[image: image1.jpg]ESCR-Net
Red-DESC O

Réseau-DESC




Social Movements and Human Rights

Chris Grove, Suzanne Shende, and Renji Joseph

1I.
Overview


3II.
Organizing for Justice: Pushing the Limits of Human Rights under Neoliberalism


7
Advancing Human Rights at the United Nations


9
Using International, Regional, and Domestic Mechanisms


13
Labor Struggles under Neoliberalism


14
Struggles for Land, Water and Livelihood


18
Human Rights Education


19III.
Using the Network: Successes and Challenges of Collective Work


20
Mutual Learning


22
Solidarity Actions


24
Information and Resource Exchange


25
Governance and Leadership


26IV.
Obstacles and Opportunities


27
Collective Struggle and Wider Alliances


32
International Political-Economic Context


35
New Openings, New Tools


37V.
Discussing a Strategic Agenda




I. Overview

Social movements are securing human rights around the world, winning significant victories and strengthening their communities.  Taking up struggles against growing poverty and inequality, deepening dispossession, and privatization of commons, social movements fight daily to secure human rights to housing, food, healthcare, education and a living wage, as well as natural livelihood resources like land and water.  Since these struggles must often contend with powerful international interests and forces, social movements have increasingly built regional and international alliances, including through the International Network for Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights.  This paper celebrates the power of social movements of the poor, workers, farmers, indigenous peoples, women, racial minorities and other people affected by different forms of discrimination and oppression, as they unite together, often collectively demanding internationally recognized rights due to all human beings.  
However, the urgency of strengthening ongoing grassroots struggles for justice is also evident, as many leaders are targeted, their families confronted with violence, dissent criminalized, and the survival of entire communities threatened.  Many movements challenge governments, who instead of protecting human rights have often built more prisons, deepened surveillance, turned a blind eye to or even facilitated the violence of paramilitaries, private security forces, and powerful elites.  In some places, military presence or foreign occupation shape every facet of life.  Whether in the name of rebuilding, development, or even progress, governments have often been too quick to partner with foreign governments, corporations and financial institutions, intergovernmental agencies, and even international NGOs, without first ensuring that the human rights of all communities and individuals are guaranteed.  Social movements are leading often successful fights against unregulated corporate exploitation and abuse, yet corporations continue to be central to government negotiations, shaping trade and investment agreements and regularly disregarding communities’ rights to free, prior, and informed consent won through the struggle of indigenous peoples.  While a number of anti-privatization mobilizations have stopped or reversed projects, many states are cutting public services, putting ‘for sale’ signs on remaining common resources, and ending welfare programs.  The ongoing demand for natural resources, cheap labor and new markets have left few untouched.  Many communities have been displaced by dam projects, threatened by gas flaring or nuclear waste dumps, denied land or forest or fishing rights, forced into dangerous or demeaning work below poverty wages, and repressed for cultural expressions.   Many are also among those most affected by climate change, loss of bio-diversity, and weakening food security.  Simultaneously, grassroots struggles face ongoing discrimination based on historically and socially constructed divisions of race, caste, religion, sexuality, gender, immigration status, and the like, which in turn are often manipulated to try to divide social movements.  Yet there is hope, particularly as social movements lead collective and united struggles for a future in which all persons enjoy justice, substantive equality, and human rights.   

In the following paper, we analyze the potential of the human rights framework to address the exploitation and oppression faced by social movements and their respective communities around the world and to provide a significant basis for collective struggle.  Many governmental and intergovernmental agencies, academics, and particularly non-governmental organizations have acknowledged the legitimacy and value of ‘voices’ or ‘testimonies’ from affected communities, the poor, and indigenous peoples.  This paper further argues that the political-economic and social-cultural analyses and strategic leadership of social movements and grassroots groups are vital to transforming our shared struggles, eliminating global injustices, and securing a future in which all persons fully enjoy human rights.  Social movements have much to learn from one another, as well as the potential to benefit from the expertise of other ESCR-Net Members, yet ESCR-Net and its wider membership also have much to learn from social movements, which are often at the forefront of integrating, securing, and expanding human rights for millions of friends, family members, co-workers, fellow community members, and ultimately for all persons.  This paper is a working draft reflecting the active collaboration of the three authors, as well as preliminary discussions and instances of collective work with several of the social movement leaders who will participate in the upcoming ESCR-Net International Strategy Meeting and General Assembly in Kenya, in December 2008.
  Our hope is that further collaboration and input, recorded discussions, and intensive interviews during the meeting will deepen this analysis and provide initial strategic direction in response to the questions that conclude this paper.  We begin with an overview of the use of human rights by social movements in the current economic and political context, examine the collective work of the ESCR-Net Social Movement Working Group, then analyze current and emerging opportunities and obstacles, and conclude with a series of strategic questions. 

II. Organizing for Justice: Pushing the Limits of Human Rights under Neoliberalism


Human rights, particularly economic, social, and cultural rights (ESCR), involve political demands that the fulfillment of basic needs be treated as rights for every human being.  Echoing many ethical systems and religions, human rights assert the inherent dignity and equal worth of every human being.  As outlined in the Universal Declaration of Human rights, economic, political, social, civil and cultural rights are interdependent and interrelated, and states bear the primary obligation to respect, protect and fulfill human rights, recognizing that all rights—whether the right to a fair trial or the right to housing—require government resources.  However, the language of rights historically evolved from the Western liberal political tradition, in which the modern state—centralizing the legitimate use of violence (Weber 1946)—was foremost created to protect private property rights in a system that allows unlimited accumulation (Locke 1964).  For the benefit of a minority of wealthy, predominantly white, men, the majority of people—including poor Europeans—were dispossessed, impoverished, and saddled with new economic, political, cultural, and social systems.
  Yet, in the wake of World War II and the Great Depression, governments drafted the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) in a rare and seemingly unparalleled moment that opened new venues for social justice, and many social movements have attempted to use and expand these venues, particularly in the past two decades. 

Before exploring the multiple ways in which social movements have creatively and effectively taken up and often expanded the human rights framework, a couple ongoing challenges to or critiques of human rights seem significant to mention.  First, economic and political interests have often continued to trump the fulfillment of human rights and then limited mechanisms for redress or spaces to seek justice, whether amid Cold War politics or the priority given to ‘free market’ principles.  Successful anti-colonial struggles, the creation of social democracies in Europe and North America, initial improvements in education and health indicators across most of the world, and widespread people’s movements offered many moments of hope after World War II.  However, these victories—some framed in the language of rights—began to slow in the face of economic crises in the 1970s and the rise of neoliberal policies by the 1980s, foremost in the US and Great Britain but increasingly throughout the world via international financial institutions.   Critiquing the inefficiency of government and celebrating the freedom of individual entrepreneurs and consumers, neoliberal theory calls for deregulation of the market and notably of financial institutions, allowing free trade and increased capital mobility, and for the withdrawal of the state from social welfare provision and development, encouraging privatization and new labor discipline (Harvey 2005, Duménil and Lévy 2003).  As debt devastated countries, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) forced many to accept these economic policies as a condition of receiving loans, often based on cross-conditionality with the World Bank and World Trade Organization (WTO) (Peet 2003).  While competing for corporate investment and enforcing international trade and investment agreements, many countries were required to cut public spending on healthcare, education, and infrastructure, undermining the fulfillment of human rights while unemployment grew, small-scale agriculture became less tenable, and urban migration exploded.  
In this context, human rights claims have taken on a new urgency, with movements citing widespread international commitments to human rights and even reasserting the role of the state.  Utilizing the language of human rights, social movements have challenged growing IMF pressure to liberalize financial markets and capital movement, effectively blocked the proposed WTO Multilateral Agreement on Investment via 1999 protests in Seattle, and successfully reversed some privatization efforts.  However, a government’s willingness to adopt the language of rights and freedom is not the same as protecting and fulfilling human rights in the face of powerful competing interests.  Similarly, equal rights before the law, particularly rights to property and individual freedoms, do not necessarily address histories of inequality and exploitation, unless these rights include substantive fulfillment of economic and social rights.
  States have developed binding international dispute settlement mechanisms related to trade and investment, able to levy significant financial penalties, but international human rights treaties are disregarded in the majority of closed-door judgments of the WTO dispute settlement system and the International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID), while similarly effective mechanisms for the defense of human rights have not been created.   
While “human rights have come to be the most globally intelligible and accepted political values in the world,” according to anthropologist Faye Harrison, social movements have consistently struggled to expand and deepen this abstract set of ideals, of moral and legal claims (2005).   Another significant and ongoing challenge is ensuring both individual rights and collective rights or the rights of cultures and peoples, recognizing of our common humanity and collective political future while acknowledging our diverse histories and ways of life.
   While claims of cultural or collective rights—like human rights more broadly—can be manipulated or co-opted by those with disproportionate power, advocacy of individual freedoms and rights may fail to protect communal ownership of land or culturally-relevant education, to address histories of oppression and discrimination experienced by persons as members of particular groups, or to secure social justice for all persons amid inequalities generated by economic and political structures.  Many social movements have found the ‘universal’ human rights framework useful, but particularly due to their willingness to struggle for certain definitions of human rights, utilizing ‘human rights’ in strategic ways not anticipated by 17th century European philosophy or even contemporary UN standards and mechanisms.  Significantly, a consistent strand of activism has utilized the international legitimacy and moral authority of human rights in challenging injustices perpetrated by or with the complicity of the US government.  In 1951, William Patterson and Paul Robeson delivered “We Charge Genocide,” a petition signed by WEB DuBois and others, to UN delegates, accusing the US government of genocide under the UN Genocide Convention for failing to prevent thousands of lynchings of African Americans and related acts of discrimination and violence.  Uniting the poor across color lines within the U.S. and connecting their struggles to those of the poor in Vietnam, Martin Luther King, Jr.’s 1968 Poor Peoples Campaign became a model for many poor and working class organizations, who have claimed the Universal Declaration of Human Rights in their struggles to end poverty, inequality, and discrimination.  

Human rights have ultimately been central to many struggles around the world.  Despite imperfect origins and ongoing struggles to clarify their content, human rights have become an often effective tool and unifying set of political demands.  For some, adopting the common framework of human rights has been a strategic choice as economic globalization has driven advances in communication technology and transportation, deepened interconnections between people around the world, and shrunk the barriers of space and time.  Building international alliances or networks, through claims to universal rights, often in international venues, has become a seemingly logical way to challenge multinational corporations whose size and international reach dwarf many countries.  On one hand, human rights struggle involves demanding that states take responsibility for their commitments, both domestically and internationally; on the other hand, claiming rights as ‘human beings’ has provided a basis to fight for protection of migrants and to insist on the human rights obligations of multinational corporations and multilateral institutions.  In turn, regional and international human rights frameworks have provided mechanisms or venues (albeit relatively weak) to challenge governments complicit with or directly responsible for violations.  While many social movements and NGOs have brought human rights violations to ‘the court of world opinion,’ governments have in turn attempted to co-opt the language of human rights, including the U.S. in its justifications for military and economic interventions around the world.  Similarly, the Indian government claims to be a welfare state embodying human rights in its constitution, but social movements regularly face state violence in advocating for economic justice, while the Western legacy of individual property rights threatens to undermine struggles for communal ownership of land.  Still many Indian social movements have ultimately found it useful to adopt strategies demanding land rights, forest community rights, or Dalit rights.  For other social movements, human rights have provided a language for advocating economic justice that circumvents Cold War legacies, served as a corrective to the limits of politicized nationalist or religious identities, or transformed basic needs from a matter of charity into legitimate political demands.  While framing abuses as human rights issues has been a tactical choice in certain instances, allowing access to a particular mechanism or promoting temporary alliances, human rights have become an integral part of many groups’ vision for the future, with the ongoing articulation and fulfillment of rights as a strategic goal central to many struggles.  
Movements all over the world have recently and successfully taken up the human rights framework.  Below we briefly highlight several important examples among many:
· Advancing Human Rights at the United Nations

One noteworthy recent victory has been the adoption of the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, after nearly twenty-five years of struggle.  As Vicky Tauli-Corpuz, the Executive Director of Tebtebba and the Chair of the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, announced at its ratification by the UN General Assembly on 13 September 2007, “This Declaration has the distinction of being the only Declaration in the UN which was drafted with the rights-holders, themselves, the Indigenous Peoples. We see this is as a strong Declaration which embodies the most important rights we and our ancestors have long fought for; our right of self-determination, our right to own and control our lands, territories and resources, our right to free, prior and informed consent, among others.”
  Echoing the experience of many indigenous peoples, Native American groups, like the Western Shoshone, were initially recognized as sovereign nations by European colonists, who signed international treaties with them; over the course of a couple hundred years, this sovereignty has been eroded in the United States by problematic decisions of the Supreme Court, backed by the force of the US government and military.  While embracing international human rights, struggles for indigenous rights are simultaneously struggles for self-determination and self-government vis-à-vis ostensible colonial or imperial encroachments, often at the behest of multinational corporations.  Striking a hopeful note, Tauli-Corpuz, a Kankana-ey Igorot from the Cordillera Region in the Philippines, suggested, “The long time devoted to the drafting of the Declaration by the United Nations stemmed from the conviction that Indigenous Peoples have rights as distinct peoples and that a constructive dialogue among all would eventually lead to a better understanding of diverse worldviews and cultures, a realignment of positions and, finally, to the building of partnerships between states and Indigenous Peoples for a more just and sustainable world.”  However, she also emphasized the urgent need to implement the Declaration despite much foreseeable resistance.  In part, this has meant undertaking extensive education with indigenous organizations around the world, encouraging groups to see the importance of strengthening local or national advocacy by taking advantage of spaces opened at the international level.  While using UN human rights mechanisms, many groups have also insisted that human rights standards, including the Declaration on Indigenous Rights, should be integrated into international debates on sustainable development, climate change, and biodiversity and into the requirements and review processes of international institutions like the World Bank and the IMF.  Similarly, a number of indigenous peoples’ groups and wider social movements have worked with UN Special Rapporteurs on a wide range of issues to bring attention to the human rights commitments of governments and ongoing violations.

· Using International, Regional, and Domestic Mechanisms

The Sarayaku, in Ecuador: The indigenous movements attending the strategy meeting in Kenya, as well as several other social movement participants, have actively engaged with regional and international human rights mechanisms over the past several years.  Having seen the earlier devastation wrought by oil exploration and extraction on the health, livelihoods, and cultural practices of other indigenous communities in the northern Ecuadorian Amazon, the Sarayaku—indigenous to the central Ecuadorian Amazon—have made a powerful stand against the government concession given without their consent to Compañia General de Combustibles (CGC, Argentina), Burlington Resources (US), and Perenco (France).
  Initially, CGC tried unsuccessfully to offer money to leaders of the five communities that compose the Sarayaku and then after its legal rights to exploration ended in 2000, CGC announced plans to conduct seismic tests.  Drawing on a history of civil disobedience against the petroleum company ARCO in 1989, the 2000-strong Sarayaku built 25 ‘Peace and Life’ camps along the perimeter of their territory and successfully blocked CGC’s first attempt to conduct seismic testing/exploration in 2002.  However, recognizing that CGC, as well as the Ecuadorian government, were still intent on exploration, the Sarayaku deepened alliances with Centro de Derechos Economicos y Sociales (CDES), Acción Ecológica, and other organizations that helped them bring a case against Ecuador to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights.
  After an initial presentation in March 2004, in a hearing that the Ecuadorian government refused to attend, the case was moved to the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, where a July 2004 ruling again called for precautionary measures to protect the Sarayaku.  Instead of complying, the government announced a ‘total opening’ of the southern Amazon to oil exploitation, promising to protect oil operations, notably in accord with pressure from the IMF (Handler 2005).  However, CGC remained blocked by ongoing civil disobedience, the pressure and attention brought by the Inter-American case, and ultimately the ouster of President Lucio Gutiérrez in April 2005, after he signed a Letter of Intent with the IMF.  President Gutiérrez was notably forced to resign by a public mobilization of the Confederation of Indigenous Nationalities of Ecuador (CONAIE), the largest indigenous organization in Ecuador, as well as a significant force in national politics.  Marlon Santi, a key leader in the struggle of the Sarayaku against incursions by petroleum companies, militarization (including arrest warrants and assassination threats directed at him), and widespread violations of human rights, was elected by consensus as the new president of CONAIE in January 2008. 

Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People, in Nigeria: Facing similar struggles against petroleum companies and the Nigerian Government, the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP) has a long history of utilizing UN human rights mechanisms and wider forums, as part of larger campaigns to secure the human rights of the Ogoni people.  A minority in Rivers State, most of the half million-strong Ogoni people continue to live in poverty, their livelihoods and health impacted by oil spills and gas flaring associated with Shell’s operations in Ogoniland.  In 1990, MOSOP adopted the Ogoni Bill of Rights, outlining the multiple violations experienced by the Ogoni and seeking autonomy, control over a fair share of oil revenues, environmental protection, and cultural rights based on being a ‘distinct ethnic nationality.’  Under the presidency of Ogoni writer Ken Saro Wiwa, MOSOP directed its criticisms towards Shell and other oil companies, which had extracted billions of dollars worth of oil over a few decades, and against Nigeria’s military government.  Amidst a nonviolent campaign of mass disruption, including a January 1993 protest of almost 300,000, Saro Wiwa was detained amid violent government repression and denied permission to travel to the UN World Conference on Human Rights in Vienna.  Having networked with the wider human rights community, Saro Wiwa’s case was adopted by Amnesty International, and MOSOP’s situation was discussed at the World Conference, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD), and the UN Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination (Welch 1995:116).
  Saro Wiwa and eight other Ogoni leaders were ultimately executed on false charges of ‘incitement to murder’ in November 1995, seemingly in hopes of quelling opposition to the operations of Shell, which had been largely suspended in 1993.  However, MOSOP continues the struggle today, participating in the Commission on Sustainable Development and Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, insisting on the respect, protection, and fulfillment of their human rights via a 2005 Shadow Report to CERD.  Similarly, working in partnership with fellow ESCR-Net Members, the Nigeria-based Social and Economic Rights Action Centre and the Center for Economic and Social Rights, MOSOP brought a successful case to the African Commission on Human Rights in 2001.
  MOSOP has prevented Shell and its subsidiary, SPDC, from recommencing oil operations in Ogoniland.

Newe Sogobia/Western Shoshone, in the US: In another example, struggling both against the US Government and multiple corporations, Newe Sogobia (the Western Shoshone Nation) has challenged repeated violations of its human rights.  These violations include underground nuclear testing on ancestral lands and alleged resultant increases in cancer rates, the US Department of Energy’s plans to situate the sole US repository for nuclear waste in Yucca Mountain (despite significant earthquake and environmental dangers), the granting of gold mining concessions to corporations (including Newmont, Placer Dome, and Barrick) representing 10 percent of global gold production without consent from or royalties paid to the Shoshone, and seizure of livestock for failure to pay federal grazing fees, all again established on ancestral land.  In December 2002, the Western Shoshone secured a successful decision from the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, which found the US government in violation of rights to due process, equality under the law, and property.  The Inter-American Commission rejected the validity of the US Indian Claims Commission’s ruling that Western Shoshone territorial title was extinguished via ‘gradual encroachment’ and that a proposed 1979 compensation based on 1872 land values (of $1.05 per acre) was valid.
  In a press release celebrating a subsequent 2006 decision by the UN Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD), which recognized the urgency of the situation and called on the US to ‘freeze,’ ‘desist’ and ‘stop’ its current actions on Western Shoshone land, Steven Brady, a Western Shoshone leader, declared: “This battle has been going on for quite some time, but we’ve seen a dramatic increase in the federal government and the companies’ rush to finalize what they consider a settlement in order to get a hold of our lands for activities that are contaminating our water and our air.  Again, we are very pleased that our rights are finally being taken seriously and we look forward to positive actions being taken by the US.” 
   

Treatment Action Campaign, South Africa: In a particularly inspiring case of domestic adjudication of human rights, the Treatment Action Campaign forced the Government of South Africa to provide the anti-retroviral Nevirapine to all HIV-positive pregnant women to prevent mother-to-mother transmission.  Their victory, saving tens of thousands of lives, combined a legal battle at the High and Constitutional Courts with social mobilization including a 5,000-person demonstration at the opening of the hearing in Johannesburg.
  However, multiple challenges are regularly encountered by grassroots groups when attempting to mount domestic, as well as regional and international, legal actions.  At the domestic level, court cases can be prohibitively expensive and immensely time consuming, even if rulings are ultimately enforced.  For instance, there are still cases pending in US courts related to the death of Ken Saro Wiwa. 
  Further, court cases tend to deal with specific (although arguably very significant) violations of human rights, without having the power to address larger systemic or structural issues.  In South Africa, the incorporation of human rights, including economic rights, into the constitution has provided an effective framework for legally challenging specific instances of economic injustice, yet broader economic policies have led to the doubling of persons living on less than US$1 per day, from two to four million since 1994.
  In multiple countries, the chance of receiving a fair trail is minimal, leading many to exhaust domestic remedies and pursue regional or international mechanisms.  As noted above, while these mechanisms tend to deliver rulings that insist on human rights, the power of enforcement is often lacking.  In addition, there is a danger that a struggle removed to the level of courts, tribunals, and commissions can take control and focus away from the social movement forces that generated the case.  If not handled and coordinated correctly, strategy and direction may end up being dictated by lawyers instead of by the people’s leaders.  Still, in many instances, the advantages of working on multiple levels—from grassroots mobilization to international tribunal—far outweigh the risks.  Even where enforcement is minimal or non-existent, these rulings have been useful for many social movements in bringing media attention and international condemnation in support of their struggles.  In several cases, rulings by regional bodies, notably the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, have provoked government action and friendly settlements.
  One lesson seems to be that a widespread social movement, able to mobilize pressure on governments, corporations, or international financial institutions, is a vital element in the success of various tactics, including legal actions.  Likewise, legal actions, sensitively coordinated with grassroots struggles, can strengthen mobilization and organization on the ground.
· Labor Struggles under Neoliberalism

United Workers, US: While effectively advancing a human rights and business agenda at the Human Rights Council has faced obstacles and initiating legal cases against corporations is often daunting at best,
 corporate violations of human rights have proven vulnerable to strategic challenges, particularly by well-organized movements of informal, temporary, and farm workers.  The United Workers (UW) was founded by day laborers, forced to live in a homeless shelter despite full-time work.  Twelve-hour days regularly resulted in pay far below minimum wage, which was further reduced by the need to rent safety equipment, pay for transportation, and wait hours at temporary agencies.  Beginning in 2002, amid a process of analysis and leadership development, UW adopted an economic human rights framework and undertook a campaign to demand the right to a living wage for every worker at Baltimore's largest employer of day labor, the publicly-owned stadium Camden Yards.  The stadium is home to the Baltimore Orioles, a professional baseball team owned by Peter Angelos, a self-proclaimed ‘friend of labor.’  In addition to receiving a ‘poverty wage’ at the stadium, female workers were often sexually harassed, and all workers were denied breaks and mistreated.  Winning periodic concessions and facing many obstacles, UW undertook a long process of strengthening their own leaders; forming alliances with religious institutions, community organizations, and local celebrities; holding human rights concerts and prayer vigils; sharing documentation of violations and their struggle via internet tools like Facebook and Youtube; and ultimately securing the support of the Mayor of Baltimore and the Governor of Maryland.  On 6 September 2007, as they prepared to undertake a hunger strike, the workers were finally able to celebrate a ‘historic human victory’ as the Maryland Stadium Authority agreed to pay stadium workers the Baltimore City Living Wage.  On the national level, the UW provides leadership in the School of Labor of the University of the Poor, which is dedicated to building the leadership of the poor through mutual learning and education.  Through the University of the Poor and the related Poverty Initiative, UW  has formed alliances and undertaken learning exchanges with a number of grassroots organizations, including the Coalition of Immokalee Workers (CIW), farm workers who have led successful living wage boycotts against Taco Bell McDonald’s, and Burger King.

National Union of Domestic Employees, Trinidad and Tobago: Taking up similar struggles in Trinidad and Tobago, the National Union of Domestic Employees (NUDE) represents 500 domestic workers, as well as a number of home-based workers, truckers, garbage collectors, and poultry industry employees.  In attempting to organize, the human rights framework has been important, particularly in worker education, insisting that a living wage and related benefits are fundamental rights, not matters of charity.  In addition to worker and wider public education, NUDE undertakes lobbying to improve labor legislation, advocacy with the Ministry of Labor, and litigation to secure justice and compensation in the case of worker grievances.  Together with the feminist movement, NUDE supported the enactment of the Unremunerated Work Act of 1996, requiring the government to quantitatively measure the unpaid work of women and men and enter it into national accounts, as a first step in achieving wider rights and benefits for this group of workers.  Building on earlier successes in securing minimum wage and sick, vacation, and maternity leaves for domestic workers, NUDE successfully had violations of the Minimum Wages Act moved from civil court to the Industrial Court, which does not require workers to hire a lawyer, in 2000.  In addition, NUDE secured legislation requiring employers to register domestic workers and pay social security taxes, ensuring workers’ right to social security.  NUDE is now lobbying to have domestic workers included under the wrongful dismissal clauses of the Industrial Relations Act, with plans to then secure protection under the Occupational Health and Safety Act.

· Struggles for Land, Water and Livelihood 

The new labor struggles outlined above, relying on the human rights framework and wider community alliances, ultimately interweave with wider struggles for economic human rights, particularly the right to a secure, adequate livelihood in the current economic context.  As farm workers, subsistence farmers, and small independent producers are displaced by the impacts of trade agreements and industrial agriculture or dispossessed by mining concessions, dams, refinery plants, and violence, the struggle for rights to land continue to grow.  Similarly, those driven to the peripheries of cities struggle to rebuild lives and homes, often with precarious rights to land or property.  In urban areas, water privatization threatens millions of poor people, whose whole neighborhoods may be deemed unprofitable for the expansion of infrastructure or who are simply unable to pay rising water bills.  In rural areas, dams, urban or corporate demands for water, and deepening droughts amid climate change and deforestation, can often combine to hinder adequate access to water.  Finally, in coastal areas and inland fisheries, communities are threatened by commercial fishing, tourism projects, pollution and environmental degradation, and the impacts of dams.  Human rights to livelihood, food, and health tend to suffer in each of these cases.  Yet powerful struggles against these violations have emerged worldwide, from the Movimento dos Trabalhadore Rurais Sem Terra (MST; Landless Workers Movement) and Terra de Direitos (Land of Rights) to Kenya Land Alliance and Abahlali baseMjondolo (Shack Dwellers Movement, South Africa) to Confederación Campesina del Peru .  
Alliance for Holistic and Sustainable Development of Communities, India: Pointing to the interdependence of human rights, the Alliance for Holistic and Sustainable Development of Communities (AHSDC) insists that clearly articulated human rights to life, food, shelter and livelihood must necessarily entail rights to livelihood resources and land, particularly for those facing the greatest discrimination and marginalization in society, such as Dalits in India.  Advocating Gandhian principles of nonviolence and people’s control of land, water, forest, minerals and live stock, AHSDC partnered with other Dalit groups to organize a 12,000-person Dalit Dignity Rally at the Indian Parliament in New Delhi, on 5 December 2007 (the eve of Ambedkar’s death), holding a parallel Dalit Parliament outside while three MPs raised questions related to Dalit land rights inside the Parliament.  
Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras: On a different front, the Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras has worked to secure human rights in the context of disaster reconstruction and development policies following the devastation of Hurricane Mitch in 1998.  Ancestral communal lands of the Afro-Indigenous Garífuna have been under threat from the government itself, tourism projects, and ranchers, as well as international relief agencies, which have preferred to promote individualized titles, tied to loans, rather than respect communal titles. The Comité, with other organizations, has emphasized the right to land and cultural self-determination in opposing these abuses.  Other development initiatives, both governmental or church-based, have encouraged mono-cropping and cultural homogenization, followed discriminatory patterns, undermined food security and sustainable agriculture, and failed to consult with the communities as required by international agreements, like the International Labor Organization, Convention (No. 169) concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples.  Using a human rights approach emphasizing the right to land, livelihood and cultural self-definition, the Comité has confronted deforestation, water contamination through highway construction, corporations proposing oil refineries, and the imposition of supposed development projects without consultation.  Insisting on a strong gender analysis, the Comité works to raise local consciousness about issues, educate people about their rights, and then organize and strengthen communities.  While engaging at different levels, the focus of the Comité on local participation, solutions, and food security, in conjunction with building international alliances, has often been most successful in the face of violence and national indifference.  

Narmada Bachao Andolan, India:  Multiple social movements have emerged in response to the impacts of major dam projects.  The construction of big dams worldwide has displaced millions of persons upstream of dams while disrupting the livelihoods of millions downstream.  These dams respond to growing demands for energy, often to meet the needs of multinational corporations involved in resource extraction and refinement or new industrial production.  Yet dispossessed communities seldom see benefits from these projects, whether in the supply of energy, adequate compensation and just relocation, or the creation of decent jobs.  Demanding a voice in decisions affecting their lives and insisting on respect for their human rights, numerous social movements challenge these abuses.  For twenty years, Narmada Bachao Andolan has challenged big dam projects on the Narmada River in India, forcing World Bank reviews via hunger strikes, mobilizing demonstrations of thousands of affected persons, forming international alliances to challenge the involvement of export credit agencies, and using Indian courts to delay dam projects and to demand just relocation and compensation.
  Often utilizing the human rights framework, similar struggles have been waged around the world.

Movimento dos Atingidos bor Barragens, Brazil: More than one million people have been displaced by hydroelectric dam projects in Brazil, since the 1970s, with the majority receiving no compensation or related rights, primarily to serve the needs of industry and multinational corporations.  Initially focused on resettlement and compensation issues, popular movements began to question national and ultimately international energy policies.  The Movimento dos Atingidos bor Barragens (Movement of Dam Affected People, MAB) was officially formed in March 1991, two years after an initial national gathering. MAB is now organizing in 14 Brazilian states to fight against dams, for an energy policy that serves the interests of the Brazilian people, and for economic and social rights, including the right to land.  Challenging the Rio Madeira Hydroelectric Complex, a recent MAB pamphlet highlights the use of taxpayer money to help finance the R$43 billion project, as well as the corporate and financial interests prioritized over the 50 communities and over 5000 families who will be displaced.  MAB explicitly challenges the ‘neoliberal capitalist model,’ declaring: “We fight in order to change this society privileging the already privileged minority at the expense of the rights of every urban and rural worker. We struggle so that every poor and oppressed person can live well and with dignity. Our struggle is for the transformation of this unjust society and therefore we are joining forces with other organizations sharing the same objectives.”
  While an explicit human rights framework was not necessarily central to past mobilizations and direct actions, MAB has more recently framed activists as ‘human rights defenders’ in public education efforts, particularly amid the growing criminalization of dissent.  MAB has also built ties with human rights organizations. Working foremost with other Brazilian organizations, the Movement was instrumental in bringing together the First International Meeting of People Affected by Dams in March 1997, which in turn pushed the World Bank to create the World Commission on Dams in the same year in Switzerland.  As MAB’s direct actions and educational work have helped to change the correlation of forces in Brazil, the National HR Commission has been forced to create an investigative committee, in which MAB is actively participating.  The committee will systematically study the impacts of dam-construction, particularly in the more than 70 cases that have led to judicial proceedings.    

Pakistan Fisherfolk Forum: Actively taking up a human rights framework in similar struggles, the Pakistan Fisherfolk Forum (PFF) was founded by a gathering of fisherfolk in Karachi, in 1998.  PFF struggles for the human rights of marine and inland fisherfolk communities, with PFF units in 111 communities and ongoing outreach.  Pakistan’s five million fisherfolk are increasingly vulnerable to displacement, marginalization from development processes, and reductions in fisheries vital to their livelihoods due to big dams and canals.  Simultaneously, many fisherfolk face an ongoing lack of basic health services, education, and protection against environmental disasters.  With the support of the World Bank and the Asian Development Bank (ADB) in 2001, Pakistan created its Water Vision 2025, threatening to destroy the livelihoods of thousands of people through displacement and environmental degradation caused by several proposed dam and canal projects.  The Forum has challenged this plan, together with the earlier World Bank- and ADB-sponsored projects, like the Left Bank Outfall Drainage Project (LBODP), whose negative impacts have been immense while its cost has far exceeded all estimates.  The LBODP was supposedly meant to combat waterlogging and growing salinity of certain agricultural lands by bringing drainage effluents upstream and disposing of them in the Arabian Sea via the Tidal Link Canal.  However, lack of consultation and several technical problems have led to drainage onto healthy lands and through internationally recognized wetlands, resulting in flooding, sea-intrusion, loss of agricultural land, reduction in fish catches, pollution of drinking/ground water, and ultimately loss of lives. PFF alleges that more than 10,000 fishermen lost their livelihood amid damage to wetland biodiversity.
   Through a combination of awareness raising and participatory research, mobilization, and community education and organization, the PFF works for the protection and sustainable management of fisheries (including recognition of communal rights to fisheries) and other community livelihoods.  This has included challenging the dumping of industrial and urban waste into fisheries; demonstrating for human rights to sustainable livelihoods, basic social services, life and security, and political participation; and insisting on participatory community development and disaster risk mitigation, including through the formation and ongoing training of over 80 community-based organizations able to mobilize their respective communities for rights-based advocacy and to address issues like health and education.

· Human Rights Education

Human rights education and leadership development have been vital to many social movements in expanding and strengthening their struggles, as highlighted above.  In the US, leaders of the Poverty Initiative and the University of the Poor have conducted dozens of human rights organizing schools for grassroots groups, providing a vital framework that allows people to overcome the individuation of poverty and challenge the structural causes of impoverishment and inequality.  Also working in the US context, the United Workers has prioritized leadership development throughout 2008, intensively working to develop the capacities of four new organizers, in order to strengthen their ongoing advocacy for the human rights of workers.  In India, the Alliance for Holistic and Sustainable Development of Communities (AHSDC) worked with several contacts made through ESCR-Net to develop their human rights education program.  Renji Joseph, as the Co-Convener of AHSDC, has observed: “There has been strategic and systematic resistance to ensuring these rights to Dalits…[blaming] the Dalits themselves for their marginalized and deplorable plight as well as over glorifying the social security efforts and welfare policies of the so-called mainstream” (2007:24).  Not unlike the Poverty Initiative, AHSDC has utilized human rights language to help overcome the marginalization and blame associated with poverty, while using a series of questions to combat mainstream messages, such as: how can endless craving for profit or so-called development projects justify the violation of human rights?  In preparation for their recent national rally for Dalit dignity and human rights in New Delhi, AHSDC spent a year educating and organizing in 1,500 Dalit communities.  Recognizing the importance of impacting the wider community, including public school students, the Comité de Emergencia Garifuna de Honduras has published a book that links culture to livelihood issues, interweaving harvest songs and information on medicinal plants with discussions of land rights and ILO 169, as well as histories of struggle.  The book is currently being utilized as a textbook in two states.  Multiple members of the ESCR-Net Social Movement Working Group have repeatedly discussed the importance of ongoing human rights education, including training and mutual learning in effectively utilizing the economic, social and cultural rights framework.  While some space will be allocated to this in Kenya, the Working Group has also discussed developing manuals or curriculum to use in training fellow grassroots leaders.

III. Using the Network: Successes and Challenges of Collective Work

BELIEVING in the principles, expressed in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, that ESCR are Human Rights and that every individual and group has the rights to: land and territories, access to resources, livelihood, right to name and nationality, decent job and job protection, adequate housing, quality health and education, social welfare and social security, access to public services, preservation and respect of culture, gender and racial equality, freedom from violence, a safe environment, right to access to food and water, right to freedom from trade liberalization and privatization, the right to organize and the right to decide their own future…We urge Social Movements and Civil Society: to incorporate ESCR in their agendas and programme; to build capacity for human rights advocacy through human rights education and para-legal training; to forge international solidarity and linkages in advocating human rights and defending human rights victims whenever needed;…

—Lanna Declaration, adopted by social movements in Chiang Mai, Thailand, June 2003

· Mutual Learning

In conjunction with the inaugural ESCR-Net conference in Chiang Mai, Thailand, in June 2003, social movements came together for mutual learning and strategic exchange.  Central to this gathering was a series of solidarity visits organized by the Assembly of the Poor, enabling groups to learn first-hand from local struggles for ESCR and to build solidarity.  The Assembly of the Poor shared likely impacts of the World Bank-supported construction of the Kaeng Suea Ten Dam in the Prae and Lampoon provinces of northern Thailand, and Narmada Bachao Andolan responded by outlining the grassroots strategies that had advanced struggles against dams in India, targeting an array of government ministries, export credit agencies, investors and national and transnational corporations.  Suzanne Shende, representing the Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras, observed:

From Honduras to India to Thailand, traditional communities are pressured to leave the land they have always cared for, from which they have always gotten their food, medicines and artisan materials, for a life of lesser quality in the cities, losing their land, self-sufficiency, identity, culture and self-respect.  Sometimes wild animals are respected and protected, while the human inhabitants are run off the land in the name of a distorted 'environmentalism.'

During another solidarity visit in Thailand, the Northern Farmers’ Federation, which had seen 57 of its farmer-members arrested for bringing unused land into cultivation, outlined the importance of political education, mobilization of wider support and positive press, legal representation, and a strong internal organization.  In response, the Movimento dos Trabalhadore Rurais Sem Terra (MST) shared complementary lessons from their struggles, including their emphasis on education and democratic but thorough organization.  On a tactical level, the MST ensures that shelters are built and flowers planted before the press arrives on the day after a land occupation, yet the MST also strives through rigorous education to ensure that all its members understand the larger economic, political and historical forces that shape their struggles.  This helps to guarantee that, even after receiving land, most remain part of the struggle to transform the larger society according to a vision in which all have rights to healthcare, public education, adequate infrastructure, land, and livelihood.  Similarly, movements addressed the challenges of leadership, discussing the importance of broad, democratic participation, including the equal participation of women at all levels of decision-making, to prevent leaders from being easily manipulated, isolated, or co-opted.  

The value of these initial dialogues and multiple moments of mutual learning—identifying common struggles, collectively analyzing underlying causes, and sharing successful strategies—led participants to form a social movement working group within ESCR-Net and to prioritize further solidarity visits and mutual learning exchanges.  However, ongoing learning and exchange have ultimately taken many forms.  At the Mumbai World Social Forum in January 2004, several groups had the opportunity to continue strategic discussions, and the Social Movement Working Group facilitated a workshop, entitled “Rights and Reality.”  The Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras learned from the lessons presented by MOSOP and MST and took the opportunity to visit and learn from the work of Alliance for Holistic and Sustainable Development of Communities (AHSDC).  In turn, AHSDC incorporated many lessons from the Pak Moon River Struggle of the Assembly of the Poor.  In their own struggle to protect the rights of those living on the Muhane River, AHSDC has used a DVD of the Pak Moon Struggle in their campaigns, popular education, youth camps, and grassroots activists training programs.

Several organizations, working with the ESCR-Net Secretariat, have continued exchanges via periodic conference calls and email discussions.  However, due primarily to challenges of fundraising, as well as to the difficulties of working across language and technology barriers, wider opportunities have been piecemeal.  ESCR-Net co-facilitated a conference on export credit agencies (ECAs) and human rights, attended by a several social movements and diverse NGOs.  To facilitate mutual learning, ESCR-Net worked with Narmada Bachao Andolan, the Centre for Environment and Development (Cameroon), and other organizations to construct detailed overviews of specific ECA-backed projects, associated human rights violations, and effective campaigns to challenge them.  Several grassroots groups and indigenous peoples’ organizations have also participated in actions and strategy meetings of the ESCR-Net Corporate Accountability Working Group, including a Collective Report on Business and Human Rights to the UN Human Rights Council in 2008, involving the Western Shoshone Defense Project and Tebtebba.  Notably, the Social Movement Working Group has developed a series of proposals for further trainings, a manual of effective ESCR strategies drawn from the experiences of members, and additional solidarity and mutual learning visits, which have shaped its 2008 gathering in Kenya.

· Solidarity Actions

ESCR-Net, often via collaboration between the Secretariat and members of the Social Movement Working Group, has had some success in organizing solidarity actions, as well as in publicizing ongoing human rights violations facing social movements.  Significantly, developing this capacity for solidarity will be a significant topic of discussion at the meeting in Kenya, including facilitating cooperation between ESCR-Net Members with different resources and expertise and systematizing better processes for researching crucial information and for mobilizing the network.  At the forefront of struggles for human rights, social movements are vital to informing and guiding the work of ESCR-Net, which in turn should be able to support and defend them when their leadership and members face threats and violations.  As one example, the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP) participated in the inaugural ESCR-Net conference in Thailand and has since been active in both the social movement and corporate accountability working groups.  At the forefront of struggle against the extractive industries since 1990, their experience and analysis has been a valuable source of learning for many ESCR-Net Members.  In turn, the Network has actively highlighted ongoing human rights violations faced by the Ogoni in support of their continuing struggle for justice.  In April 2005, the ESCR-Net Secretariat worked with MOSOP to challenge evictions being undertaken by the Rivers State Government in Port Harcourt, Nigeria, on behalf of AGIP Oil.  After compiling and circulating recent press releases, news accounts, and related documents, the Secretariat encouraged Members to send individual letters to the government and then worked with MOSOP to draft a collective letter for endorsement.  Utilizing the opportunity of MOSOP’s participation in the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, the ESCR-Net Secretariat organized and hosted a meeting with human rights and corporate accountability organizations in New York, providing a space for MOSOP to highlight ongoing confrontations with Shell and other oil companies.  More recently, in May 2007, ESCR-Net worked with MOSOP to put pressure on the Federal and Rivers State Government to ensure the protection of MOSOP leadership following threats against their lives and to immediately investigate an attack by four unidentified gunmen, who beat Baridi Kpalap while searching for her partner, one of the leaders.  MOSOP believed that these incidents were driven by a desire to silence MOSOP's opposition to the so-called "Ogoni Peace Process," which had begun to advocate the pre-determined outcome of the return of Shell Oil to Ogoniland, in conjunction with a problematic clean-up effort by the UN Environmental Program (UNEP).  Significantly, perhaps the most powerful letter of solidarity from an ESCR-Net Member came from the Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras, which had formed ‘a lasting alliance’ with MOSOP through the network.  Citing their similar experiences, the Garífuna insisted on ‘the importance of open, transparent, honest, credible and participatory processes in resolving controversial disputes.’ Recalling “the torture and executions of Ken Saro-Wiwa and eight other Ogoni activists in Port Harcourt, Nigeria, on 10 November 1995, following their non-violent efforts to protect the indigenous Ogoni People from human rights and environmental abuses associated with the oil industry in the Niger Delta,” the Garífuna emphasized, “We take very seriously the threats against the lives of current leaders of MOSOP, and call on you to take all possible steps to ensure the safety and unimpeded action of these leaders.”
  This action helped to force the Inspector General of Police to initiate an investigation of the attack, while encouraging UNEP to arrange further consultative meetings with MOSOP on 18-19 July 2007.  

Many requests to ESCR-Net for urgent action or solidarity have unfortunately emerged amid the targeting of social movement leaders.  In November 2007, ESCR-Net sent urgent letters to federal and state officials following the murder of Valmir Mota de Oliveira, a farmer and member of the Landless Rural Workers Movement (MST) and Via Campesina, and the serious injury of five other persons during a protest against the illegal experimentation of Syngenta Seeds (a subsidiary of the Swiss biotech firm Syngenta AG) with generically-modified organisms in Paraná, Brazil.  Among other demands, the letter called for the protection of MST leaders Celso Barbosa and Célia Aparecida Lourenço, who remained in danger over a week after the shootings, in part due to the ongoing impunity of the approximately forty private gunmen involved in the incident and the continued operations of Syngenta-hired NF Security, despite several disturbing incidents.
  In an earlier case, at the request of Tito Puanchir, then vice president of the Confederacion de Nacionalidades Indígenas de Ecuador (CONAIE) who had participated in the inaugural ESCR-Net conference, ESCR-Net drafted a letter of petition on behalf of Leonidas Iza, then president of CONAIE, and his family, following their attempted murder in February 2004.  This letter—calling for protection for the family, a full investigation of the case, and respect for international human rights obligations—was circulated through ESCR-Net for endorsement by organizations and individuals and then sent to the President of Ecuador.  

· Information and Resource Exchange
The Lanna Declaration, adopted at the inaugural ESCR-Net gathering, called for developing this type of international solidarity and for strengthening human rights education, as well as encouraging ESCR-Net to serve as a source of information, collective analyses, and reporting.  The Network was also asked to monitor international financial institutions, trade agreements, transnational corporations, and donors, to suggest openings for effective action, and to publicize violations of ESCR.  And ESCR-Net was formed in recognition of the need for international alliances, information sharing and collective struggles across borders, particularly in the face of expanding economic globalization.   Through extensive and moderated online discussion groups, coordination of international and regional trainings and meetings, development of web-based resources, and active use of various international forums, ESCR-Net has had some success in facilitating network forms of information sharing and organization, both through the social movement working group and through its wider membership base.  The ESCR-Net Secretariat has also been able to respond to individual requests for information, researching global operations of a particular corporation or putting a grassroots group in touch with an NGO with legal expertise.  However, challenges remain.  On a practical level, ESCR-Net has made a commitment to consistently translate key documents into Spanish, French and English, as well as periodically into Portuguese, Thai, Hindi, and Arabic, yet conference calls, email exchanges, and even working versions of documents (including the agenda for this strategy meeting) often remain accessible only to those groups that can access translation from and into English and/or Spanish.  Although consistently improving, another practical or logistical barrier is lack of access to computers, internet, or adequate telephone connections, the usage of which is then further limited by the cost of international telephone calls.  At the most basic but perhaps significant level, any involvement in international networks requires at least some allocation of scarce time and resources by movement leaders, often amid immediate, pressing demands from their communities.  

A couple less direct barriers haven’t necessarily impeded effective collaboration but have required regular negotiation and encouraged transparent discussion; perhaps the most significant of these has been funding.  From its initiation a few years prior to the inaugural conference in 2003, ESCR-Net responded to the expressed needs of several organizations and was guided by an international committee of ESCR activists, including its current director and several of its board members.  The Ford Foundation was instrumental in bringing these groups together, funding international gatherings and ultimately operational expenses for a small staff in New York.  This funding has continued to be important, including for the realization of the strategy meeting and general assembly in Kenya.  While funding has gradually diversified, securing adequate funding from multiple sources is an ongoing challenge, including in attempts to fund specific projects developed by the social movement working group.  Notably, open discussions about fundraising strategies, overall transparency, and accountability to a Board of ESCR-Net Members have avoided many potential pitfalls, helping to constructively address periodic questions about the role of funders in ESCR-Net and its priorities.  Additionally, ESCR-Net Members represent a wide spectrum of analyses, ideological positions, and strategic approaches, despite a common commitment to securing economic, social and cultural rights for all persons; these differences ideally enrich but occasionally hinder collaboration.  The above challenges collectively point to questions of governance and leadership. 

· Governance and Leadership

As part of its mission, articulated over a three-year governance process, ESCR-Net declares: “The activities of the network shall be grounded in the lived experience of people affected by ESCR violations, at all levels of the network. Thus, the network seeks to ensure the inclusion of social movements, grassroots organizations and other groups and individuals directly affected by ESCR violations and social injustice.” Significantly, both the ESCR-Net Secretariat and the elected Board—which according to the ESCR-Net Governance Document must have a minimum of two social movement or grassroots leaders—have repeatedly reiterated the central importance of social movements and grassroots groups to the leadership and strategic direction of the Network.  In one recent example, the ESCR-Net Secretariat, together with the members of the ESCR-Net Corporate Accountability Working Group, strongly encouraged the UN Special Representative on Business and Human Rights to ensure that social movements and NGOs were central to his regional consultations, and this was successful, for instance in securing invitations for several Latin American social movements to the consultation in Bogotá, Colombia, in 2007, which in turn facilitated the drafting of a powerful civil society declaration.  

However, the need to ensure the leadership of social movements and to strengthen the responsiveness of the wider Network to social movement priorities is an ongoing challenge as ESCR-Net brings together a wide variety of actors, each committed to advancing human rights but from a variety of positions and locations.  Initial conversations in preparation for this meeting have suggested that the challenges of collaboration can often be significant, such as NGOs wanting to advocate piecemeal redistribution projects or even careful regulation, instead of challenging systemic or structural inequalities; human rights lawyers constrained by existing legal mechanisms and insisting on a clear violation, violator and victim; academics undertaking research on movements—instead of as part of or in partnership with movements—and then producing research of little value to the movements; and/or social movements being invited as ‘voices’ to legitimate various processes, including NGO coalitions, without the leadership of social movements being central to those processes.  In this regard, ESCR-Net must continue to consistently insist that social movements are central to initiating, guiding, and leading collective efforts to secure human rights.  Many grassroots groups and social movements have similarly expressed the vital importance of wider networks and collaboration, including in putting pressure on multinational corporations or investors that are often headquartered in remote locations; challenging governmental abuses or inaction; mobilizing media attention; undertaking legal cases and effectively engaging regional and international mechanisms; and providing vital training and mutual learning exchanges.
IV. Obstacles and Opportunities

· Collective Struggle and Wider Alliances

Perhaps the greatest opportunity facing social movements is to identify the common challenges facing them and to unite across borders in collective struggles for social transformation.  This paper has already suggested a number of challenges or obstacles, several of which are further elaborated below, while also pointing to at least initial collaborations through the ESCR-Net Social Movement Working Group.  Notably, many social movements are also building connections through national and regional networks and even through international movements like Via Campesina.  Ideally, ESCR-Net provides an increasing effective vehicle to support or facilitate at least aspects of this collaboration and to ultimately help link these grassroots efforts with the resources of other ESCR-Net Members, whether NGOs or academics committed to securing economic, social and cultural rights.  As highlighted in the previous section, this must involve insisting and relying on a leadership base of social movements, as they organize against, analyze, and daily challenge human rights violations affecting their communities.  ESCR-Net Members must speak to and with, not for one another, debating substantive and strategic decisions with the analysis and leadership of grassroots groups at the center of those debates.  A number of social movements have spent years building extensive leadership development/political education programs and leadership structures that involve widespread participation in decision-making, which are valuable models for any organization committed to securing human rights.  These models have often questioned early movements based on single charismatic leaders, instead working to build the leadership potential and diverse skills of multiple members, insisting in many cases on gender equity and becoming increasingly attentive to other historical and social constructions, such as race or caste, that have been manipulated to divide movements.  In this regard, the human rights framework has often been valuable both in raising questions about the composition and governance of organizations and in articulating a common political vision.

Non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and academics have repeatedly been valuable allies of social movements.  For instance, as we drafted this paper, Suzanne highlighted the valuable relationship that the Comité de Emergencia Garifuna de Honduras had formed with Witness, another ESCR-Net Member and an NGO that specializes in training and assisting groups in the use of video to document and challenge human rights abuses.  However, NGOs and academics have periodically sidelined or undermined social movement struggles.  While some development NGOs have been complicit in the creation of largely unaccountable parallel states of service provision in many countries, often in the context of neoliberal structural adjustment, many advocacy-oriented NGOs have been pushed into a model of short-term, quantifiable gains (often demanded by funders) instead of long-term strategic analysis, community strengthening, and struggle.  In addition, many of these same NGOs have gravitated towards reform-oriented advocacy via multi-stakeholder dialogues, workshops, and legal mechanisms, instead of advocating transformation of unjust systems, which may be more resonant with the demands of the people for whom they claim to speak.  NGO expertise, often of middle-class and relatively well-educated staff members,
 is periodically allowed to substitute for accountability to persons affected by human rights violations, the construction of democratic organizations, or even widespread human rights education.  In extreme cases, NGOs have blocked the leadership of grassroots groups in coalitions, actively recruited important grassroots leaders (while government agencies have tried to co-opt others), and/or disingenuously claimed to represent the interests of those whom they have not fully consulted.  Critical without doubting the good intentions of most NGOs, Issa Shivji cautions NGOs against claiming to represent the people, acting as partners of government instead of pressuring governments to expand spaces for ‘popular livelihoods, popular participation and popular power’ in which working people and oppressed groups are central.
  Offering reflections on the limitations of Tanzanian NGOs, but arguably relevant more broadly, Shivji recently wrote:

Firstly, most of our NGOs are top-down organizations led by the elite…we did not develop as, nor have we managed to become, organic to the mass of the people, at least so far. …Secondly, we are not constituency or membership based organizations.  Even if we have a membership, this largely constitutes fellow members of the elite. Our accountability therefore is limited,… [Thirdly,] In many direct and subtle ways, those who fund us determine our agenda, or place limits on or reorient them. …In the NGOs, we hardly spend any time defining our vision in relation to the overall social and economic context of our societies.  Many of us tend to conflate NGOs with civil society organizations thus undermining the traditional member and class-based organizations of the working people, such as trade unions and peasant associations (2007:54-55).

While a full discussion would require much more space, it seems important to note that the prominence of NGOs, as well as the form and strength of grassroots organizations, has shifted significantly over time and in different locations.  Beginning in the 1980s, amid growing deregulation and technological advances, a number of scholars and activists began to note the emergence of transnational elite, even while unions were weakened and many peasant collectives faced with dispossession or at least falling prices.  Scholars examining urban movements in this period tended to observe that resistance was becoming increasingly localized and fragmented by narrow identity claims (Mollenkopf and Castells 1991).  Amid cuts in public spending and decentralization of remaining social services, the private sector and NGOs were called upon to fill increasing roles.  However, by the turn of the century, many academics and analysts were pointing to the emergence of new forms of network organization (including at the grassroots level) often with less centralized leadership structures, and related ‘netwar,’ which utilized advances in information technology (Arquilla and Ronfeldt 2001).  While ‘the potency and durability of network forms’ was initially emphasized, a couple recent studies have pointed to the challenges that face effective network styles of organization.  Marc Edelman has pointed to several obstacles that led to the ‘NGO-ization’ and ultimate demise of an important regional network in the mid-1990s, including different political orientations and leadership styles, ‘dependence on foreign donors,’ ‘meager gains from transnational activism and the continuing salience of national political struggles,’ and overly broad claims to representation (2005:33).  ESCR-Net has ideally learned both from successful networks and from challenges faced by other attempts to build international connections, as well as from its own experiences.  And many of its Members arguably recognize the importance of the Network in challenging human rights violations, often involving powerful international actors.  However, Edelman is helpful in encouraging networks—particularly those composed of social movements and NGOs—to continue to grapple with questions of accountability, representation, and participation.
  These same questions are also seemingly relevant as the ESCR-Net Social Movement Working Group and/or individual social movements consider collaborations with traditional trade unions and religious institutions.
  Finally, while producing and drawing on the analysis and direction of their own organic intellectuals, many social movements have built alliances with institutionally-based academics.
  While these experiences must regularly navigate different agendas and affiliations, some academics have been committed to producing ‘movement-relevant social theory’ (Bevington and Dixon 2005), utilizing their institutional bases to advance social struggle, and undertaking analysis that examines ‘the interaction of race, class, and gender, as well as the dialectic of oppression, resilience, and resistance’ within specific historical contexts and amid changing global forces (Mullings 2005:89).  

Despite multiple challenges, many grassroots groups are quick to highlight positive partnerships and coalitions.  Reflecting on multiple collaborations, Renji Joseph suggested that the Alliance for the Holistic and Sustainable Development of Communities (AHSDC) has found that social movement-NGO collaboration is most effective and constructive when it emerges from an institutional network of solidarity, shared commitments, and clearly spelled out roles within or outside the social movement.  AHSDC has been able to mobilize support, participation and collaboration from a number of NGOs, especially locally-based NGOs who play clearly defined roles—whether geographic, thematic, or practical—in supporting and advancing the movement. The uniting thread of the most successful collaborations is the ultimate identification on the part of the NGO with the movement and the NGO’s willingness to undertake a significant commitment to be an institutional vehicle of the movement.  As part of ongoing state repression, these allied NGOs face threats ranging from blacklisting by government departments to confiscation of assets and cancellation of official registrations. This is one factor that deters many NGOs from directly associating with social movements leading struggles for economic, social and cultural rights.  

While recognizing the potential of broad and constructive alliances with NGOs and academics, social movements are continually striving to find ways to connect with one another and magnify the power of their common struggles, particularly given the current international context.  However, there is often a tension between addressing the immediate needs of one’s community—including for survival and safety—and challenging the root causes and common international forces that threaten the well-being of many people around the world.  For instance, trade agreements may be largely responsible for undermining food security and sustainable agriculture around the world, but ensuring equitable distribution of food aid or securing land to develop and subsidize a local food system may seem more pressing when persons are hungry or uncertain of their next adequate, nutritious meal.  Structural issues, such as the imposition and impacts of neoliberal policies, may underlie the ability of a multinational corporation to successfully extract natural resources or exploit cheap labor, often with net negative impacts on affected communities, but a particular grassroots group may understandably focus its energies on changing or ending the activities of a specific corporation in its community.  As we wrote this paper, Suzanne Shende noted that the Comité, in its community organizing, does not normally use the language of neoliberal policies, unfair trade agreements, or unaccountable investment to frame their struggles, instead the starting point is normally local issues and immediate challenges, which might eventually and perhaps ideally lead to a broader and deeper analysis, connecting local problems to the impacts of larger policies.  Systemic issues are important but they may not resonate with all members immediately.  

A shared analysis, able to examine common underlying issues, will also need to grapple with issues of gender, which are central to the work of the Comité for instance, and processes of racialization, as was taken up at the World Conference Against Racism in 2001.  The construction of race and the manipulation of racism seemingly emerged with European colonial projects, creating justifications for dispossession and exploitation.  Faye Harrison offers the following definition: “Race is a socially constructed distinction, material relation, and dimension of social stratification that intersects with and is mutually constituted by class, gender, ethnicity, nation, and increasingly transnational location and identity” (2002:50).  While most now acknowledge that racial differences are not biological, ‘race’ has become increasingly coded in cultural terms or in ideas of national exclusion imposed on migrants.  In turn, racism, anti-immigrant hatred, or cultural essentialisms are often encouraged and manipulated to distract attention from structural issues and ‘the question of social and economic rights, which are controversial in their potentially profound implications for income and wealth redistribution’ (2002:53).  Similarly, despite its weakening position, US hegemony (and more recently, the collapse of its financial sector), as well as widespread economic inequality between the global North and South, are still significant factors shaping the world.  Inequality between countries is complemented by deepening inequality and impoverishment that increasingly exists within all countries.  Addressing the underlying causes of ongoing human rights violations, particularly economic and social rights violations, will require building unity among the poor, dispossessed, exploited and excluded across national boundaries.  Utilizing the human rights framework, this will presumably involve strengthening political education that addresses the historical roots and ongoing social construction of different types of oppression, attempting to build a common vision of substantive equality and human rights for all persons, which might ultimately involve examining and even transforming some of our economic and political structures. 
· International Political-Economic Context

Undoubtedly, some gains have emerged, but these too may be easily circumscribed due to international political and economic dynamics.  While international venues and institutions, particularly the United Nations, have encouraged participating groups to identify and articulate common priorities and strategies, they are often deeply contested spaces.  Since 2003, the UN Human Rights Council has been actively engaging with the issue of business and human rights, but ‘multi-stakeholder dialogues’ have given a strong voice to corporate actors and thus far favored voluntary initiatives complemented by stronger state responsibility.
 While the work of the UN Special Representative on Business and Human Rights may still produce some valuable recommendations, the strength of corporate presence within the United Nations is a source of concern.  Current corporate executives have become part of delegations to the Commission on Sustainable Development, and a former corporate lawyer has been appointed as the Executive Director of UNICEF.  Ann Veneman, the current Director, has helped negotiate key free trade agreements on behalf of the US; promoted genetically modified food as a director of Calgene, Inc. (later acquired by Monsanto); and served as US President George Bush, Jr.’s first Secretary of Agriculture.  Similarly, in July 2006, within days of TIAA-CREF, the largest US pension fund, withdrawing US$52.4 million from Coca-Cola for violating workers’ rights in Colombia (where union leaders had been killed at a Coca-Cola bottling factory), disregarding environmental rights in India, and marketing to children, UNDP announced a five-year, multi-million dollar partnership with Coca-Cola to provide clean drinking water in Turkey, Kazakhstan, Romania and Croatia.
  Following an unfortunately common pattern, the UN Global Compact warmly welcomed Coca-Cola as a member in March 2006, and then invited Neville Isdell, CEO of Coca-Cola, to deliver a keynote address at its Leaders Summit in Geneva, in July 2007.  By 2000, 51 of the largest 100 economies were corporations, comparing corporate sales to country GDPs, giving corporations immense power to influence governmental policies (Anderson 2000).  As highlighted above, a number of social movements have actively utilized the human rights and environmental mechanisms available at the United Nations, but there is an ongoing need to secure and expand these spaces, working to create more effective mechanisms for implementation and redress. 

These struggles are situated within a larger economic system, based on private property rights, free markets, and continuous competition for profit and thus cheaper labor, raw materials, and new consumers.  While productivity, efficiency and output have grown in much of the world, a corporation’s responsibility to its shareholders has become paramount under neoliberal policies, weakening the position of workers around the world and further endangering communities with alternative structures and values.  Governments must compete for investments, often prioritizing corporate interests over economic human rights.  Certain economic policies, including the deregulation of financial markets, have drastically increased the size and power of financial institutions, which are capable of moving capital rapidly across borders with growing ease yet through increasingly complex financial instruments, particularly with advances in information technology.  While disciplining governments to the agenda of financial interests, this has also led to more frequent and severe financial crises, whether in Mexico, Argentina, Asia, or now spiraling outwards from the United States.  Always seeking a profitable outlet for investment, speculating on commodities or real estate, capital is periodically destroyed or devalued, but the cost of this destruction tends to be pushed onto the weakest.
  In the present moment, the US housing and credit crisis not only threatens millions of US homeowners, ten percent owing more than their house is currently worth, but is also gradually endangering the economic well-being of multiple countries.  In turn, this financial crisis is intersecting with rising commodity prices, from food to petroleum, leading to food riots in dozens of countries and threatening to destroy all recent (if shallow) gains in overcoming poverty.  Attempting to understand the causes of these crises seems important to strategically building effective struggles for change.  For instance, are rising food prices due to speculation, increasing production of bio-fuels in the US, growing meat consumption in China, environmental problems associated with climate change, distribution and/or development issues?  And is the answer protectionism or open markets, the end of subsidies in wealthy countries or regulation, further scientific and technological innovations or a reinforcement of local and sustainable agriculture by small producers?  Obviously, financial markets and regulation are even more complex, but one simple question might be: should certain basic necessities be treated as rights instead of sources of profit, left to market competition to allocate?  Taxpayers in most high- and middle-income countries indirectly support government-created and regulated export credit agencies involved in the weapons trade, big dam projects, and oil pipelines, which negatively impact thousands of persons.  In Brazil, MAB has witnessed increased public financing of mega-energy and extractive projects through Brazil’s national development bank, BNDES, utilizing taxpayer money to finance perhaps a third of dam construction and maintenance, while in the US, billions of taxpayer dollars are supporting the war in Iraq.  In October 2008, taxpayers, first in the US and then throughout Europe and beyond, were informed by politicians that immense sums of government revenues would be used to bail-out financial institutions.  While this raises questions of resource allocation and redistribution, many still ask if it is possible to eliminate poverty and significantly fulfill economic human rights for over six billion people.  As one answer, a recent UN study calculated that every person in the world would control roughly US$20,500, if global household wealth were divided evenly, using data from 2000; however, it also found that two percent of the world’s population currently owns over half of all wealth (Davies 2007).
In turn, our economic system is seemingly intertwined or integrated with our political system.  State sovereignty has arguably been weakened by international trade and investment agreements and the related power of corporations and financial institutions, and many scholars have highlighted the multiple institutions, practices and effects that undermine the state as a coherent whole.  However, amid growing surveillance, criminalization and militarization, the state has certainly not disappeared, and its roles have arguably endured, both in securing ongoing consent to the prevailing political and economic order and in utilizing coercion or violent force when necessary to overcome opposition.  A significant portion of participants in the meetings in Kenya highlighted growing criminalization of dissent, violent repression, and intensified surveillance as significant issues impacting their movements.  While US economic power is seemingly in decline, it claims over 700 overseas military bases in 130 countries (Johnson 2004).  The situation in each country is undoubtedly different, forcing movements to assess the space in current laws, potential for legislative action, opportunities in their judicial system, and likely state responses.  Yet the human rights framework has arguably provided a legitimate, internationally recognized set of demands against the government, capable of mobilizing social movements with significant power to affect government decisions and even composition. 

· New Openings, New Tools

Finally, several opening and new tools emerged in writing this assessment, as groups pointed to particular areas of public attention, new venues for action and perhaps funding, or possibilities for integrating human rights into international debates.  In June 2008, the UN Human Rights Council adopted an Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), which is now pending adoption by the UN General Assembly.  This will create an individual complaint mechanism for victims of violations of the ICESCR, following a country’s ratification Optional Protocol.
  Highlighting another opening, the National Union of Domestic Employees (NUDE) emphasized recent ILO advocacy of ‘decent work,’ including a living wage, workplace security and safety, social protection, freedom to organize, and equal treatment, as the basis of social and economic progress.  Recognizing common challenges faced by the working class across the world and its increasingly interconnected fate, NUDE suggested that there is some momentum behind an international campaign for decent work.  Further, Tebtebba and Comité de Emergencia Garífuna de Honduras have both highlighted openings in the fields of the environment and climate change, with Tebtebba pointing to the Convention on Biological Diversity and the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change.
    Tebtebba has been facilitating capacity building around the Convention on Biological Diversity, encouraging communities to utilize openings provided by multilateral environmental conventions while insisting on the incorporation of indigenous and wider human rights and integrating local-level with global advocacy.  Engaging with the UNDP Equator Initiative on issues related to biodiversity and poverty reduction, Comité has advocated for participatory disaster risk reduction in the UN International Strategy for Disaster Reduction.  They have also used their credibility and experience in this field to argue for human rights and community leadership in disaster preparation, response and resilience when doing trainings for the World Bank.  Significantly, each of these openings also point to the possibility of new alliances with the environmental movement, labor unions, or even the women’s rights movement.

In addition, a number of social movements have effectively utilized new technologies and tools.  A number of social movements have worked to develop effective media campaigns, utilizing a wide array of internet, radio, and video technology to raise awareness of ongoing human rights violations and mobilize a wide range of alliances.  The Pakistan Fisherfolk Forum (PFF) has worked to build contacts with journalists, develop independent documentary films, and published regular newsletters and newspapers in Sindhi, Urdu and English.  Their media campaigns have helped to draw the attention of government policymakers, while working to connect and mobilize widespread fisherfolk communities.  However, PFF also continues to utilize theater as an important means of education and awareness-raising.  As highlighted above, the United Workers has used multiple internet technologies, from email groups to online video sites like YouTube to social networking sites like Facebook, as resources to mobilize support and spread their message.  Blogs and other Web 2.0 technologies that allow for user interaction and collaboration have also become useful tools for some social movement activists in engaging with widespread allies, who have access to computers and internet technology.  Finally, the meetings in Kenya, bringing together social movements from around the world to network and connect struggles, as well as a collective documentary film project being developed and partially shot at the meetings, continue to represent underdeveloped innovations and forms of organization.  This again seems to lead to questions of how ESCR-Net most effectively supports and connects different social movement struggles around the world, facilitating mutual learning and perhaps collective action.

V. Discussing a Strategic Agenda


In this draft, we have chosen to outline a series of questions, which emerge from the agenda that we have collectively developed for the strategy meetings in Kenya, with several participating grassroots groups.  These questions particularly relate to three intended discussions, including an evaluation of the Social Movement Working Group, an analysis of common challenges faced by social movements, and a discussion of effective and emerging human rights strategies.  Each of these discussions will ideally lay the groundwork for the social movements to consider aspects of a common strategic vision and related collective efforts during the final day of meetings.  With this in mind, we propose the following questions for consideration:

Evaluation of ESCR-Net Working Group and Other Collaborations 
· What have been the challenges of collective work?

· What have been the most successful outcomes or aspects of collective work or collaboration?

· How has ESCR-Net been helpful or perhaps a hindrance to collective work? 

· What are the best roles for ESCR-Net to play moving forward? How can the Working Group or the larger Network be improved for better, more sustained action and support to help overcome identified challenges? 

Identifying Common Challenges

· Several groups have suggested that more immediate daily struggles and specific demands predominate in their work, rarely providing space to make connections to larger economic and political trends.  Are there connections between gas flaring in the Niger Delta, violations of Western Shoshone sovereignty in attempts to create nuclear waste facilities, ongoing discrimination against Dalits in India, disaster-related land titling and credit schemes that undermine communal lands in Honduras, and/or welfare reform in the United States?  If so, what is the advantage of identifying these connections and developing shared analyses?

· How are these issues framed in different contexts? Has human rights language been effective in framing these issues?  What are the advantages of using a human rights framework?  What are the challenges of using human rights language, such as potential cooptation by the government, an association with Western property rights traditions, or the weakness of many human rights mechanisms?  How has framing issues from multiple angles been effective or potentially problematic, for instance human rights and environment, gender, economic justice, decent work, transparency, or disaster relief/prevention?  

· How does funding, media attention, or other factors affect framing and advocacy?  

· How are human rights commitments incorporated into the structure and governance of social movements?  For instance, how are the challenges of participation and transparency addressed?  Or how are issues of gender equity incorporated?

Effective and Emerging Human Rights Strategies 

· In reference to the most pressing common challenges that have been identified, what sorts of strategies, particularly human rights-related strategies, have been most valuable or effective helpful in confronting these challenges? How are these strategies and/or tactics developed and used in your struggles? 

· How has the leadership of people directly affected by human rights violations been involved/incorporated in your movement or grassroots group, and how have you ensured the importance of this leadership in broader coalitions, decisions affecting your community, etc? 

· In terms of taking up common challenges at a national, regional or ideally international level, perhaps through vehicle of ESCR-Net, what strategies have been or might be effective? 

· Particularly in terms of human rights, what strategic openings, opportunities, alternatives have been emerging, and how can social movements take advantage of these?

· What challenges or obstacles have impeded collaborations between social movements and NGOs, academics, religious institutions, or academics?  What elements have led to effective collaborations, collective actions, or solidarity efforts?  What types of collaboration, collective action, or solidarity might ESCR-Net most usefully attempt to facilitate?  What potential challenges might ESCR-Net face in attempting to mobilize support or collective action?  What principles and processes should be followed in initiating and implementing collaboration?  Are there certain priority mechanisms or capabilities that should be developed?
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� This has happened via the closing of the commons in England; colonialism and dispossession of indigenous peoples; African slavery and the construction of whiteness in the US; ongoing economic imperialism in search of markets, raw materials, and investment opportunities; and even the dynamics of nationalist projects (Wolf 1982).


� As bureaucracy concentrates ‘the material means of management in the hands of the master,’ Max Weber wrote, “The propertyless masses especially are not served by a formal ‘equality before the law’ and a ‘calculable’ administration, as demanded by ‘bourgeois’ interests” (1946: 221).  David Harvey has also pointed to a tension between demands for individual freedoms and calls for social justice, which require “social solidarities and a willingness to submerge individual wants, needs and desires in the cause of some more general struggle for, say, social equality or environmental justice,” fighting for conceptions of rights that are not complicit with neoliberalism and beholden to the logics of the territorial state and capital (2005:41).  


� The 1947 “Statement on Human Rights” of the Executive Committee of the American Anthropological Association (AAA) opposed the adoption of the UDHR based on its assertion of individual rights versus collective rights or the rights of cultures, in which individuals realize their personalities; the impossibility of qualitative evaluations of cultures, each of which has its own relative and equally valid set of standards and values; and the perceived imposition of ‘the values prevalent in the countries of Western Europe and America,’ which have historically justified exploitation and violence based on ’the white man’s burden’ (1947: 543).  Noting that the cultural relativism of the AAA statement failed to acknowledge ‘the common humanity or species being of all people,’ as well as the interdependence between and conflict within cultures, Terence Turner argues, “At this abstract level, it seems reasonable, if currently unfashionable, to posit the existence of universal features of humanness and thus culture…of universal principles of justice, equity and reciprocity as constituents of all cultures” (1997:278).  The AAA Committee for Human Rights, including Turner, issued a new Declaration on Anthropology and Human Rights in 1999, supporting the UDHR and arguing for ‘the universality of the human capacity for culture’ and for the right of individuals and groups ‘to produce, reproduce and change the conditions and forms of their physical, personal and social existence.’  Mahmood Mamdani argues that the challenge is ‘neither to deny separate histories nor to build on this separation.’  Instead he argues for distinguishing between cultural and political communities, or “between the past—several pasts—and a single future.  The single uniting feature of a political community is the commitment to building a common political future under a single political roof” (2002:42).


� Victoria Tauli-Corpuz. 13 September 2007, 61st Session of the UN General Assembly. Statement of Chair of the UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues on the Occasion of the Adoption of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. New York.  At: � HYPERLINK "http://www.tebtebba.org/tebtebba_files/ipr/undrip/UNPFIIChairGA.pdf" ��http://www.tebtebba.org/tebtebba_files/ipr/undrip/UNPFIIChairGA.pdf�. 


� As one example from wider grassroots struggles for human rights, Kensington Welfare Rights Union has historically worked with Special Rapporteurs on the Right to Adequate Housing and on Human Rights and Extreme Poverty to bring attention to US disregard for economic human rights, while leading marches to and holding rallies at the United Nations Headquarters in New York.


� Concessions for exploration and extraction are given over certain geographically defined regions or blocks; this concession was for Block 23, over 50 percent of which falls in Sarayaku territory.


� Sarayaku leaders attended the Amazon School for Human Rights and Environment, run by EarthRights International and CDES, both ESCR-Net Members.  Similarly, CDES and Acción Ecológica helped to organize exchanges between the Sarayaku and indigenous leaders from oil-affected regions.


� Since its founding in 1986, CONAIE mobilizations have shut down Quito, forcing the government to discontinue plans to privatize land and water--supported by the World Bank--while at least temporarily disrupting the activities of oil corporations intent on exploring and exploiting indigenous lands. 


� MOSOP continues to work in alliance with several human rights organizations, including Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch, the latter of which published a new report on the mismanagement of oil revenues in 2007 (see: � HYPERLINK "http://hrw.org/reports/2007/nigeria0107/" ��http://hrw.org/reports/2007/nigeria0107/�).  Similarly, in Nigeria, Stakeholder Democracy Network, another ESCR-Net Member, has been a long-time ally of MOSOP.


� Social and Economic Rights Action Center & the Center for Economic and Social Rights v. Nigeria. Cited as: Communication No. 155/96.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/caselaw_show.htm?doc_id=404115&country=13597&forum=African%20Commission%20on%20Human%20and%20People's%20Rights|" ��http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/caselaw_show.htm?doc_id=404115&country=13597&forum=African%20Commission%20on%20Human%20and%20People's%20Rights|�. 


� IACHR. Report 75/02, Case 11.140: Mary and Carrie Dann. US. 27 December 2002. 


� Western Shoshone Defense Project. 10 March 2006. Press Release: Western Shoshone Victorious at United Nations:  U.S. Found in Violation of Human Rights of Native Americans. Geneva. See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.wsdp.org/" ��http://www.wsdp.org/�.  


� Minister of Health v Treatment Action Campaign (TAC) (2002) 5 SA 721 (CC)


� EarthRights International and Center for Constitutional Rights have ongoing ATCA/TVPA/RICO cases pending in US courts against Royal Dutch/Shell for collusion in the execution of Saro Wiwa and the other members of the Ogoni 9 (see � HYPERLINK "http://ccrjustice.org/ourcases/current-cases/wiwa-v.-royal-dutch-petroleum,-wiwa-v.-anderson-and-wiwa-v.-shell-petroleum-d" ��http://ccrjustice.org/ourcases/current-cases/wiwa-v.-royal-dutch-petroleum,-wiwa-v.-anderson-and-wiwa-v.-shell-petroleum-d�).


� For instance, Government of the Republic of South Africa. & Ors v Grootboom & Ors 2000 (11) BCLR 1169 (CC) and Minister of Health v Treatment Action Campaign (TAC) (2002) 5 SA 721 (CC).  Details of these cases are available in the ESCR-Net Caselaw Database, at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/" ��http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/�.  In a more recent 2008 decision, Mazibuko v. City of Johannesburg, the Johannesburg High Court ruled that Johannesburg’s practice of forcibly installing prepayment water meters in Phiri, Soweto is unconstitutional, ordering the city to provide the residents with 50 litres of free water per person per day.  


� See, for example, cases related to indigenous land rights before the IACHR (including: Enxet-Lamenxay and Kayleyphapopyet (Riachito). Case Nº 11.713. Report No. 90/999; and Comunidad Yanomami. Caso Nº 7615. Resolución Nº 12/85.)  For these and other cases: ESCR-Net Caselaw Database, � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/" ��http://www.escr-net.org/caselaw/�.


� Since the adoption of the Draft UN on the Responsibilities of Transnational Corporations and Other Business Enterprises with Regard to Human Rights by the Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights in 2003, yearly discussions at the Human Rights Commission and now Council have involved the appointment of a Special Representative on Business and Human Rights, who has undertaken several studies and a few multi-stakeholder consultations.


� CIW led a successful nationwide boycott of Yum! Brand Foods, parent company of Taco Bell, followed by victorious boycotts of McDonald’s and Burger King, forcing both corporations to pay one penny more per pound of tomatoes picked by farm workers in Florida.  Articulating their demands as issues of workers’ rights and more broadly human rights, CIW mobilizes students, religious leaders, celebrities, human rights organizations and other allies across the country, via a successful internet strategy, creative targeting of brand images, and repeated bus tours to raise public awareness.  In April 2008, CIW testified before the US Senate, challenging the Florida Tomato Growers Exchange that has attempted to block implementation of their agreements with Yum and McDonald’s, while simultaneously undertaking a living wage boycott against Burger King that successfully concluded in May 2008.  In addition to securing the human rights of their own members, CIW has played a significant role in the successful prosecution of six cases of ‘modern-day slavery’ in the fields of Florida, securing the freedom of over 1,000 workers and co-founding of the national Freedom Network USA to Empower Enslaved and Trafficked Persons.  A community-based organization, founded and led by largely Latino, Haitian, and Mayan Indian farm workers, CIW has received the 2003 Robert F. Kennedy Human Rights Award and World Hunger Year's 2006 Harry Chapin Self-Reliance Award, among others.  For more information on UW and CIW, see: � HYPERLINK "http://unitedworkers.org/" ��http://unitedworkers.org/� and � HYPERLINK "http://ciw-online.org/" ��http://ciw-online.org/�.  


� For an overview of Narmada Bachao Andolan’s struggle around the Maheshwar Dam, see a case study written by ESCR-Net, at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=431281&attrib_id=13455" ��http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=431281&attrib_id=13455�. 


� MAB. August 2007. Rio Madeira Hydroelectric Plants: Energy for What and for Whom? Brazil. � HYPERLINK "http://www.mabnacional.org.br/english/materiais/cartilha_riomadeira_ing.pdf" ��http://www.mabnacional.org.br/english/materiais/cartilha_riomadeira_ing.pdf�. 


� See Pakistan Fisherfolk Forum website, at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.pff.org.pk/" ��http://www.pff.org.pk/�, particularly � HYPERLINK "http://www.pff.org.pk/article.php3?id_article=158" ��http://www.pff.org.pk/article.php3?id_article=158�.  See also Gulmina Bilal. February 2007. “Down the Drain.” Newsline (Pakistan). � HYPERLINK "http://www.newsline.com.pk/NewsFeb2007/environmentfeb2007.htm" ��http://www.newsline.com.pk/NewsFeb2007/environmentfeb2007.htm�. 


� A diary of these solidarity visits, written by Suzanne Shende, is available on the ESCR-Net Website, at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=427019" ��http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=427019�. 


� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=494168" ��http://www.escr-net.org/actions/actions_show.htm?doc_id=494168�.  For a more detailed report from MOSOP, UNEP – Ogoni Engagements: The Failures The Opportunities (2007), see: � HYPERLINK "http://www.mosop.net/Archivesfiles/UNEPOGONIENGAGEMENT.pdf" ��http://www.mosop.net/Archivesfiles/UNEPOGONIENGAGEMENT.pdf�. 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/actions_more/actions_more_show.htm?doc_id=575023" ��http://www.escr-net.org/actions_more/actions_more_show.htm?doc_id=575023� 


� Perhaps reasonably, many NGO positions require a university degree in law, international affairs or other fields, yet this values a particular type of knowledge and expertise, notably largely inaccessible to many grassroots leaders from poor and working class families.  In turn, many NGOs tend to specialize in particular areas of advocacy. 


� Issa Shivji is the Mwalimu Julius Nyerere Research Chair in Pan-African Studies of the University of Dar es Salaam, as well as the keynote speaker at the ESCR-Net Strategy Meeting and General Assembly.


� International gatherings, often producing declarations and generating new networks, have had to also grapple with their purpose and goals.  Founders and organizers of the World Social Forum continue to debate its purpose and ideal evolution (Cassen 2005).


� Particularly via the ESCR-Net Corporate Accountability Working Group, initial collaborations between social movements and more traditional unions have taken place, and several individual social movements participating in the Kenya meetings have formed their own alliances with unions, often recognized as fellow social movements.  On a different front, religious institutions have both been valuable allies and detrimental forces in different contexts.  Various Christian churches have been vital allies in particular struggles within the US, including the living wage struggles of the United Workers and the Coalition of Immokalee Workers.  Similarly, a 35-year-old association of 275 faith-based institutional investors that has collaborated with the ESCR-Net Corporate Accountability Working Group, the Interfaith Center for Corporate Responsibility brings 200 shareholder resolutions against corporations each year for human rights and environmental violations, often working closely with social movements.  Many social movements have also affiliated with the faith-based coalition, Jubilee South, supported by the Pope, in calling on the World Bank and IMF for debt cancellation.  However, other social movement leaders have had to deal with family and friends being pulled away from struggle by Pentecostal Christian churches that call for devotion to the next life and acceptance of suffering in the world, while others have faced conflicts with religious charities.


� Writing as a leftist leader imprisoned by Italian fascists in the years before World War II, Antonio Gramsci suggested that every social group organically creates a “strata of intellectuals which give it homogeneity and an awareness of its own function not only in the economic but also in the social and political fields” (2000:301).  These organic intellectuals play educational, directive and organizational role within movements.


� Additionally, the trend of donors and prizes favoring ‘multi-stake holder successes’ leaves communities, which face human rights violations involving the private sector and government, at a triple disadvantage.


� Business and Human Rights Resource Centre. “Largest US pension fund sells $52.4 million of Coca-Cola stock due to human rights & environmental concerns.” � HYPERLINK "http://www.business-humanrights.org/Links/Repository/452452" ��http://www.business-humanrights.org/Links/Repository/452452�. “UNDP & Coca-Cola launch 5-year clean drinking water partnership in CIS/Europe.” � HYPERLINK "http://www.business-humanrights.org/Links/Repository/464765" ��http://www.business-humanrights.org/Links/Repository/464765�.  For more information on Coca-Cola and its alleged violations of human rights, see: � HYPERLINK "http://www.indiaresource.org/" �www.indiaresource.org� and � HYPERLINK "http://www.killercoke.org/" �www.killercoke.org�.


� For an excellent overview of financial crises, as well as ‘spatio-temporal fixes,’ see (Harvey 2007).


� Notably, the US, which has not yet ratified the ICESCR, retains immense influence at the United Nations, where it contributes over 20 percent of budgets.  For countries that have ratified the ICESCR, organizations must struggle for ratification of the Optional Protocol.  See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.escr-net.org/resources/resources_show.htm?doc_id=431553" ��http://www.escr-net.org/resources/resources_show.htm?doc_id=431553�. 


� Both Conventions were adopted at the UN Conference on Environment and Development (or Earth Summit) in Rio de Janeiro, in 1992, with the latter amended by the Kyoto Protocol in 1997.
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