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529 2904 ab

they are obligations and aspirations. But they are not considered as rights. So it's a philosophical
position, at least for the United States, for the other countries I wouldn't know. I imagine that Saudi

Arabians are for obvious reasons. But the other I do not know.

MAZUMDAR: One of the advantages of bringing this kind of information out, is that then people start,
people also start putting pressures on their governments, We would never have.. the Government of
India would not have signed [..] and CRC, without.. it took Copenhagen to sign [..], and the ratification
was only in 1992(7).

BEGIN: What do we conclude from the analysis on 12 - we identify three approaches. Do we conclude
anything? We don't, ha? Because if we don't conclude that we prefer one of these three approaches then
we should speak more forcefully of each of the three. Do you know what I mean, Paul?

HARRISON: I do, yes. I don't know if you agree with me, but the ideal would be to have everybody
sign all of them. That would be the ideal, so that should come to the top.

BEGIN: But I like very much the second approach. The first one reports being issued much more
frequently. That does affect the image of countries and they are sensitive to that. Not all of them. But is
does the job with some of them. So you keep that. In parallel, I like very much, and would strengthen,
the second approach, because it, ga prend les gens & leur piége, you know, at times they signed and
didn't quite know what they signed. And then you force implementation with them. I mean.. put your
words with your money. I would insist on the second approach. The third, of course is a dream. Like of

course we would like it but we don't know how to do it, so there's not much more we can say.
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yes, by going to the NGOs [..], which has nothing really to do with the official conference, because you
cannot participate in the preparatory committees.

PINTASILGO: To be frank, I have seen such a shift since Rio until Copenhagen, and the shift is for me
still a great confusion. The organization that has had the greatest influence started in Rio, had just been
formed in Florida, in November 1991. It's called ‘We do'(?) women, environment, development,
organization - it is the organization of Bella(?) - and in Rio they tried, but the Brazilian group was too
strong, they were not able. In Cairo they led the show of the intergovernmental conference. In
Copenhagen, they were the most forceful group, that carried everything - within the NGO forum,
within the intergovernmental.. And this is an organization that even doesn't have any status in the
ECOSOC! So, there is no rule from the previous period, where the ECOSOC recognized NGOs - at
least there was a rule to the newcomers that we don't know how they function, how international they

are..

[]

CONSTANTINO: If I am a newcome, there is no way in for me - and I'm taiking of the South. There
is no way. You don't have the money to fly off to New York for each of the [..] You don't have the
media behind you and the resources to do a Bella (?). In effect, what is happening is, yes, therell be
some opening, but it's limited to a few NGOs.

NAJMAN: Just one point, on the criteria. Initially, access was allowed only to international non-
governmental organizations, and stress accent on International with a capital. In fact the organization
had the duty to prove that they were international, and this is why the organization which you
resented(?) could not even have approached the building. Then under the pressure of the South - let's
call a spade a spade - which very rightly said: ‘But we are not member of any of those institutions which
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Verbatim Report of the 5th session

its performance rate has fallen. If you take the entire 50-year period, we know its performance rate has
fallen. But I'm not asking for that long. But at least a decade or so, so that another indicator gets
indicator gets into it, so over a period of 10 years or 12 years or 15 years, whatever, a country's
performance on a critical issue like health, using child mortality as the indicator, I think that would take
away a lot of the feelings of discomfort. It is the very technical, mathematical...

PINTASILGO: But then, maybe, you mention the second paragraph on the following page, on page
10, that these countries, their performance is calculated, or seen, within their own group. Maybe it is
the fact that Mozambique goes together with Italy or so that makes it strange. But of course the real
GNP is there. So, if you break it down in groups of level of income, then the thing is less hurting,.
Don't you think, I am asking? Then it's Pu Shan and Monique.

BEGIN: Maria, I hope yoi jére ria( yoastiofing 4 [@yiparg ) the infegrityof your members. Me, |
mean I've never shown that to anybody in my country and I don't give a damn. I mean, I'm here in a
personal name. My country can be a donor, not a donor, je men fous. This is very clear. But when
common sense, we have a job to do and we use these tables to mobilize people, or to persuade
opponents. Ifit offends the common sense so much that I cannot understand the meaning - I still don't
understand, T've heard everything Paul says, he can repeat it until we're blue in the face. I don't
understand it, it doesn't make sense. It's a very complex thing, it tells me that some people should do
better, but the way it's presented is crazy. I'm sorry. I don't understand that approach. That's all.

CONSTANTINO-DAVID: 1 think, there is a way in which we need to explain this. I personally think
it is important, especiallyforcommiesofﬂ)eSouth,tobeabletobeass&ssedonthebasisofwhatwe
can do. And what we can do is not the same as what others can do, because we don't have the
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Verbatim Report of the 5th session

resources which others do. I think the basis for this particular chart, which needs more explanation, I
think, in terms of the text, is to simply say one, depending on the real income of a particular country, as
incomes go up, then you expect the quality of life indicators also go up. OK? Number two, since
various countries have different levels of real income, while the concept of quality of life should tell us
that there should be 0 mortality, we also realistically know that the ability to reach the lowest level of
under-5 mortality is largely dependent on the resources available to a country. Number three, different,
even however if countries have the same amount of resources, countries have different priorities. And
therefore you can take to task George's country, which is as rich for example as  country, and yet
George's country has an under-5 mortality rate that is very much higher than what Drago's country has.
It is in terms of what resources are being put on this, And I think it is important to put that down, but I
think we need to group countries and say, OK, the following countries with real incomes of this level,
how did they perform? They perform differently. So you compare. If you look at real GNP.

2904 AB - 29 JUNE - PMII

CONSTANTINO: ... in the rich countries, versus medium-rich countries. I don't know how many
categories there will be. So that you are not comparing Mozambique to the United States, and so on.
But you are comparing what can be done across, and showing that there are performers, there are
groups that come from lower-income countries that are able to achieve some amount of improvement
in the quality of life, as against groups in the same level of income that have less. So I think it's not so
much throwing out the computations, but changing the presentation. BEGIN: And taking the trouble to
explain, in words. PINTASILGO: But a graphic, if I may say, a graphic Paul has here.. HARRISON:
Chart No. 26 if you can find your charts. CONSTANTINO: I haven't got charts. HARRISON: Well
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they should have.. PINTASILGO: They're at the back - look at the end of your document. [general
comments - there are no numbers - they haven't photocopied properly]

HARRISON: If T could just hold this up.. I mean this is the basis of that. This is what you call the
regression line. That is the result you expect from the income, in terms of infant mortality. But at any
given income level you've got huge differences between some countries that are way above what you'd
expect for their income level, and others that are way below it. So in other words, income doesn't
explain.. - although it's a very high correlation - it doesn't explain everything. And the rest of it is
explained by other factors like the position of women, the priority given to health in government
spending, and so on. So this is another way of looking at it. One way of dealing with it. It's very easy to
re-order this table on the basis of income so similar income countries are next to each other. That would
be very easy. T'd just write this in terms of the former score. You could write them in terms of income.

CONSTANTINO: Categorize them, so that you would have China, Zimbabwe, Ghana, Laos, as one
group, and you will show-the range.

PINTASILGO: And still let me just say one particular little thing: this can not be equated with
government efforts. If I take Mozambique there is not one single hospital public-run in that country. It's
all so-called mission hospitals. So the performance is not a government performance.

ZEIDENSTEIN: Again, the difference is between outcomes and incomes. The US has the highest cost

per capita for health services of any country. Yet it performs badly on this. Why, I don't know exactly.
But, again, it's inputs rather than...
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PINTASILGO: Wait, I want to finish the section before this one. We're not yet there. Is there anything
else on this - using the targets and indicators? So, we have finished that. Then we have the question of
international pressure, which has all the dissensions and all this that we discussed earlier. Any other

comment on international pressure?

ZEIDENSTEIN:Drago and I worked out - page 10, at the middle of the page, the paragraph beginning
"The effect of [.]' 'The effect depends on a variety of moral, economic and diplomatic pressures. There
is the natural desire of countries for good a international image to promote foreign investment and
tourism. There is the fear of exposure in the media and the fear of [..] of exports. There is the pressure
of diplomacy by other countries, including the possibility of sanctions imposed by the Security Council "

[Agreed]

PINTASILGO: So now we go to the universal signatures.

D'ORVILLE: My question is the following: If the minys means not ratified, it implies that it was signed,
but not ratified. You can only ratify something which you have signed. And if S means signed but not
ratified, for me it's the same. Either you must say 'Not signed' and 'Not ratified’, or S = Signed but not
ratified. But the two as they are right now, in my reading minus and S means the same.

HARRISON: Yes, minus should be neither signed nor ratified.
PINTASILGO: So, Vina likes this very much. That's what she likes.
[]

D'ORVILLE: Why don't you show the good guys, those who have signed and ratified, all four of them.

[.. comments..]
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