WOMEN’S VIEWS
on the Earth Charter

“The new development model, based on the sense of interconnectedness
that the Earth Charter embodies, brings together much of what the
women’s movement has learned in its struggles against patriarchal eco-
nomic and social institutions, and the violence against women and the
carth itself inherent in that patriarchy. The Boston Research Center for
the 21st Century has provided a welcome opportunity for women activ-
ists to reflect on the intimate relationship between the women’s agenda
and the agenda of the Earth Charter.”

[from the Introduction by Elise Boulding
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Since the spring of 1997 when the Boston Research Center for the
218t Century (BRU) hosted a series of conferences on world reli-
gtons and ecology with the goal of helping to “torge an cthic across
traditions,” our attention has turned to the Parth Charter. An
carly draft of this “people’s treary” was presented at the February
conference in our serics by Steven Rockefeller, a professor of reli-
gion at Middlebury College who, on behalf of the Farth Council,
1s coordinating worldwide consultations on the document. For
these who may be encountering the Earth Charter for the fiesr
time, we have Included in the front section of this bookler a re-
print of the fatest Benchmark Draft (page 11) as well as an excel-
lent overview by Protessor Rockeleller of the Larth Charter pro-
cess (page i5). At the end of the overview is contacr information
for submitting comments on the draft and a list of the members
of the Barth Charter Commission, co-chaired by Maurice Strong
and Mikhail Gerbachev.

So far this year, the BRC has sponsored two consultations de-
voted io the Farth Charter. The first was held in June for those
who auended our conference serics and expressed interest in the
Charter. "This bookler includes the proceedings of our second
consultation, held on September 19th. The gathering brought
together 34 women lzaders from the Boston area, who are acrive
in peace, social justice, and environmental causes. To highlight the
Earth Charter’s importance to wornen, we arranged for presenta-
tons reflecting 2 variety of perspectives from women leaders whose
efforts will be vital vo the Charter’s furuse progress as a citizens’
ereary. Bach perspective, provided in these pages, is unique and
adaed an imporeant dimension to eur understanding. The open
discussion thai {ollowed was all oo short. Most agreed we only
scratched the surface of what we would have liked to explore that
day. Our hope is thar by publishing these “women's views,” we
will provide a siarting point for numereus other dialogues among
women everywhere that will take up where this one leaves off.

A striking feature of this consultation was the strong spirit of
soildarity that pervaded the gathering. It showed in the readiness
with which the presenters came together, the open-hearted atmo-
sphere of the discussion, and the sponzaneous jolning of hands
that sent 15 on our way at day’s end. This is an anspicious sign,

d3Vd4d34d

il



PREFACE

since human solidarity is exactly what will be nceded for people
to transform the unsustainable political, social, 2and cconomic sys-
tems in which our lives are embedded. In commenting on the
daunting obstacles that stand in the way of the fundamental shifi
in direction the Earch Chareer invokes, the founder of the Boston
Research Center, Buddhist peace activist and author Daisaku leeda,
cbserved in a recent peace proposal that a living Earth Charrer
will be “proof that human beings possess the courage and wisdom
as well as unshakable solidarity to determine our own destiny,”

We are especially grateful to Soon-Young Yoon for the advice
and counsel she gave us 1a arranging the day’s program, to Maximo
Kalaw for opening the discussion on behalf of the Farth Council,
and to Elise Boulding for giving a context 1o the proceedings in
her inspiring introduction.

e Virginia Straus

Introduction

by Elise Bowlding

The journcy from the UN Charter to the Earth Charger has been
an estraordinary half-ceneury odyssey of growing awareness abour
the nature of human society and its relationship to the earth com-
munity. Maximo Kalaw cloquently informs us of this journey in
his opening presentation to a group of concerned women activists
who met to discuss the Earth Charter. It hds been a bumpy course,
burdened with strenucus resistance and denial on the part of the
old internationalists who have felt that the politics of security could
take care of the many problems that have kepr arising in chis new
“UN workd.” It was hard enough to move from states’ rights wo
human rights, and from human rights 1o av acknowledgment that
these included women’s rights. But to talk about carth rights, abour
an carth community inclusive of all living things, to be recognized
and respecred as onc indivisible community, this has met with great
resistance.

It is signiticant that the opening wedge for this new awareness
came from the failures of the UN development decades and the
stunning discovery that this failure stemmed in large part from plan-
ners ignorance of the fact that women were doing from 70 to 8o
percent of the farming in the Two-Thirds World, to say nothing of
heavy manudi lubor, reproduction, care and feeding of families. Ac
the same time, all development assistance was going to men!

The small international women’s movement that had already
struggled for a century to give voice to the women vicrims of the
new urban poverty generated by industrialization and recurring wars,
suddenly took on new life. It became the vital force calling for a
whole new approach to development~~human development—based
on equal participation of women and men in the decisions that
shape the economic, political, and social cenditions of life locally,
regionally, and internadonally. Unconstrained by an economistic

view of development, the new women’s movement insisted that the
goals of equality, development, and pcace were inseparable aspects
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of the development problematique. They also soon discovered that
the environmental destruction involved in the military-industrial
model of development, and its hi-tech post-industrial form, seri-
ously threarencd all three goals. At the same time, the spirituaily
grounded ccofeminist movement articulated new visions of the
planer as a community of interconnected species and new awarc-
ness of the evolutionary potential of this communiry.

The new development model, based on this sense of inrer-
connectedness that the Farth Charter embodies, brings rogether
much of what the women’s movement has learned in its struggles
against patrtarchal economic and social institutions, and the vio-
lence against women and the earth itself inherent in that patrias-
chy. The Boston Research Center for the 215t Cenrury has provided
a welcome opportunity for women activists to reflect on the inti-
mate relationship between the women's agenda and the agenda of
the Barth Charter. Evidences of feminist creativity, and feminist
strategy, are everywhere in the Charter. One example is the dedi-
sion to treat the Charter as a citizens’ treary, a fait accompli, since its
several million signatories arc already commiiied tp carrying ic out
in their personal behavior, The UN is only asked to endorse an al-
ready existing ireaty! Patricia Mische, who has worked to develop
the Earth Charter from its first beginnings, explains that this repre-
sents a soft Jaw” approach t6 the aceeprance of the concepr of earth
as an interdependent communirty of life, through the establishment
of new norms and principles. In time, “hard law,” embodicd in
legislavion, can follow,

Susan Davis, by comparing the right of the earth to have its
health and regencrative capacity protected to the right of women to
have their health and regencrative capacity protected, provides an-
other example of feminist strategy-—the creartive use of metaphor.
The need for the new feminism to be strengghened by closer bond-
ing between women of the North and women of the Sourh, includ-
ing the indigenous women of the South, is brought our strongly by
both Esmeralda Brown and Beatiiz Schulthess as they emphasize
how much northern women have still to learn in order to become
fully aware members of the carth community. The life expericnce
of most “northerners” is limited by the technological shells they
inhabit. The knowledge of those who have lived closer to the plants,
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animals, birds, and other teachers in the earth community needs o
be listened to and learned from. In my own presentation I raise the
guestion of the changes in schooling practices needed in the North
to prepare childien to Live in the earth community and respond
its changes in the twenty-first century.

Certain assumptions about living simply and limiting consump-
tion are widely shared in these pages, but translared differently from
different culeural perspectives. Schulthess warns against defining
subsistence living as poverty, if that living represents the desired
way of life of a given group. Meditation on the many dimensions
and meanings that can be found in the concept of carth rights, as
compared to conventional definitions of human rights, opens up
new understandings of the extent of the changes that lie before us,
Soon-Young Yoon, in her discussion of 2 “bill ot rights for Marher
Nacure,” tells us that the feminist vision can easily be enlarged to
include all of the community of life, The very fact that iv will need
ro be enlarged presents a challenge that few of us have fully faced.
The commirment to valuc-change, 1o consciousness-change, and
o behavioral change that is so clearly expressed in the ralks that
follow is impressive, as is the awareness of the need for vision and
accepting responsibility for the future. The task now is to open
ourselves to change bevond what we can casily imagine. One con-
crete result of this consultation is the recognition, reflectzd in the
discussion that followed the presentations, of 2 serious new educa-
tional agenda: many, many gatherings ke this will be needed in
local communities around the world o help prepare women, as
well as men, to become courageous, mindful, and joyful partici-
pants in the continuing process of evolutionary change of cur earth
COMIMNILY.



The Earth Charter

BENCHMARK DRAFTY

Approved ai Rio+s — March 18, 1997

Earch is our home and home to all living beings. Larth iwsell is
alive. We are part of an evolving universe. Human beings are megm-
bers of an interdependent community of life with 2 magnificent
diversity of lifc forms and cultures. We are humbled before the beauty
of Earth and share a reverence for life and the sources of our being.
We give thanks for the heritage that we have received from past
generarions and embrace our responsibilities to present and furure
generations,

The Barth Community stands ar a defining moment. The bio-
sphere 1s governed by laws that we ignore at our 0\:~'n!peri1. Human
beings have acquired the ability w radically alter the environment
and evolurionary processes. Lack of foresight and misuse of knowl-
edge and power threaten the fabric of life and the toundarions of
local and global security. There is great violence, poverty, and suf-
fering in our world. A fundamental change of course is needed.

"The choice s before us: to care for Earih or 10 participare in the
destruciion of ourschves and the diversity of life. We must reinvent
industrial-technological civilization, finding new ways to balance
setf and community, having and being, diversity and unicy, short-
rerm and long-termy, using and nururing,

In the midst of all our diversity, we arc one humanity and one
Barth family with a shared destiny. The challenges before us require
an inclusive ethical vision. Partnerships must be forged and coop-
cration fostered at local, bioregional, national, and international
levels. In solidarity with one another and the community of life, we
the peoples of the world commit ourselves to action guided by the
following interrclated prineiples:

. Respect Earth and all life. Earth, each life form, and all living
betngs possess intrinsic valiue and warrant vespect independently
of ther utilitarian value to Inenanity.
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. Care for Earth, proteciing and resioring the diversity, integ-

rity, and beauty of the planet’s ecosystems. Where theve is risk of
irveversible or serious damage ta the environment, precaution-
ary action mist be taken to prevent havim.

. Live sustainably, promoting and adopting medes of consump-

tios, prodicction, and reproduction that respect and safeguard
human rights and the regenerative caparities of Earth,

. Establish justice and defend without discrimination the vight

of all people to life, fberty, and security of person within an
envivenment adequate for healib and spivitnal weil-being.
Peaple have a right io potable water, clean aiv, uncontaminated
setl, and food securiy.

. Share equitably the benefits of natural resource use and a heaithy

gﬂl}.’:}'ﬂn?ﬂ{??zf Q?}'ﬁaﬁg tt{’f ?.’ﬂff:&'?zf, &é‘;ﬁ{feeﬂ f‘iﬁ‘i) ﬁ?ﬁ({}?@@?’; é(."
tween males and females, between present and futire genera-
tions, and internalize alf envivonmenial, social, and economic

COSES,
L)

Pramote social development and financial systems that create
and mainiain sustainable lveliboods, evadivate poverry, and
strengthen local communities.

. Practice non-violence, recognizing that peace is the wholeness

creared by harmownious and balanced relationskips with one-
self, other persons, other I e forms, and Earth.

. Strengthen processes that empower people to participate effec-

tively in decision-making, and ensure transpavency and account-
akility in governance and administration in alf sectors of
society.

. Reaffirm that indigenous and Tribal Peoples bave « vital vole

in the care and protection of Moather Earth. They bave ihe vight
te retatn their spirituality, knowledge, lands, tervitories, and
YESOUPCES.

Affirm that gender equality is a prevequisite for sustainable
development.

Boston Research Center for ihe 205t Century

11, Secure the right to sexnal and reproductive bealth, with special
concern for wemen and girds,

12, Prowoie the participation of youth as accountable agents of
change for local, bioregional, and global sustainabiiiry.

3. Advance and pus to use scientific and other types of knewledge
and technologies that prowmote sustainable living and protect
the envivonment,

14. Ensure that people throughous their lives have opporiunities to
acquive the knowledge, values, and practical skills needed to
build sustainable comnmunities.

t5. Treat all crectuves with compassion and protect them from cru-
elty and wanton destruction.

16. Do not de ta the environment of others what you do not want
dene to your environment.

17. Protect and vestore places of erestanding ecological, culrural,
aesthetie, spivitual, and scientific significance,

18, Cultivate and act with a sense of shared vesponsibility for the
well-being of the Earth Communizy. Fvery persen, institution,
and government bas a duty to advance the indivisible goals of
Justice for all, sustainability, world peace, and respect and care
Jor the larger community of life.

Embracing the values in this Charter, we can grow into 2 family
of cultures that allows the potental of all persens to unfold in har-
mony with the Earth Community. We must preserve a strong faith
in the possibilities of the human spirit and a deep sense of belong-
ing to the universe. Qur best actions will embody the integration of
knowledge with compassion.

In order 1o develop and implement the principles in this Char-
ter, the nations of the world should adopt as a first step an interna-
tional convention that provides an integsated legal framework for
lasting and futurc environmental and sustainable development law
and policy,



The Earth Charter

AN OCVERVIEW

by Steven Rockefeller

It is the objective of the Earth Charter to set forth an inspiring
vision of the fundamental principles of a glohél partnership for sus-
tainable development and environmental conservation. ‘Vhe Farth
Charter initiative reflects the conviction that a radical change in
humanigys arttudes and values is essential to achieve social, eco-
nomic, and ecological well-being in the twenty-first century. The
Earth Charter project Is part of an international movement to clarify
humanicy’s shared values and o develop a new global ethics, ensur-
ing effecive buman ceoperation in an interdepedent world.

There have been numerous Earth Charter consuléations and ef-
forrs to draft a Charter over the past ten years. An Barch Chacrer
Cominission has recently been formed by the Farth Council and
Green Cross [nternational. The Commission has prepared a Bench-
mark Draft Farth Charter, and it plans ro cireulate a final verston
of the Charter as a people’s treaty beginning in mid-1998. The Char-
ter will be submitted to the United Nations (General Assembly in
the year 2000.

i. Historical Background, 1945-1992

"The role and significance of the Earth Charter are best under-
stood tn the context of the United Nations’ ongoing cfforts ro iden-
tify the fundamenral principles essential 10 world sccurity. When
the UN was established in 1945, its agenda for world sccurity em-

hasized peace, human righrs, and equitable sociocconomic devel-
opment. No mention was made of the environmenz as a common
concern, and lirfle attention was given (o ecological well-being in
the UN's early years, However, since the Stockbolm Conference on
the Hluman Environment in 1972, ecological securisy has emerged
as a fourth major concern of the United Nadons.

Starting with the Stockholm Declaration, the nations of the world
have adepred a number of declavations, chariers, and treaties that
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seek o build a global alliance rhar effectively integrates and bal-
ances development and conservation. In addition, a variety of non-
governmental organizations have drafred and circulated their own
declarations and people’s treatics. These documents reflect a grow-
ing awareness that humaniry’s social, economic, and environmen-
ral problems and goals are interconnected and require integrated
solutions. The Farth Chareer initiative builds on these cffores.
The Werld Charter for Nature, which was adopted by the UN
General Asscrbly in 1982, was a progressive declaration of ecologi-
cal and ethical principles for its time. [t remains a stronger docu-
mext than any that have followed from the point of view of envi-
ronmental cthics, However, in its 1987 repore, Our Common Future,
the UN World Commission on Fnvironment and Development
(WCED) tssued a call for “a new chartes” thar would “consolidace
and extend relevant fegal principles,” creating “new norms. .. necded
ro maintain livelihoods and life on our shared planet™ and “to guide
state behavior in rhe transition ro sustainable development.” The
WWCED also recommended thar the new charter “be ;ubsuiucni'ly
expanded into a Convention, sctring our the ‘-(J'\"Cl‘ei%rl rights and
reciprocai responsibilities of all states on LthzoﬂillcPtaf protection
and sustainable development,” .
The WCELD recommendations, together Nith deepening envi-
ronmental and ethical concerns, spurred efforts in the late 19803 to
create an Hasth Charter, However, before any UN action was initi-
ated on the Harth Charter, the Commission on Environmental Law
of the World Conservation Union (TUCN) drafted the convenrion
proposed in Gur Common Future. The JUCN Draft Internarional
Covenanton Environment and Development presents an integrated
legal framework for existing and Ffuture internarional and national
cnvtronmental and sustainable development law and policy. Fven
hough the IUCN Draft Covenant was presented at the United
Nations in 1995, official negntiations have not yer begun on this
treaty which many environmentalists believe ts urgently necded to
clarify, synthesive, and further develop inrernacional sustainable
development law.
The United Nations Conlerence on Environment and Develop-
menrt (LINCED), the Farth Summir held in Rio de Janciro in 1992,
did rake up the challenge of drafring the Fareh Charrer, A number

Boston Research Center for the 215t Century

of governmenis prepared eccommendations. Many nongovernmen-
tal organizations, including groups representing the major faiths,
became actively involved. While the resuliing Rio Declaration on
Environment and Development is 2 valuable docurment, it falls short
of the aspirations that many groups have had for the Earth Charcer.
It does not reaffirm commiiment co the World Charter for Nature,
and its anthropocentric emphasis s a step back from. the more bal-
anced approach of the World Charter for Narure, The Rio Declara-
tion does call for the protection and restoration of ecosystems, but
xl. dDC'i NGt "{lﬁ}.fﬂ i?h(:‘ llltriﬂbl(., Vi lll(.. O{‘ 3” Il{"‘c iOl‘mS qi‘d ar LICH ate
clearly a p[TI wciple of respect for nature. Unless human beings adopt
an attitude of respeer for Earth and come to appreciate the intrinsic
value of all life, it is undikely chat they will make the radical changes
in behavior required to achicve protection of the environment and
a sustainable civilizaton.

1. The Earth Charter Project, 1994-2000

A new Earth Charier inttiative began in 1994 under the leader-
ship of Maurice Strong, the former Secretary General of UNCED
and chairman of the newly formed Barth Council, and Mikhail
Gorbachev, acting in his capacity as Chairman of Green Cross In-
ternational. The Earth Council was created to pursue the unfin-
ished business of UNCED and ro promote 1mplcmr—*m.n|0v1 of
Agenda 21, the Earth Summirs action plan. Jim MacNeill, former
Secretary General of the WC FD, and Prime Minister Ruod Lub-
bers of The Netherlands were inscrumental in facilitating the orga-
nizarion of the new Barih Charter project. Ambassador Mohqmcd
Sahnoun of Algeria served as the executive director of the project
during its mmaj pndse, and its firse internacional workshop was
held at the Peace Palace in The Hague in May 1995. Representatives
from thirry countries and more than scventy different organiza-
tions participated in the workshop, Following this event, the secre-
tariat for the Harth Charter project was established at the Earth
Council in San José, Costa Rica.

A worldwide Earch Charrer consultation process was organized
by the Farth Councll in connecrion with its independent Rio+s
review in 1996 and 1997. The Rio+s review was organized 1o comple-
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ment and contribute to the official s-year review of UNCED) that.
culminated with Farth Summic [T, inve lving a UN General Assem-
bly Special Session in June 1997. The objective of the independent
and official reviews was to assess progress toward sustainable devel-
optnent since the Rio Larth Summit and o develop new parrner-
ships and plans for implementation of Agenda 21. The Larth Char-
ter consulration process engaged men and women from all sectors
of society and all cultures in contributing to the Earth Charter’s
development. A special program was created to contact and invelve
the world’s religions, interfaith organizations, and leadin g religious
and erthical thinkers. An indigenous peoples network was also orga-
nized by the Farth Council.

Farly in 1997, an Farth Charter Commission was formed 1o over-
see the project. The twenty-three members were chosen on the ba-
sis of their commitment to the cause and their ability to advance
the projece. They represent the major regions of the world and dif-
ferent sectors of society. The co-chairs include Kamla Chowdiiry of
the Cenrre for Science and the Environmen:, New Delhi {Asia);
Mikha#l Giorbachev of the International Foundation for Socio-Eco-
nomic and Politcal Studies, Moscow (Europc)\; Mercedes Sosa, a
performing artist from Buenos Aires {Latin America); Maurice
Strong (North Amecrica); and General Amadon Toumani Touré,
former president of Mali (Africa).

The Commission issued a Benchmark Draft Farth Charrer in
Match 1997 at the conclusion of the Rio+s Forum in Rio de Janeiro,
The Jorum was organiced by the Earth Council as parr of irs inde-
pendent Rio+s review, and it brought rogether more than soo rep-
resentatives from civil soclety and national councils of sustainable
development, The Benchmark Draft reflects the many and diverse
contributions received through the consulation process and from
the Rio+s Forum. The Commission extended the Eacth Charter
consultation untl early 1998, and the Benchmark Drraft js being
circulated widely as 2 document in progress. [t is hoped that many
organizations will conduct their own workshops on the Benchmark
Drraft and report their findings and recommendations to the Earth
Council. A number of wotkshops and conferences in different re-
gions of the world have taken place and many more arc being
planned.

Boston Fescarch Center for the 21t Ceniury

At the end of the consulration period, a final version ot the Earth
Charter will be prepared. The Commission is scheduled to announce
the final version after its June 1998 meeting. 'I'here will then follow
a period of advocacy on behalf of the Earth Charter widh the goal
of enlisting widc support for the document and its principles in
civil society, religious communities, and national councils of sus-
tainable development. Special effores will be made to promote the
adoption of Farth Charter values in all sectors of society and ro
in Leigratc Farth Charrer values into educational programs. With a
demonstration of wide popular support, it is hoped that the Earth
Charter will be endorsed by the Unized Nations General Assembly
in the year 2000.

1. The Earth Charter Concept

A consensus has developed that the Farch Charrer should be:
a statement of fundamental principles of enduring significance that
are widely shared by people of all races, cultures, and religions; a
refatively bricfand concise document composed in a language that
is inspiring, clear, and meaningful in all tongues; the articulation of
a spiritual vision that reflects universal spicitual values, including
but not limited to echical values; 2 call 1o action that adds signifi-
cant new dimensions of value to what has been expressed in eatlier
relevant documents; a people’s charter that serves as a universal code
of conduct for ordinary citizens, educarors, business exccutives, sci-
entists, religious leaders, nongovernmental organizations, and na-
rional councils of sustainable development; and a declaration of
principles thar can serve as a “seft law” document ifendorscmc.nt
by the UN General Assembly can be secured. It is hoped ehat the
Farth Charter will inspire regional, national, tocal, religious, and
orher groups to develop their own charters that give expression to
the universal vafues of the Barch Charter within 2 framework and
in a language appropriate to their distinctive traditions. The Earth
Council will actively promote this process.

The Earth Chareer concentrates on fundamental principles. It
does not seek to set forth the many practical and legal implications
of these principles. It leaves to the IUCN Draft Covenant on Envi-
ronment and Development and other hard law treattes 10 lay outin
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full the legal principles thar should guide state behavior and inter-
state reL.noqs The Harth Charter endeavors to complement and
suppert the IUCN Draft Covenant by making clear the funda-
meneal principles that are the ethical foundation for the Covenant.
Inaddition, when the Barth Charter is finalized it will be ¢ accompa-
nied by supporting materials thar discuss the goals and acrions that
will lead 1o implementation of Charter pnnupies‘

"The Earth Charter Commission does not plan to turn the draft-
ing of the Earth Charter over to a formal intergovernmental Bro-
cess. It attaches special Importance to the roic of the Charter as a
people’s meary, and it is concerned to ensure a very strong docu-
ment that reflects the emerging new global cthics. TN endorse-
ment ofrhe Earth Charter is an important objective, However, quite
apart from the UN, the Earth Charter can serve as a powerful in-
fluence for change.,

The Farth Charter project draws upon a variety of resources,
inciuding ecology and other contemporary sciences, the world’s
religions and philosophical rraditions, rhe growing lireraturc on glo-
bal ethics and the ethics of environment and develop sment, the prac-
tical expetience of people living susrainably, as well as relevant in-
tergovernmenial and nongovernmental declacations and treasics,
At the heart of the emerging new global crhics and the Farth Chat-
ter is an cxpanded sense of community and moral responsibility
rhat embraces all people, futnre generations, and the iargcr com-
munity of life on Farth. Among the values affirmed by the Bench-
mark Dialt are: respect for Far th and all life; proreciion and resto-
razion of the diversity, integrity, and beauty of Fardrs ccosysterns;
sustainable productien, consumption, and reproduction; respect
fos hurean rights, including the ‘"Whl to an envitonment adequate
for human digi‘iu’ and well-being; cradication of povergy: nenvio-
leng probicm solving and peace; the equitable shar ing of Earth's
resouices; democratic participarion in decision making; gender
equality; accountzbility and wansparency in adminisrrarion: the
advancement and application of knowledge and technologies that

facilitare care for Earthy universal cdumr'or‘ for sustainable living;
and z sense of shared responsibility for the well-being of the Barch
community and fuouse generarions.
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FRAMEWORK FOR
THE EARTH CHARTER

by Maximo Kalaw

MAXIMO KALAW is Fxecutive Divector of
the Eareh Council Institute, where be served as
a member of ihe Advisory Board since that
organization’ inception. He has worked with

numerous ecology and development organiza-

tions to implement @ Filipine values system.

Among the institutions Mr. Kalaw has belped to fosier ave the Philip-

pine Institute for Alternative Futuves, which translates personal growth

inte social transfovmation; the Haribon Foundation, a p'}.'om’e?iﬂg coH-

servation group; and Green Forum-Philippines, o coalition of civil so-

clety groups working for sustainable development.

am very happy o be here with this group

of distinguished leaders in the Women’s

Movement 19 sec how the Earth Charrer
and the Women's Movement can come to-
gether. More than anything, T'm here to learn
from vou.

You will by this time have what we call the
Benchmark Charrer, which was created by 2
group process and whick is now being handled
by an Earth Charrer Commission. The on-
going consultation process Is being headed by
Steven Rockefeller, who is putting the revised
principles together.

I'd like 1o walk 2bout how the Earth Coun-
cit looks at the Barth Charrer and what the
Council envisions for ir. T'd also Like to alk
about the process of creating a movementand
the process of getting people to feal they own

“Because it in-
velves various
layers of action,
sustainable devel-
opment vequives
changes in per-
senal bebavior.
In other words,
how do we rvelate
ta society and bow
do we govern
osrselves? This
guestion bas a
political dimen-
ston and, at
bortom, it bas a
very deep spiri-

tual dimension.”
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the Charter so that it becomes ruly a peeple’s charger,

The Charter is a set of eighteen principles. More imporrant, the
Charter defines a vision, a vision that sheuld guide humanity for
the nwenty-first century. 'The Charrer must be a living and dynamic
document thar is relevant to our nimes 2xd the fucure.

The Earth Charter must become an underlying framework, a
values framework for sustaivable development, which is the mis-
sion of the Harth Council, We need what I'm calling a “values oper-
aring system.” IF you are familiar with computer language, I'd like
w compare this to Windows 95 which lays down the framework for
you 1o operate the software for agriculture, for resource manage-
ment, for Jand use planning.

The Charter has a formidable task. It needs to bridge major gaps.
It needs to bridge the gap between the individual and sociery and
between public interest and private lnterest. It also necds ro bridge
the gap benween society and nature as well as bridging the gap be-
wween ceology and econoruics.

As vou know, ecological processes are often not in synch with
economic processes. In fact, they’re often basicaily destructive of
onc another. There’s often a big gap berween the political orfenta-
tion of politicians and the people’s will, This sad fact has given rise
to NGOs—and ro civil sociery—taking on the task of defining the
norms of public interest which the state has not been able to define
propetly. The state has wo often left out or marginalized wonen,
entire coOmmMmMuNitics, and £COSYSterns,

And lastly, the Charter needs to bridge the gap between “Inner”
and “outer” ecology. We are now aware that everything is intercon-
neceed, thar what we consume and what we throw away impacts on
society and on politics. The livelihood we pursue impacts on soci-
ety. Bridging our inner self and our social and political self is a
critical aspect of creating a system that valucs justice, peace, equalicy,
equity, and all of the things that we have defined in various move-
ments, including women’s movements, social movements, labor
movements, and so on.

Now when we think of how we are o achieve our goals and ar
the same time create a movement, we must look at the values in the
Charter as an “ccology” of values, not as separate values. We must
evolve a dynamic whele and give life to a dynamic vision of who we
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are, how we relare to sach other and nature, how our work relates
to us, and whar the process is for governing ourselves.

How aie we 1o manage change so that change becomes evolu-
tionary and reaches the higher levels of being and higher levels of
meaning that our own species has been created for?

As far as the Farch Council is concerned, we look at the Charter
as a basic manifesto of principles, and sustainable development as
the next revolutionary praxis. Becausc it involves various layers of
action, sustainable development requires changes in personal be-
havior. In other words, how do we relate o society and how do we
govers oursclves? This question has a political dimension and, at
botrom, it has a very deep spiritual dimension.

{ we ook ar the basic lesson from sustainable development or
the ecological movement, it is that everything is interconnected
and that life is sacred. When you look at all great religious tradi-
tlons, this is an affirmation, a basic fundamental teaching, whether
it be the Buddhist, the Christiasn, or the Islamic traditien, There-
fore, the Earth Chasrer movement has ro be deeply spiritual and
must deal with both inner and outer ecologies.

The values the Charter upholds must be expressed in three ma-
jor dimenstosns. First, it must affirm our identisy—our spiritual iden-
tity, our culeural identity, our biological identity, our political iden-
tity, and our identity as core evelutionary actors in the process.
Second, it must address relationship values which are of a different
nature, relationships between man and society, ecology and cco-
nomics, state and governance. {t must express this in very concrete
rerms to be operational. Third, the Charter must express values in
rerms of process—how we make decisions, how we shase in forma-
rion, how we transform contlicts into higher levels of integration.
The Charter must creare that process of transfermation and define
it in value terms.

So we're looking now ar a Charter thac s holistic in the sense
¢hat it defines identity, it defines relationship, and it defines this
process of our changing o urschves and our evolving, It is not a static
documenr thar is simply an enumeration of very good principles.

Now, in terms of the consultations that we're having, how do we
initiate this change process? There are two levels of consulration.
One is a consultation on the rext itself, At this point I feel thac chis
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ype of consultation is more a back burner issue in the sease thar if
you have meetings of peaple discussing 2 text, you will have as many
variarions as yoit have people.

What 1 think we ought to do now concerns the second stage of
the process, which to me is more vatuable: it's the vaiui ng censulra-
tion. [How do these values reflect in teems of people’s lives, in terms
of their livelihood, in terms of the organizazions they join, in terms
of how they communicare, and in terms of the political advocacy
they undertake for the public interest?

So the next phase of this consultation, what 1 call the valuing
process, targets bastcally six major arcas. First is the narional devel-
opment program: the national councils for sustainable development.
There arc about 70 countries thar have this kind of formation in
different degrees ol cohesivencss and power, bur the mechanism is
there. We're going to start this whole process in the US on Qctober
gth, in Washington.

Second. we would like the Charter to be consulied by profes-
sional groups so that these Charter principles become an integral
part of the work ethics of doctors, of lawvers, of engineers, and of
all professionals.

Third, we would like to focus on the jnstisutions, the formal
and informal educational institutions, so that they design a values
training curricidinm and a pedagogy for teaching the values of the
Earth Charrer,

Fourth, we would like o bring together church leaders because,
although most of the church groups have signed onie the Charrer,
we have not seen them implementing it by such wmeans, for ex-
ample, as pastoral lerters inswructing the faithful, We want to sec
the Charter become part of the teachings and not just an endorse-
meng.

Then, fifth, we would like to bring the networks of NGOs to-
gether so that the Farth Charter values inform the public interest
advocacy of NGOs and NGO neoworks,

And lastly, it is our aim that the Farth Charrer values should
become part of popular culture, This is a little more difficulr. We're
trying to get writers of TV programs te start at least mencioning
same of the conceprs of the Charter.

I don't think that we can arrive at a living Charter solely from a
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“conferenciag’ or an inteliectual discussion. A living Charrer has o
come from the dialogue or the consultation with what I'm calling
the exiled self —all the various levels and resources of the self. And
f think that we have a special opportunity now that we have come
to see that “the personal is polinical.”

We have, of course, the Buddhist system. We also have rhe Chirs-
tian/lslamic rradition that we can bring to the fore,

I'm often asked, whart is the correct way to proceed: Should it be
bottom up or top down? 1 think neither one is adequate. This pro-
cess requires an inner-putcr dimension. 1o the Philippine tradition,
we have a saying that in each and cvery person there s a loob, an
inner self, where the heavens and the carth come together. And chis
is the only space where one can speak a truth for all. [ think the
planning and the consultation process should be from one inner
loob 1o another and back again. Only then can we reach the inner
and curer ecology and look at & system that brings wogether our

faith, our life, and our institutions.
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THE EARTH CHARTER AND
THE CULTURE OF PEACE

by Elise Boulding

ELISE BOULDING is Professor of Sociology,
BEmerita, at Dartmouth College. A world-re-
nouned sociologist, author, and activist, Pro-
[Jessor Bowlding hay done pioneering work in the
fields of womens studies, peace vesearch, and
fisturism, and was one of the founders of the
International Peace Research Association. She was nominated for the
Nobel Peace Prize in 1990, and was a vecipient of the Boston Research
Center’s first Global Citizen Aaward in 19g5. Currently, she is writing a

book ew the culture of peace.

have been tracking this century’s very
shameful history of trying to bring an end

to war. In 1899, the eflort of the Hague
Peace Conference was to replace war with di-
plomacy. We've had a century of trying to cre-
ate the ways of peace on the planet. Tnstead of
being better off than we were 100 years ago,
we are considerably worse off.

One of the reasons that neither the efforts
of states nor the efforts of the peace move-
ment have progressed further (including the
peace research movement, which both Pat
Mische and | have been involved with) s that
we have focused too narrowly on the condi-
tions of peace that have to do with the eco-
nomics and the politics of disarmament.

What we arc learning, and Par has helped
the peace research movement very much in
learning this, is thar unless we expand to an

“T appealing
to all the peapie’s
OTRARIIALIONS
that Fm in

touch with—
pedce, enviran-
ment, develop-
ment, and cer-
tainfy women’s
organizations
above all—to
prepare ihem-
selves for the
CORSCEOUSIESS
change work
that we don’t
normally defene
as part of our
NGO activities.”
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understanding of the relevance of enwvironment and development
and human rights, disazmament and the ead of war will continue
te elude us.

Just tost week T was in Sweden with a gathering of peace groups
of various kinds from around the world, brought together by the
Swedish government and the Swedish Peace Council. We talked
about how NGOs {nongovernmenzal organizations), people’s
organizations, could work with governments to reduce violence,
to prevent conflict, to transform relationships between states
finally taclkde the intractability of conflict.

In our discussion, it became very clear thac this would have to be
z peaple’s movement, burt this movement weuld have m go beyond
peace groups. There were only peace groups present. There wers no
environmental groups present. | here were no development groups.
My main contribution at that meeting was to emphasize that un-
less we really work together in the whole range of organizations
peace, environment, developinent, and human rights—and learn
to listen t¢ one another and e collabosate, the goal of peace will
continte io elude us.

The Earth Charter is clearly a new kind of peace proclamarion.
The Charrer originally had a stronger statement on war itself, and T
plead thac chis theme be returned to its place in the Charter. There
is a statemcnt zbout nonviolence in the current draft, bui it needs
o be spelled our that nonviclence also means an end o armed
forces and military operations.

{ see the Harth Charter as being our new ol for the coming
century in working for « more uu,iusi\re kind of peace. My own
work is on the concept of peace culture. Here is how 1 define peace

culture:

Peace culture is a mosaic of identivies, attitudes, values, beliefs, and
institutional patterns that lead people to live nurturantly with one
anather and wn‘f] the carth irself wirhout the aid of structired power
differentials. That mesaic enables bumans t6 deal creatively with
their differences and to shave their resonrces.

I sce the Earch Charwer as embodying those principies of whar 1
call a “peace culture.” In the next centary, this next millennium,
this is our task: 10 keep together and interactive alt these different
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elements of life, which Maximo has already spoken of s beaug-
fully. The amount of consciousness change that's required is stag-
gering because it really means changing absolutely everything we
do i our daily lives, every licrde piece, from how we furnish cur
houscs, to how we feed our families——to everything about how we
live, No part of cur lives will be the same at any level from the local
to the inrernational.

I’ appealing to all the people’s erganizations thar I'm in touch
with—peace, cnvironment, development, and cerrainly womens
organizations above all-—to prepare themselves for the conscious-
ness change worl that we don't normally define as part of our NGO
acrivities. But this is, in face, a central part of what has to happen.
We have te think in cur organizations: How can what we do effect
consciousness change?

"The women's movement is almost the only movement that has
really directly addressed this Iind of change. When 1 think of the
journey from Mexico City, wo Copenhagen, to Nairobi, to Beijing,
there has been an extraordinary process of consciousness change
over those decades. The world needs the women’s moyement.
Women have 1o become, shall 1 say, the reachers and very much che
leadters for the consciousness change that will make ir possible for
the Earth Charter to be accepted.

Women’s cultuse is not biologically ordained to this task but it is
a fact thar most of us as women have spent a lot of time with chil-
and have participated in

dren—art least ar some point in our lives
shcm'ng their view of the world. (Fortunately, since 1 have grand-

Lildren, T am still fucky enough o apmd some time with chil-
drcn.) Also, the sheer face that women do mest of the growing of
food-—nor in the big global agri-business industry, of course, but
on small plots of land on every continent—means that women have
a «special rclamm_bhip to the soil. (Probably moest of us in this room
don’t have encugh of this in our lives.) T consider that one of the
things that will be necessary in the hard dimes ahead on the planer
will be growing more food locally, maybe in our own backyards.

1 want io say something about eur responsibility in our relation-
ship with childsen. V'm very concerned that as we talk about zduca-
tion, about new learnings for this new world, induding our sensi-
tivity to the interaction of each pare of our sociery with every orher-—
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social, political, spiritual, culwural, and especially the arts and po-
erry—that we're underestimating the problems inherent in the new
ways of learning that the furure will require of us.

We have created boxes and bave put our children in them—and
the boxes are cailed schools. But how have human beings beer: taught
since the beginniogs of our species? Who were their teachers? They
were trees, plants, birds, tour-legged creatures, the winged, those
thar swim and those that crawl.

The earth has raught and created the human species. Now we
also teach each other, but largely ignore the kinds of learning we get
from naiure tself, That learning is diferent from anything we get
out of a book, and certainly different trom anything we get from a
computer or TV screen.

I'm not saying we shouldnt have books and that we shouldnt
have computers. I don’t mean thar at all. But P'm saying that there
must be time tor children simply to grow and 1o listen to the world
they live in. I love the Twa educational approach, Central to Twa
edncarion is this: Children learn to ¢limb trees aravn early age. They
spend a lot of time sitting up in the uees, listening, warching, and
learning. This is multi-level learning. Sitting up there'they can look
up into the sky; they can look out from treetop to treetop, and they
can look down at the activities on grownups on the ground. Thats
how they learn. That’s their school.

Now i dont mean to oversimplify the learning process, but one
thing that encourages me in education today is the new “significanc
life expericnces” approach, Some researchers have made the extraor-
dinary discovery thas children have significani life experiences when
they're by themselves in the woods, or playing in empty lots, and
that this affects how they learn, how they think, and how they solve
problems,

The new educaitonal movement focused on significant life ex-
periences points to the need for children to ger out of the boxes and
out into the woods, out into the empty lots—out there.
Unless we really rake this seriously, the environmental transforma-
tion we want 1s not going to work.

in closing, I would like ro say: Let's make partners of our chil-
dren. The children’s environmental movernent cries out for amen-
tion. Children are the ones who are asking their teachers 0 go o

e
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the local pond, 10 go inte the local woods. They are the ones who
arc taking the initiative. The Rescue Mission Planet Basth, an
international group of children and young people, is coaxing schools
i develop programs based in the environment. Women, men, chil-

dren, and especially we elders—many of us have memories of when
we spent more time in the woods. Ler us draw on thad
In the coming millennium we will all need to learn how to live

in peace with each orher and with alf living things.



THE FARTH CHARTER: AN

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

by Patvicia Mische

PATRICIA MISCHE is president of Global
Educarion Associaves, 2 network of activisis in
gver 90 countries whe collaberate in vesearch
and educatisnal pregrams on global issues and
alternative world ovders. Among Dr Misches
many published works is oward a Hloman

World Order: Beyond the National Security Straitjacket (co-aushored
with Gerald Mische, 1677). In 1988, Dr. Mische initiated the firse citi-
zens’ treaiy on global ecolpgical security, The Farth Covenant, and is
curvently working with ethers for an Lareh Charter to complement the

LN Charter.

¥ he goal of the Earth Charter is wrans-
formatoen of consciousness and be

. havios in two directions—ultmarely,
at the interpovernmental level, but most tm-
portanthy and profoundly, at the level of people
and our relationship to the Earth.

At the level of intergovernmental relation-
ships and behavios, an important starting goal
was to have an Earth Charrer to complement
the UN Charter. When the UN Charter was
drafted fifty years ago, ecolegical security was
not in anybody’s mind as being part of the
definition of peace and security, The UN is,
however, & Hiving organism that is evolving and
expanding in its definitions of peace and se-
curity.

The League of Nations that preceded the
UN bad a very narrow definition of peace and

“Governments
alone bove not
caused environ-
wmental crises,
and they alone
cannot turn them
around, Human
bebavior, our
consumption
patterns, the way
we redate to one
anotber and the
Farth alf con-
tribute o the
problem.... We
bave to tuke ve-
sponsibility for
that.”

(X
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The UN extended the definition of peace and security o mclude

human rights and economic development, but did not include en-
vironrmental security. At the tme few people were aware of envi-
ronmenial theeats. Where constitured governmential leaders failed,
citizen movements came forward to point the way. Tn the 1960s,
cloizen groups in Japan, the ULS,, and Europe began to press their
governments and the UN to do more o protect the envirenment
and human health.

In response, the Stockholm Conference on the Human Lnviron-
ment was convened In 1972, and out of it came the United Natians
Znvironment Program (UNEP) with the task of infusing and coor-
dinating environmental conceens throughout the UN system.
UNEP accomplished many things including scicntific resecarch,
information sharing aod education, and facilitating negotiations
on many nugltilateral agreements on the environment, However,
many of the treaties were piecemeal. There was no comprehensive
framework yet for thinking abour ecological security. So, twenty

vears after Stockholm, the UN Conference on Environment and
Defe’opmci"-t was convened in Rio in 1942, '

Ohne of its goals was to produce an Farth Ch awter 1o comple-
meat the UN Charter. That goal did not succeed. Instead, govern-
ments agreed on a very weak Rio declaration. Se the goal to geran
Larth Charter to complement the UN Charter with a comprehen-
sive framework of principles to guide intergovernmental relarions
relating to !;he environrment and development is still before us.

Asecond, and perhaps the most impertant objective of an Earth
Charter is the trapsformaricn of human behavior. Governments
alone have not caused environmental crises, and they alone cannot
tuen them around. Human behavior, our consumption parrerss,
the way we relate 1o one another and the Earth all contribute wo the
problem. No government can legisiate and wurn thar around. We
bave to take responsibility for thar.

Iy ewn experience of uying o work towards this transforma-
rion and towar dR an Earth Charier 1o complement the UN Charrer
began ten years ago in 1988, Elise Boulding and I were part of 2
think tank called the Exploratory Project on the Conditions of Peace
{EXPRO). Through EXPRO, peace researchers and activists were
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working to extend definitions of peace security and to set out a
plan of action to achieve a peace system to replace the war system.
One of EXPRO’s feaders, W.I1, (“Ping”) Ferry, proposed the then
novel idea that we should not wait for governments to agree with
each other about peace, burt that we, ordinary citizens, could make
our ewn treaties with one another across national lines and build
peace {rom the ground up. This would be Track T or citizen diplo-
macy toward the peace systern we wanted.

That same year, in 1988, | presented this idea at a meedng in
Russia where Russian and American citizens were engaged in Track
! diplomacy on human rights. Specifically, [ propesed that we de-
velop a citizen treary on ecological security, noting that the right to
a healthy environment was not included in the Universal Declara-
tion of Human Righis, nor was ccological security included in the
UN Charter’s vision of peace and securizy.

The idea was seized upon and people were very excited. That
weck we elaborared and agreed on a set of principles and a year laver
mer in the U.S. and drafied and signed a Soviet-American treaty on
ccological security. We had started with outselves because our two
countrics were the greatest sources of ceone depleting and green-
house gases. If people in our two countries made a commitment to
live more ecologically responsible lives, then we had the right to ask
others to do the same. Bur until we did something ourselves, we
could not expect to transform the rest of the world.

But we also knew the citizen process had to go further, so we
moved quickly to open the process to other countries. Global Edu-
cation Associates ook the lead io coordinate this international pro-
cess. Working with several cosponsors, we asked one thousand people
in 100 countries to participate and in 1989 convened an interna-
tional drafting team o compile their input. The document thay
resulted from that process was named The Earth Covenant: A Citi-
zens’ Treaty on Global Ecological Security.

The Farth Covenant was then translated into many languages
and circulated worldwide with the ultimare goal that we would
present it at the Rio Conference on Environment and Develop-
rment, We would say to governments that we, the citizens, have
already agreed on these principles, and now we want you to
agree.
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By the time of Ric we bad about 2 million signatares. Now we
have about 2 million. The Harth Covenant was not a petition to
governmerits begging them to do something. It was 2 solemn agree-
ment of, by, and for the people. We who signed it agreed to change
atr behavior and live in accord with its prirciplce Thus we could

say to governimeitts: Now we want vou to alse commit to the same
principles and to agree eo an Farth Charter to complement the UN
charter,

Buz governmenes did not agree wo an Earth Charter in Rio. Fol-
lowing Rio, the Earth Council was formed with one of its man-
dates being 1o follow up on the Earth Charer idea. A ineeting was
held in the Hagie in 1995, co-convened by the Farth Council and
the Inrernagonal Green Cross (which is headed by Mikhail
Gorbachev), with funding assistance from the Durch government.

At that time, the question was: should we proceed with this idc;{
of an Harth Charrer? To make a long story shorr, Ltcc;cmrs were
made to start with a citizens’ process again. We realized that our
cftores werent going 1o be effective immcdl stely with govcmnwmaj
and that we would need to broaden and bt.cllthqzl rhe citizens'
process.

ln 1996 the Earrh Council and a number of other organizations,
including Global Education Associares and the Center for Respecr
of Life and Environment, undertock a serics of consultarions ¢ d“"und
the world ro gather input for a preliminary citivens’ draft of an
Earth Charter . This draft was presented for further inpur, reviston,
and adoption as a “Benchmark Draft” ar the Rio+s meeting in
March, 1097, A decision was made to continue the consultation
process uniil 1999, with z final draft 1o be developed that year and
presented to the United Nations for endorsement by the year 2000.

The Harch Charrer is currendy envisioned as a “soft law” docu-
ment that sets out principles for later elaboration in hard law, incer-
governarental agreements, t would be a foundarion on which o
build conventions and agrecments, much as the Universal Declara-
tion of Human ‘Ribhrs Fﬁy years age was a soft faw document that
became 2 foundation for lawer elaboration of human rights conven-
tons and agrecments.

Bur the maest important goal of the Earth Charter process is that
we, the people, adopt these principles in our own hearts and minds,
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that we reflect on them and find ways to live them in our tives.
Finally, I would like zo share two more significant d‘)}’)ﬁ(,tS of this
movemenr. One is that it is par: of 2 process of global democratiza-

interdependence. People want to

tien. We are in an era of globai
participate in shaping global policies that will affecr them. This
movement s an effort to do just thas,

Even decper than that, { see this movement as connecred to the
vision of Tetthard de Chardin and Viadimir Vernadsky, contempo-
raries in the carlier part of this century who from their scientific
backgrounds had come to understand the evolution of human be-
ngson the planet as having cmt‘rgcd out of the ]ongpr evolutionary
processcs of the earth. They saw that buman beings had cmfﬂy:d
from the earth processes—rhey were from the sarth, and of the
earth, but they were the carth in a new way, Through human be-
ings, the earth crossed a new threshold of consciousness in which i
was able to reflect on itself, Human thois gh ts, choice, and behavior
would affect, in a way that no creature had before, the hurther stages
of evolurion. The earth in fu continuing evolution would increas-
ingly be affected by the choices of this new creature, human beings.
‘This gave human beings tremendous responsibility to chaose con-
sciously and wiscly, because their choices and behaviors would at
fect not only the human comnuinities of which they were a part,
but also the lurther evolution of the whole planer and eniire com-
manity of life,

[ see the Farth Charrer as one way to make 4 conscious commit-
ment to live in wise relationship with the entire planetary commu-
nity—past, present, and (o



PRINCIPLE-CENTERED EVOLUTION:
A FEMINIST ENVIRONMENTALIST
PERSPECTIVE

by Susan Davis

SUSAN DAVIS is Fxecutive Divecior of the
Waomen'’s Environment and Development Or-
ganization (WEDO), a global advocacy net-
work of women working Jor social justice, sus-

tainable development, and womens rights, She
has also worked with Women's World Banking,

the Ford loundation in Bangladesh, and the Port Authoritys Ixport
Trading Company. In 1995, she was selected by the Barth Times a5 one
of 100 people who have “wade a difference during the first 50 years of
the UN’ bistory to shape the thinking of the international covpmunity
concerning sustainable development, population, and social issues.”

Fromen are often united by whatwe  “The Earth
arc against. We are against sexism.  Charter’s Sz;g'niﬁ'—
¥ ¥ We are against racism. We are  cance for women
against all forms of oppression. We are against  may spring from
explottarion and injustice. We are against the  sbe facr that it
rapaciousness of global indusirialization. WLEIRStreams
But we are not always united about whar  women’s buman
we are for. What are the principles that unite  rights as pare of
us? What binds us rogether to work towardsa — an environmen-
common vision?’ tal ethic, thereby
T'hat, in essence, is the major conuibution  frcreastng sup-
of the Earth Charter process. Tt is a summary  pore by a wider
of the most compelting principles that unite  cfrele of con-
the majority of humanity. It draws heavily  stésuencies.”
from feminist thought and the wisdom of
the ages. 43
Tt is a promising set of principles that, if
adhered to, could bridge the gulf berween men
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and women and help dlose the gender gap.

When I first became aware of the Earch Charter process, | was
suspicious. At so many UN conferences women have had o stand
alone (o protecrand promore our human rights, especially our sexual
and reproductive rights and the tight to control our own bodies.
Yer discussions about the Charter have provided an interesting op-
portunity for diddogue with a broad array of people—scholars of
religion, scicntists, and environmenalists who sill fail to under
stand that pepulation control is not the answer to women's de-
mands for conrrol over our bodies and the size of our familics.

The Earth Charrer defines principles to center ourselves and our
wark and suggests ways of living, loving, and sharing the planet.
Thar, is not a new paradigm of devclopiment. It rejects the “green
developmentalism” that often masquerades in the halls of the World
Bank and many governiments and corporations.”

Lastead, 1t might be called a new viston for principle-centered
evolution.

It reaffirms the gains women have made through global confer-
ence agreements since Rio, particularly at Beijing, such as recogniz-
ing that gender equality is a prerequisice for sustainable develop-
ment. Gender equality is not a luxury. Tt cannog be an aftcrrhought
for policy-makers who desire positive results. Gender equality is an
essential ingredient in the radical transformation ofour Current sys-
tem of global industriafization.

However necessary, gender equality is not sufficient to prevent
our collective self-destruction. The global economy is a sub-sys-
tem, part of the worlds ecosystemn. While the number of voices
both sounding e alarm and supporting sustainable development
have been steadily increasing, the doniinant patterns of consump-
tion, production, and reproduction remain unchanged and unsus-
tainable. Business as usual means 2 downward spiral towards plan-
etary disaster of epic proportion.

Conventional wisdom suggests that we escape from the jeop-
ardy of our collective dilemina of self-defeating industial growth

“through technological innovation and market adjustmenrs. But

blind faith in rechinology 2ad markers leads only o a blind alley.
The women’s movements globally have been saying thar our col-
lective interests require a transformation of the strucrural under
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pinnings of our economy, of the very values of the industrial system
called development. Flowever, the envirenmental ethic pushed by
citizens of the Nerih goes against the shore-run interests of rhe cig-
zens of the South. The poor are ill-equipped to carry the burden of
full-cost pricing and other green strategies championed by well-
meaning environmentalists. Flence, this debate plays cur in every
inicrnational negoriation and blocks our meeting on common
ground.

The world Jacks the global mechanisins to respond te the new
realities of giobah?arzon We do not have global governance struc-

ot
needed 1o reverse the downward spiral. These agreements must deal

tures 1o Jegislate, regulate, and enforce common ground agreements

with both the environmental imperatives of saving Larth as well as
the social justice imperatives of providing an adequate gualirty of
life for all people. That is why the preparation of the Farth Charrer
has been so fascinating. All of these tensions and. issues get dis-
cussed, debared, and reframed.

Through it all, it has become clear to many of us thar citizens in
rich countries must lead the transformation of our own values first.
We must create the market for new ideas, pmduc.tb, processes, and
behaviors thar satisfy human beings and generate quality of life.
This new evolutionary system will replace the current model of
development.

The social re-engineering will be perhaps the most difficule but
important step, although technological engineering will be needed
to create a closed-loup economic system thar cleans up after itself,
("Ihis Fverest-lile chai]engc may be somewhat analogous to the
WOIIEILS MOYEment godl to ger men to clean up after themselves in
the home.) The engineering challenge is to design the waste our of
the production process—to put the factory input pipe downstream
from its output pipe.”

There are many ways to support this process as consumers, en-
crepreneurs, and government policy-makers. We need only o agree
that it is the correct goal,

We musr also confront the maldistibution of wealth and the
gross and growing inequalities that exist not just between countries
but within them. How and why did corporate executives start earn-
ing exorbitant smounts—I0, 20, 30 times more than the lowest paid
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employee? Why not re-examine the question of ceilings as well as
floors? How do we rationalize or justify the tesource drain of one
child in the US being equivalent to some thirty children in
Bangladesh?

I most agree that poverty is a source of environmental degrada-
tion, do we now agree that alfluence is also a source?

One of the most interesting formulations in the Charter is the
third principle that calls for us to Live sustainably promoting and
adopting modes of consumption, production, and reproduction thar
respect and safeguard human rights and the regenerative capacities of
Earth. Note that the word “population” dees not appear. This
reflects a different understanding of how to address the popula-
tion/consumption/environment triangle that has tended to scpa-
rate the environmental movement from the womens movement
and the human rights movement. I think rhe framing of this peren-
nial debate in such an empowering manner for women constitutes
a major breakthrough in understanding the delicate balance of
differentiated responsibilities, current inequities, and collective
inTerests.

The Earth Charter’s significance for women may spring from
the fact thac it mainstreams women’s human tights as part of an
environmental ethic, thereby increasing support by a wider circle
of constituencies.

The values embedded in the Charter of respect for Earth, life,
and for all its peoples represents a counterweight to the values of
economic determinism and scientfic rationalism that dominare
much discourse today.

The Charter process is consistent with an inside-out process of
change. It is consistent with feminism’s mantra: “the personal is
potitical.”

Fr addresses the essence: What constitutes the good life? For whar
is lite worth living? For what is it worth dying? Whae will help
people to live better, love well, lcarn more, and leave a legacy?

Is it worth asking these questions and having these conversa-
tions? It ts. Can the women's movement significandy contribure?
Absolutely. Should we ger lost in the exact wording? 1 don't think
so. But we should ensure that our perspeciives are incorporated
and understood. We will be unable to create a cubture of peace unril
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we break the silence abour viclence i the family and violence in
the global economy.

As many have pointed out in the age of Interner, the world is
drowning in detail but starving for knowledge. In foct, information
is not wisdom. Knowledge is not wisdom.

Those of us who engaged in the Larth Charter process recognize
and accept thai principles derived from our deepest wisdom do not
change. Bur they can change us. Indeed, this basic premise is her-
alded by a wide range of voices, from feminists 1o management
gurus: “The principles we live by creare the world we live in; when

A

we change the principles we live by, we will change the world.™

MNotes

1. There have been several norable effores to craste a commeon vision among
women. | compiled and submitted 2 number of these vo Sreven Rockefeller as
chair of the Earth Charter consudiation group for Rio+s. Sev for exainple WEDO's
Wirsen’s Action Agenda 21, produced as the World Women's Congress for A Healthy
Planct in Novewnber 1991 in Miami by 1,500 women from 83 countrles in prepara-
tion for the Tarth Summit, or The Woment Creed, wiitten by Robin Morgan and
small groups of other women ar the WEDO Women’s Clobal Strategies meeting
in December 1994, WTDHO's Txpert Advisory Group on Eaviconment ancd Devel-
opment produced a consensus paper in 1994, The 1995 Beiling Plagform for Action
from the Fourth World Conferance on Women also represents a holistic vision of
\’\"hﬂt WO C(Tllld. gci‘. L'hf_:il' g(}VCfIIH]CHtﬁ Ty 'J.gr(_'(_' ilp(ﬂl,

2. Kathy McAfee, University of California Berkeley, defines “green
developmentalism”as a paradigre that rries to recondle growth and environment
goals by encompassing ecclogical problems within an cconomic {ramework. it
assigns the value of narere to the inernumional commodity values of its compo-
nents, at the CXpLnse af other Lypes of values—aesthetic, SpiriLLLal, social, and lo-
cal-usevalues —that fornt the bonds between human communivies and their natural
environments. Green devela pme.ntallsm assigns values to farest, marine, genetic,
and other narural resources utilizing theiv actual o hypothetical prices in inrerna-
tiomnat markers, Tt calls for privare, mdividial, or COTPOTALE property rig}lts, includ-
i]'lg ilﬂt‘.“&:(:l’{lﬂ] })i'(.]pc]'ty Tig‘ht-'\" T n;lt[lr:[] CESOVLRIES I".‘i A1 pp{n't:(:]’&; 0Tl tL‘ﬂd 1.}]3.7_'
biodiversity can be managed primatily by market taeans, so long as the “real val-
ues” of nacure are taken inco accoune. If this is so, then cultural differences, eco-
nomic and power inequalities, (North-Soudh, urban-rural, landed-landless), and
disputes about the authority of states over indigenous and local communities be-
come irrelevant o the task of insernational environmental management by muidi-
lareral instivutions.

3. The elosed-oop sysiem of harmonized development is proposed by Profes-
sor Hirovuki Yoshikawa, at the University of Tokyo, an industial enpgjneer and
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robotics cxpert, as the anly solution for mass unemployment and saving the Farch.
Hle argues that society must nvest In changing our besin systems. He also chinks
that wechnology can serve developmenr and provide the means w improve the
quulity of life through a plis-minus indusery system, See William Crieder, (e
World Ready or Net, 19y7.

4. Blaine Lee, Phe Power Principle: fnfTuence with Honor, (Simon & Schusrer,
New York, 1997), page 336.

BUILDING BRIDGES

by Beatriz Schulthess

BEATRIZ SCHULTHESS bas been active
since 1677 in negotiations within the United
Nations systemr ow issues relaved to indigenous
peapies, women, and childrens vights. She was
appoinied as an advisor on indigenous issues 1w
the Secretary General of the UN Conference on
Environsment and Developmenr (UNCED) and was respensible for
promoting UNCED ameng indigenous peoples and coopdinating their
pariicipation in the Larth Summit and the parallel NGO Forum.
Currently, Ms. Schulthess is ihe coordinaror of the Indigenous Peoples
Program of the Farth Council.

ith gratitude to our Creator and  “The earth
Mother Earth, 1 feel honored to nourishes afl of
be invited here by the Boston Re- #hese who ffve
search Center and ro be able io contribute with o it and in
it, the way a

i think we have an important role as women ?}wrﬁ’e?"‘ﬁ'eds
n taking this Farth Charter Benchmark and  ber children.
making it our own. We must reflect on it our-  Thar is where
selves, word by word, and bring iz to the at- e women

all of you to the celchration of women.

-

tenticn of diverse numbers of women. We
must urge themn also o express how they fec
abour igs contents and the way in which it fits
their conceprion of lite.

We have perhaps an even more imporeani
role in this process. We must take concrete
actions to support what is said in the Charter.

When we say that the Farth Charrer has
erabodied values embraced by women from

have a special
conneciion with
Mother Farsb;
et only tndig-
rrous people,

bt alf women,”
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all over the world, o me this means thar we have to creare—or
rediscover—a new relationship among women of different cultures
and social sectors of sociery. This assumes respect and understand-
ing for different religions beliefs, different coliures, and differenr
social siructures and practices.

As an indigenous woman, | would like to share with you some
of the aspects of our values. Qur vision of the universe corresponds
to our values, which are based on our spirituality.

Spirituality is a strong basts for all indigenous societies, and |
would like vo add here thar our societies are in constant cvelution.
We adopt new technologies, we send our children to schools, we
adopt different economic trends, but we alse have our own eco-
nomiy: systems which we would like to keep. 1 can give vou a small
example from whete | come from in the Andean region.

We have small economic systems for our communities which
sexrve only our communities. These are not expansionist economic
sysierms, They are based on the way we produce food. We want it to
last a long tme~—until next harvest time——so that it provides food
sccurity for our communities. And these types of practices, these
kinds of economic systems, we would Like ro maineain even il we
also have ro adapr 1o new trends. cL

Our acrivitics and livelihood are ruled by our application of the
values of respect for alt iving beings, of communiey life, solidatiy,
dignity, and authenticicy.

Presenely, many people suppart 2 more “integral” framework,
particularly when we talk about “sustainability,” which is defined
from an economic, social, culoural, ecological, and political per-
spective, We must acknowledge in this process that this “integral”
framework implies rescuing mnissing values. From an indigenots
view of the universe, the “integral” framework is a wider frame-
work. We incorporate the human family and pay special atention
to the needs of present and futurs generations. We also integrate
the animal, plant, and mineral families as beings from which we
can learn and which deserve our respect as much as human bein gs.

We also integrate the spititual world. For us, the carth is alive. it
has its own entrails, It coughs. Lt spits. And it shakes, Where 1 live
right now, we can very often feel it.

The carth nourishes ail of those who tive on it and in it, the way
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a mother fceds her children. That is where we women have a special
cennection with Mother Earth; not only indigenous people, but al!
women, We have children and we understand that there is 2 spiri-
rual link which develops between a child and the mother. We have
the same link with our Mother Earth. Therefore, we indigenous
women agree with what is stated in this regard in the Earth Charter

1 will sharc with you now a few other ideas which arc of con-
cern to indigenous people and which we havie been working on in
consultations. With respect (o science and technology, there is a
need to find mechanisms to reconcile and to harmonize all the dif-
terent forms of acquiring knowledge which exist in our world, As
Esmeralda szid, chis also implies protecting our intellectual prop-
erty rights, T don't know exactly how this is to happen, but in order
e prevent some of our knowledge from lirerally being scolen, it is
necessary, Sorme of our practices are also being taken and re-adapred
in some other system. We need to find a way to harmonize and o
have a certain recognition for all these forms of knowledge.

Another area of concern is educacion. Elise mentioned this ear-
lier when she called schools “boxes.” That's exacily how we feel. We
have a form of cducation in which apprenticeship begins for us
from the day we are conceived, We leamn through the occurrences
and realities of daily life—by observing and learning the language
of plants, animals, and minerals.

Minerals are like archives for our wise peoples, and they can read
them, We learn 10 understand the language of the clouds, of the
wind, of water, and of fire. In our traditional educational system,
with the help of our <lders and nature, we are taught how to live
and coexist through a profound respect for our environment,

This method of teaching is our university, where our people spe-
cialize also in medicine, astrology, and archacology 1o becorme spiri-
rual guides or political guides, Others deepen their knowledge and
ihey become ous scientists and also the keepers of our history.

Poverty is another issue T want to menton---and Susan already
touched on ir. We have seen the word “poverty” appearing in dif
ferent nternarional documents. It appears in national policies. T
think becausc the world is spinting so fast, most of the people have
not yet stopped 1o figure out what this Is really all abour.

In cur view of the world, if we have our land, i we have our
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territory where we can have our food security, if we have a roof over
our head, if we have our clothes, if we have our education, and, of
course, if we have good health, maybe we don’t think thar we are
poor. But all that is said about us gives the world the impression
that we are poor

Finally, T would like to say that we are now in a period of time
when our prophecies alse say we have (o share our knowledge with
others. We have to share with others our way of doing things. And
we are very open to doing this. J believe also— always have be-
lieved, in fact——thar the women’s sector is actually the channel where
we can do this: where we can build the bridges to break the walls
and create new relationship sysieimns.

This,is why T am very happy w6 be here. I count very much on ail
of you.

SOUTHERN PERSPECTIVES
ON THE FARTH CHARTER

by Esmeralda Brown

ESMERALDA BROWN i5 Resource Center
Specialist for Economic and Environmental
Justice ar the United Methodise Office ar the
United Nations. She has served as NGO repre-
sentative in Consultative Status with the UN

Jor several organizations, including the Service
Jor Peace and Jussice in Latin America, the Commission of Human Righzs
in Central America, and the Pan-African Mevement for UNCED.
M. Brown is currently Southern Co-Chair for the NGO Sféﬁ’?’iﬂg Comn-
mitiee of the UN Commission on Sustainable Development.

commend the Earth Councl! for pursu-  “T2 have an
ing tenaciously the notion that a mobil-  Farth Charter
ization tool thar identifies a series of  #hat does not
major overriding principles agreed onby a ma-  address vacism

jority of the stakeholders at risk and others
would be uscful in uniting and mobilizing those
stakehelders for collective action for change.

Those of us whe are involved in the Com-
mission on Sustainable Development process
have also concluded thar such a ool repre-
septing those principles we agree on and rec-
ommendations for specific strategies for
change could be usefu:l. Wichin thar contexr,
the Non-Governmental Organizations at the
United Nations Conimission for Sustainable
Development have partally responded to thar
need by stating cur agreed-upon positions in
what we call the “Baseline Document” of Sus-
tainable Development.

and etbuic ois-
crimitnation
wonld make
sich a Charier
fess than fully
relevani iv a
large number
of peaples in
the world”
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Iwant 1o emphasize before continuing that our Baseline Docu-
ment is N0t in any way competitive with, or a substitution for, an
Earth Charter, T am prepared to sccept the work done by the Earth
Council in creazing this Benchmark Draft Harth Chareer as the potnt
of departure toward the creation of a final document in which all
stakeholders at risk have had an opportunity 1o make suggestions
and recommendations for expansion to the Diaft decument,

Admitredly, any additions would have to represent major con-
tributions of large constituencics, srated in few words, in order o
keep the Charter brief. In the case of our Baseline Document, we
recognize that the wosld is in fact very complex, and goals and
straregics cannot 1n many instances be summarized in a few words.
Therefore, our instrument is {onger than a Charter and speaks more
in deprh e issues. In addirion, we recognized that nuances and
conditions change, and therefore our bascline document is con-
structed as an instrument subject to annual and ongoing review
and modification.

Hopetully, the final Farth Charter product will be so basic, cross-
cutting, and so rooted in the goals, dreams, and aspirations of the
peoples of the world that it will serve as a guidepost 1o those who
are invelved in the day-to-day struggle of creating 2 better world
for the peoples of the world.

Iam sure that as we dialogue, we each have our own ideas abour
the identity of stakeholders at risk. Let me contribure to this dia-
logue by identifying some of the stakeholders at risk who are often
averlocked, taken for granted, and who I fecl could benefir from a
word of mention in the final version of the Farth Charrer.

There are large numbers of peoples in the world who suffer from
actions motivated by racism and ethnic discrimination. These in-
defensitle actions are often so pervasive in our societies that many
of s, regardless of our political or social persuasion, consciously or
unconsciously feel incomfortable with the possibility that we ma ¥
be affecred by these actions and, thercfore, we prefer not o discuss
or mention the subject. To have an Farch Charter thar does not
address racism and ethnic discrimination would malke such a Char-
ter fess thao {ully relevantoala rge nuinber of peoples in the werld.

There is another large segment of people that are marginalized,
feel excluded, and, in fact, vhrough sophisticared nuances of demo-
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cratic and liberal processes, are prevented from representing them-
selves in governance, planning, and implementing structures. T hey
are also at times prevented from participation even in NGO bodies
by the position taken by some people in the North that they can
speak for the people in the South or by people in urban areas speak-
ing for people in rural areas. Therefore, a Charter that does not
utilize the word inclusiveness as a criterion in terms of governance,
and does not enunciate the sanctity of self-determination withour
outside interference, manipuladon, extortion, or intimidation, in the
eyes of many of the peoples of the world would be a deficient Charter,

If it’s an Larth Charter it cannot be primarily about cnviron-
mental concerns, but must deal with human beings. It must be
human-centered. It must deal with powerful nations’ exploitation
of developing narions. It must deal with the present glorificarion of
greed by powerful multi-nadonals under the guise of the market-
place and free trade, and the promorion by world imstitutions of
unequal free rrade, and irresponsible capital lows, and unfair intel-
lectual property rights agreements where the secrets of Indigenous
People are stolen, patented, and then overcharged in the market,

Finally, it must address the current world order where there is an
international competition to pay less and less to workers for more
and more profits for a few.

I would be remiss iF T did nor share with this forum some ques-
tions voiced by many of our constituents, North and South. Some
people are asking: What is the intended use and target of the docu-
ment? Are we going to try to gor governments to sign on? Is the
consultation process primarily geared to NGOy’ ownership of the
Charter? Orhers are asking: What will be the continued and ox-
panded process for input into the Charrer? What wiil be the rela-
tonship of the content of the Charier to the immense body of
deliberations rthar have taken place in the various international fo-
rums held by the United Nations on biodiversity, climate change,
desertification, habitar, women, etc.? How will we insure that the
Farth Charter process and product de not collide with the interna-
rional democratic, inclusive, and transparent processes emerging in
national, regional, and international arenas such as the one orga-
nized by the NGOs accredired to the UN Commission on Sustain-
able Development?
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We at the NGO Sreering Compmirree hope that a refationship
will be established between the Charter and other instrumments, such
as the ongoing “Baseline Doaument,” to facilicare mobilization of
constitucncies,

We in the NGO Steering Committee inrend to discuss these
questions among ourselves and with officials of the Farch Courncil,
so that we can obtain clarification and bring abour adequarte posi-
tive tesponses to each of these questions. W in the Southern Cau-
cus of the NGO Commission on Sustainable Development intend
to make eur recommendations regarding the Charter to members
of our Southern Caucus who are associated with the Farth Council.

In closing, T would fike to say that this Benchmark Farth Char-
rer draft document is a good beginning, but we must work to make
sure thar threugh a process of worldwide consultation it ends up
meaning as much as possible for as many of the human beings of
the world as possible. Mobilization of the majority of the world ro
bring about the changes for a better world will not be casy and will
require an exrraordinary rallying cry.

tam confident that the dialogue roday and many more diadogues
arcund the world on this Benchmark Draft document, as well as
cross-fertilization with other documents, wil lead to greater inier-
action, mare linkages, and effective cooperation for change.

A BILL OF RIGHTS FOR
MOTHER NATURE

by Soon -Young Yoon

SOON-YOUNG VOON i an activist/anthro-
polagist and former Pulbright Senior Fellow ar
Fwba Wemens University. She is currently a
research associate of the Graduate Center ar the
City University of New York and columnist for
the Yarth Times newspaper. {n 1995, Dr. Yoon
was one of the organizers of the NG Forum on Women at the Beijing
women’ conference. As the UN Liaison for the NGO Forwm, she was
responsible for coordination between the Forum and the UN, and lob-
bying on the Plattorm for Action,

“The UN Plat-
form for Action
transforms our
concept of
womens righis
by broadening it
Jrow a legal to an
ethical novm. ...
Wormer's vights as
Brman vights is
not 4 narvowly

introduciion

™ { you look at the environment through
womers eves, you will understand why
Mother Nature must have a Bill of Rights.
Mother Nature is in deep trouble paridy be-
cause she is @ woman. in modern industrial
cudtures, she is expected 1o be nurturing, pro-
tective, and fraitful—--asking little in return.

If we saw nature differendy-—as a powerful
patriarchzl figure—we might bow humbly to
natural faws and offer gifts in exchange for

. o e defined political
favers. Por Father Farth, that could make &l o .
o concept of public
the difference.
gﬂﬂe?'?’iﬂ?@fep

The Farth Charter is an initiative to give Ruther it s vel
. i

nature some respect. It calls for 2 value-based
: ' evant to personal

worldview in which versonal cthics are con-
nected to principles of justice and global weli-
being. Who can articulate this beter chan
women activists in the international women’s

bebavior in the
bame and in the
public domain.”
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movement? Women are experts on how ro achieve a consensus our
of discord, and we have crafred new political values based on unity
with diversity. The Earth Charter should not only reflece our views—
it must build its foundation on the ethics and principles we have
brought to the world’s attention.

The Earth Charter process invites an ambitious discourse which
requires a reexamination of paradigms concerning women’s rights,
sustainable development, and the furure of our planet. We should
also rethink the feminist perspective on the environment. For ex-
ample, the population question still plagues us and divides us around
issues of abortion and sexual rights. We are also relucrant to ques-
tion our anthropocentric views thar “human beings are at the cen-
ter of development.” T believe that we need to build a new vision
that includes a web of relationships to a community of life. These
and other challenges are part of our task today.

L Why Women?

How does gender inequality relate to an Barth Charver? Whar
rote do women play in sustainable development? Consider the fol-
lowing:

* Women are on the forefronts of environmental management.
They select seeds, produce food, carry water, and are the main
health carerakers of the family. Women manage the micro-ecol-
ogy of the houschold and they are key decision-makers in pro-
duction, reproduction, and consumprion,

* A¢ the same time, women do not have equal access to the legal,
pelitical, rechnological, or narural resources required to do their
jobs. Although in many parts of the world women produce more
than 8o percent of the food, they own less than ene percent of
the land. In some countries, nearly 30 percent of the women are
heads of households but are invisible in development planning,
Little wonder that throughout the world women and children
constitite the larpest poverty group.

* Women'’s right to sexual and reproductive health is a fandamen-
tal prerequisite for the exercise of al! other rights. This is a wor-
thy goal in iwself, Women's ability to control their fertility also
contributes to the goals of popalation programs, sustainable de-
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velopment, and poverty alleviation. Yet, in most of the world,
paor WOITIER d{) not hﬂ.v(: aceess to ‘DZ].SiC hca_lth SC}’ViCCS, ﬂ.n({
they are not empowered economically to take advantage of them
even when they exist. As a resudt, globally, nearly 500,000 women
in developing countiries die from childbirth or its complicarions
each year, and many millions more sufler from chronic anemia.
Despite women’s critical place in sustainable development, they
are left out of key decision-making soles concerning the envi-
ronment. For example, in the United Srates, women make up
6o to 8o percent of the membership in environmental organiza-

tions, but they are poorly represented in the leadership and in
environmental management. '

IL. The Beijing Women’s Conference

At the Beijing Women's Conference held in 1995, more than 186
governments and thousands of women's groups approved a Plar-
Jorm for Action which recommended actions for change. There was
consensus that women’s rights to a safe and healthy environment
are part of women’s human righes, The Platform for Action s the
firmest ground we stand on to reshape global politics around he
Earth Charter.

This Platform calls for commitments by the UN, governments,
civil society, and women’s groups. Many of the Twelve Critical As-
cas of Coneern outlined in the Platform for Action are relevant to
women and sustainable development. These include issues of pov-
erty, education, health, violence against women, situations of armed
conflict, economic and political equality, human righss, the media,
the girl-child, and the environment. Bur [ will highlight three im-
portant points which I think meric special attention:

First, in conerast to the Nairobi Forward Looking Stracegics passed
in 1985, this document asseres 2 comprehensive understanding of
women'’s rights as buman rights. Human rights was mentioned ncarly
222 times in the Pladform and was an overarching theme applied to
all twelve areas of concern. The UN Platform for Action transforms
our concept of women’s rights by broadening it from a legal to an
ethical norm. As such, It aiters the moral premise for implementa-
tion and accouniabilicy. Women's rights as human rights is not a
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narrowly defincd political concept of public governance. Rather, it
is relevant to personal behavior in the home and in the public do-
main, Most important, women's rights include the rights to devel-
opment, equalicy, and peace.

Second, in my view, the most revolutionary secrion of the Plac-
form concerns women's healeh. More than the previous UN agree-
ments, including those achieved ar the historic International Con-
ference oo Population and Development, the Beijing document
establishes women’s righ to health as a human right, Furthermore,
it highlights a broad definition of health which inciudes “complete
well-being,” mental, social, and physical—nor merely the absence
of disease. Many health issues previously excluded such as violence
against women are considered and applied to girls and women of
all ages thronghour the lile ¢ycle.

Health, furthermore, includes sexual health-—the end of genital
mutilation, the promotion of sexual harmeny and refations, and,
it a broad interpretation, the acceprance of differences in sexual
preference (much disputed in rthe Holy See reservations). Bur am-
biguitics allow consensus, and at the end of the deliberasions, it was
possible to see women's rights 1o sexval and reproductive health as
clearly stated and inclusive, - -

The linkages between a healthy self, a healthy socicry, and a
healthy plancr are also woven more tightly. Environmental health
ncludes occupational health and issues related 10 environmental
safety, global warming, roxic wastes, and desertification.

1hird, section K of the Platform, which addresses women and
the envircoment, merits ateention, partly because it advances us
beyond Agenda 21 of the United Nations Environment and Devei-
opment Confercnce, The most important difference is the accep-
tance of the gender concept. This much-debated term asserts thar
“biology is not destiny”—thar is, women are not narurally born to
be mothers or inferior beings. Tt asserts thar gender inequality is 2
social construct of relations between people and, therefore, it can
talke many cultural forms. A gender perspective on susteinable de-
velopment and population issues implies thar these are not prima-
rily related o women's reproductive reles. Indeed, women should
not be held solely respensible for family planning or targeted in
population and environment policies. We should note thar the word
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“population” does not appear at all in the environment section—irs
exchusion was a deliberate attempt to delink overpopularion from
environment and o focus more on other issues such as conswmpiion.

The environment seciion aiso discusses women's right 1o a safe
environment, scicnce and technology, education and training in
envirenmental sciences, and deciston-mmaking in management. Ean-
vironmental problems are also related o issues of production such
as poverty and rechnology. '

1. Conclusion

In closing, { would like to stare something very obvicus: the
international women’s movement is the largess, most revolutionary,
nonviclent movement for social change in the twentieth cenrury. It
is conceivable that this movement will show the way out of the
blind rationalism and crass materialism of our age. It is tmely and
urgent that we clarify our ideas, articulate our goals, and mobilize
for the success of the Barth, Charter initiative. We have valuable
experience over several decades nurturing an international conscious-
ness which has clear visions for the future of humanier The femi-

aist vision can casily be enlarged ro include all of the communicey of

life—a step which is essentisl for us to achieve greater harmony
with ourselves, our society, and our universe. We have knowsa for
decades rhat “we are our sisters’ keepers,” and that there can be no
environmental security for us withous the same for all. We are di-

verse and often paradoxical—burt above all, we are one Self.

Reading from the Beijing Declaration

We, the Governments participating in the Fourth World Con-
ference on Women.. Acknowledging the voices of all women ev-
erywhere and taking note of the diversity of women and their roles
and circumstances. ..

...reaflirm our commitment to. . .achieve the empowerment and
advancement of women, including the right to freedom of thought,
consclence, religion and belief. .. (and) Ensure the full implementa-
tien of the human rights of women and of the girf child as an in-
alienable, integral, and indivisible part of all human « chis and fun-
damental freedams. ..
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We are convinced thar Women’s empowerment and their full
participation on the basis of equality in all sphetes of society. ..arc
fundamenral for the achievement of equality, development, and
peace... We hereby adopr and commir curselves as Governments to
implement the,.. Platform for Action, ensuring that a gender per-
spective is teflected in all our policies and programs.

Dialogue on the Earth Charter

Energized and inspired by the presemtations of individuals who have
spent their lives dedicated to fostering peace, jusrice, and harmony
around the world, conference participants, at day’s end, alsc shared
their perspectives on the Larth Charter.

“Is there a feminist perspective on economic values?” Soon-Young
Yoou inquired as she invited open discussion:

“I think one aspect of women’s lives which hasnt been men-
tioned,” Sayre Sheldon, one of the founders of the Women's Action
for New Directions (WANDY, replied, “is that women take a long-
range view of things.” )

“When women engage in exchange,” Elise Boulding added o
this observation, “there is always a lirtle plus. This is a characteristic
of women’s culture that we really need to consider if we want to
think about economic interactions.”

As participants around the table added qualificrs to what they
wete hearing, they obscrved that what was being discussed was dif-
ferent from simple altraism. Women's approach to transactions of
exchange tends to be personal and to reflect a concern with rela-
tionship.

Susan Davis added thar the important work of some feminist
economists who have challenged the notion of the gross national
product should be acknowledged. These economists are asking us
to reconsider what we count and the impact of what we count on
what we value because “the unpaid and uncounted labor of the
caring economy, which is mainly what women have been doing—
whether it's in agrarian rural socicties, in growing the food, or in
the home or in the care~taking and nurturing thar we do from
is not there {in the GNP calcuiation].”

“We have a competitive cconomic system,” Susan Clarke of the

home:

Environmental Health Advocacy League added, “with people scram-
bling to the wop.” What we want, she suggested, are less competi-
& p & !

tive-—and less vielent—alternatives.
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Bringing the discussion back ro an action-oriented focus, Kar
Heigtad, Execurive Director of the UN Association of Greater Bos-
ton, posed the pivotal question: “How do we change our behaviors
and how do we change how we think?” How do we communicare
our concerns to others, she asked her colleagues, in order (o be able
to name “the small step T want to ke today.”

Susan Fatherree, who was visiting the Center for the first dme
from Pordand, Oregon, picked up on the theme of What ds we do
next? and on her background in the arts to make her recommenda-
tions: “My background is arts and culture. I know nothing abour
NGOs or policy making or any of that sort of thing, but I know
are.” She went on: “If you were to engage the women of art around
the world in bringing this Charter to the people, 1 ber yon would
get some input that would make a difference.”

“One vole that women can play,” Gail Jacobson of Beacon Me-
diztion Solutions added, “is bringing pcople rogether. We tend to
see things with a holistic perspective. It’s very important for us to
engage people in the boardrooms aboue this Earth Charter and o
involve them in this process.” .

In the end, Karen Nardella, Program Manager of the Boston
Research Center, interjected, “We're {ooling curselves if we think
we can just make a policy and have it mean anything.” If we want
to effect change, she elaborated, each of us has to “go out and talk
to each person over and over again.”

Pat Mische responded pragmatically when she was asked about
the chances for adoption of the Larth Charter. It must be made
clear, she answered, thar “there is 2 large number of oiganizations
with a large number of people supporting the Charter and this must
be visible to the peeple at the UN. There must be a coalition of
groups from many countries,”

“What is most important,” Maximo Kalaw added, “is that the
peopic own the Charrer, not the states or the United Nations, We
need to mobilize people so that their influence is felr.”

As women joined hands at the conclusion of the Consuliation,
symbolizing a circle of commitment, five wishes were expressed:

s | wish that the burden of militarism could be lifted fom che
women of the woild so that they can live their lives in safety and
begin the many duties that are laid our in the Earth Charter.
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= 1 wish that we may continue to garden in winter with the cour-
age of our commitment to compassien in action and thus bridge
the chasm between inner and outer ccology.

« [ wish thac all the hopes and wishes cxpressed roday by cur speak-
ers and in all our hearts come true.

= [wish to live in peace, togerher as a parmer.

° [ wish that we may acknowledge rhe weak, support the sufferer,
bring to life the energy of those who have died, relinguishing
and peacefully dismantding those wechnologies and agent sysrems
that would destroy the biosphere, and that we may commit our-
selves to kindness, respect, and protection of all Hie

—-Helen Marie Casey

EH]

A “eirele of commitment” conciudes the Women's Consultation.
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