortable for all
of us. Liberia expressed issues when it comes to the roles of donors and civil society
accountability. I am hoping we can distill out of this what is ‘impactful’ that we can inject into the
main process so that these negotiations are influenced in real terms. In the context of the OWG
we had a lot of success in that. I urged you to continue to speak to member states to bring them
onboard with these issues.  He thanked the participants for the wonderful array of ideas and
comments. He noted as a reminder: Next week the 26-27 of May there will be an informal
interactive hearings of the GA with MG, CS on the Post-2015 DA-convened by the GA. He said,
“I’ll be there.”

The Afternoon Session was introduced by Co-facilitator Ambassador Donoghue, who
stated that he hoped to hear reactions to the latest paper circulated.  He stated that the first
challenge is to decide what will be in the outcome document and what will be left for after the
September summit? 

The European Union took the floor first and stated that in response to the co-facilitators’
summary- that the terminology- monitoring, accountability and review (MA&R) is essential- each
plays an important role for the agenda. It is monitoring that provides the assessment of
progress. Accountability is crucial-it is not about finger pointing, but taking ownership and
responsibility.  MA&R must disaggregate by gender etc. making sure that ‘no one is left behind.’
We look forward to the mapping of existing frameworks of monitoring and review. The HLPF will
have a challenging task ahead. The HLPF and other bodies can be discussed at the HLPF
session this year.  They stated that, “It is our firm belief that there should be one overarching
monitoring and accountably and review framework for the Post-2015 Development Agenda
(PDA) covering all goals and targets to be agreed at the Addis conference.”

South Africa on behalf of the Group of 77 and China believes the HLPF is the proper forum
for the F&R. They called for the language to be “Follow-up and Review” (F&R) and not changed.
They stressed that the F&R should be universal in scope and owned by each country in
accordance with their own situation. It must be voluntary and government led. It should aim at
reviewing the UN and should encompass all 17 SDGs- in a balanced and integrated manner-
including goal 17 and the MOI (Means of Implementation). The group would like to stress its
support to the technology facilitation mechanism. It will be up to the regional organization to
decide if they need to have reviews at the regional levels. The F&R should be conducted in a
constructive spirit in order to foster cooperation to assist governments in achieving SD and the
MOI.  The F&R process should strengthen the MOI. They stressed that the principle of CBDR
should be included in the documents. They noted the relevance of all stakeholders including
civil society.  The envisioned F&R should ensure coherence between the national and
international levels. HLPF should be the forum for exercising voluntary follow-up and review. We
believe that the final review outcomes of the various processes should feed into the HLPF so
that it is not burdened with many reviews. The FfD and Post-2015 are two separate tracks with
inter-linkages. We believe there is a need for an intergovernmental body to ensure the work of
the HLPF. They suggested that the session begin at 11 am on Fri to allow for more coordination
time on the matter of technology transfer. 

Fiji aligned with the G77, AOSIS and PSIDS and stressed the importance of the HLPF. They
focused on the accountability mechanism of the F&R.   Fiji has an existential stake in ensuring
SDG 14’s delivery.  The majority of the SDGs have special “parents” that will follow them
through. What about the oceans? Fiji has begun to put in place measures to support SDG 14 on
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the oceans and seas. The cycle of maritime decline is real and we must make sure this SDG
succeeds. Experts are at work to create a GA resolution towards “Ocean Summits” to be held
over the next 15 years on safeguarding the oceans and ecosystems.

Armenia stated that F&R should be a continuous process- it is important to give consideration
to the Vienna program of action. Reliable valid and relevant data at the global and regional level
with disaggregated quality data. They highlighted the importance of a renewed partnership to
work towards improved statistical data. A zero draft for the Post-2015 Development Agenda
(PDA) should be made available as soon as possible. 

Mexico it is a priority to have an effective review framework for the development agenda and
the SDGs. There is clear agreement on the actions that the HLPF will carryout.  We should
understand the nature of the agreements reached on the architecture of the UN on SD. When
we look at these resolutions we realize that we are not starting from scratch. These resolutions
were already agreed and reflect tireless work of the member states. The HLPF is the crown of
the system and should be understood as part of a system. We are happy to hear about the
mapping exercise of the system. We appeal to not overburden the HLPF with mandates that are
already under ECOSOC. HLPF under ECOSOC should be multi-stakeholder taking into account
regional expertise and will review progress every four years. 

France we should not try to make the HLPF meet twice a year. Multiple meetings could lead to
a dilution of the importance of the meetings. We must seriously plan for the HLPFs – and focus
on the report for SD.  The framework for review must take into account the SDGs as a whole. 

Switzerland reiterated their message that we need to work coherently with the other ongoing
processes-the HLPF next month. The HLPF this year should be the place to discuss specific
reporting issues. The meeting every four years will need to become the key moment- a call to
action. The next HLPF at the GA level is due to take place in 2017. They called for the HLPF
cycle to be reset according the SDG cycle. We need to truly start to monitor progress on
implementation and have four years to work before the HLPF meets again. 

The Co-facilitators Concluding Summary presented these main points and reflections:
 They noted that there are some obvious challenges still ahead. 
 They stated that the mapping exercise will be conducted by the secretariat and we will

wait for this. 

 They said that the comments over the past few days have been very helpful and will
contribute to their zero draft document to be presented. 

 They took note of Switzerland’s proposal of resetting the timeline of the HLPF and said
that t it “was pretty point on and we’ll discuss this when we meet with them.” It would be
useful to see if we are able to reset for four years from now. 

 They expressed that we should stick to the principles and elements for the HLPF since
there are already resolutions.  

 It was noted, “no one has asked for two secretariats.”

 It was noted that their proposal to hold two possible HLPFs in a year did not go over
well.  The welcomed the clarity on this matter and said they can explain that the
membership calls for only once a year.
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 The point was maid that the role of ECOSOC remains front and center.

 The point was reiterated, “how important leaving no one behind is.”

 They understood from the membership that they would like thematic issues to remain
with the HLPF.  They stressed that how we organize will be important and suggested
that perhaps we can organize around people, planet and partnership. For example, one
year around people, the next year around climate change and bio diversity and the third
year on economic issues and prosperity, with the fourth year on partnerships. We have
recently been advised that in the fourth year there are two HLPFs one with the GA and
one with ECOSOC. 

 On the issue of reports-there are two reports-the global Sustainable Development report
and there is the Global Sustainable Development trends report- the first is a mandated
report out of the Rio process and provides guidance to the HLPF. The trends report
focuses on SDG by SDG-these are the two reports that will feed into the HLPF-both are
managed through the UN system.

 They reiterated the importance the participation of major groups and other stakeholders.
At the national level countries will take care of themselves, but higher up the framework-
the global level- this will be worked out by the HLPF.

 Regarding Indicators- we will discuss tomorrow and how we may wish to move forward. 

 The G77 (134 countries) raised the issue of the independent intergovernmental
commission on the follow-up of the FfD commission. They asked what other countries
think about this. 

 They expressed that they are starting to see the fourth chapter of the zero draft
beginning to take shape.

 They noted that tomorrow in the morning we have the discussion of goals, targets and
indicators. We will begin with the targets discussion. At 11 am we will have a video-
conference on indicators. In the afternoon we are due to discuss  and reach agreement
on the themes for the interactive dialogue for the summit in September. 
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