
Note to the Deputy Secretary-General

Subject: Meeting of the Friends of the Chair folwSSD on 17 July 2002

The Friends of the Chair meeting went rather well, but has no tangible outcome.
The atmosphere was very positive, partly as a result of the optimistic attitude of
the Chair, which was "contagious", as the UK representative remarked. The
initiative was much appreciated and gratitude was expressed towards South Africa
and the Secretary-General. The statement of the Secretary-General was well received
and several delegations referred to it later in the day.
In the morning, it seems that little progress was being made. Some delegations read
statements and there was little dialogue. Moreover, the Chair did not use the
questions that were prepared by DESA to focus the debate.
In the afternoon, the Chair tried to force a consensus on targets and timetables, when
she summarized the interventions, but objections were raised by Canada, Japan and
the United States. The debate that followed showed that below the surface
substantial differences remain, which became all too apparent when the Chair
stated, in her summary of the debate on finance and trade, that she did not understand
why there was no agreement reached in Bali. There might still be a lack of
confidence.
Some convergence could be detected and several positions were clarified, but
there was also a fair amount of repeating of positions. Some, Japan in particular,
skirted the issues.
• The US still wants to refer to the Rio principles in the introduction.
• On targets, the EU was strongly in favour. Japan and, to some extent, Canada are's

against. The US supported targets and specifics on resources within the (
partnership initiatives.

• The G-77 categorically denied that they want to reopen Doha and Monterrey.
• Many delegates supported the replenishment of the GEF, except the US, which

did not want to prejudge the discussion in early August on the replenishment.
(Argentina stated that one country should not have a veto on the replenishment.)

• The issues of good governance, human rights and labour standards and transfer of
technology were not discussed. Yet, Canada and the UK raised the issue of
human rights in relation to para. 47 on health care, on instructions. (But
discussions on text were cut off immediately by the Chair.)

Japan and the US, and to a certain extent Canada, seem to be the stumbling blocks for
agreement.
At the end of the afternoon (during the session that lasted from 3 p.m. to 8 p.m.),
diminishing returns started to show. By that time, many of the principals had
already left.
Indonesia asked for a discussion at the ministerial level in Johannesburg on the
elements for the Political Declaration that Dr. Salim prepared.
The need for action and implementation, particularly in the WEHAB areas, was
widely recognized.
At the request of the US, partnerships were discussed. The Japan and the US
announced a number of sectoral meetings.



Follow up

• Some suggestions were made (by Germany) to appoint facilitators by issue.
• It is very likely that 2 or 3 days of ministerial negotiations will be added to the

Summit. The G-77 pleaded for a Vienna format, open to all Member States.
• South Africa took note of the suggestions and will announce specifics soon.
• Between now and Johannesburg, differences need to be worked out bilaterally.

[Comment: With one meeting, the usefulness of a meeting like this appears to
have reached its limits. The bridging of differences could be facilitated through
shuttle diplomacy by South Africa, which would allow them to table new text on the
first day of the Summit.]
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