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Chester World Development Forum





Minutes of the Forum Meeting held on Tuesday 10 March 2015 in The Unity Centre
1. Welcome: Terry Green chaired the meeting

 Present: Terry Green (Chair), Peter Byrne (CAFOD) , Bernard Payne (St Columba’s Third World Group), Carol Murphy (Holy Trinity One World Group), Daphne Peers (Holy Trinity One World Group),Terry Walsh (CND),  Pam Price (Church Action against Poverty), Heather Lannin (Chester Inter-faith Group),  Ann McCarthy (CAFOD),  John Tacon, Kath Stephenson, G.Miller (University of Chester, International Development Studies), Vicki Jenner, Gerald Grant, Sue Bownas (CAFOD), Mark Rideal (Greenpeace), James Shuttleworth (VSO),Tony Walsh and Tom Ormiston (EP Justice and Peace Group)
Apologies: Linda Shuttleworth, Heather Swainston and Prue Wendt
Discussion led by Gill Miller
Changing perspectives, needs and priorities for Development and Aid
(To identify key issues for raising at the pre-election hustings)

See notes at the end of these minutes

2. Minutes/ notes of Forum meetings, and matters arising:
· Forum meeting 13th January 2015: no matters arising
· Committees 2nd February 2015 and 2nd March 2015 – both meetings centred largely around arrangements for forthcoming Hustings meeting. Gill Miller had attended the Feb meeting to discuss the issues raised following Emma Mawdsley’s talk at the University and could lead us into ideas for questions at the Hustings.
At the March meeting the committee discussed the possibility of organising a coach to London on June 17th for the lobby of MPs on Climate Change. Committee decided not to pursue the idea as we would have to set off too early and unlikely that we would be able to fill a coach.

Action Aid have a new campaign on tax evasion. Cards to be signed

3. Financial update, including progress with 2015 memberships:
Balance stands at £577.26. Renewal of memberships is very slow at present. JT will be looking to remind members again
4. Around the Table:

· Updates from our members on current activities, events and issues
MR: knows speaker on the “fracking” issue. TG explained that this issue has been considered before by the committee but that the committee were unclear as to how it was linked to international development. Link to use of fossil fuels perhaps? Committee to consider again
HL:Fundraising event in the Guildhall – “Band together for Ebola”  on 23rd April, 7.30 – 11.00. 
KS: Has brought cards to be signed from  Action Aid re tax evasion.

PB: Reported that the Labour party is struggling to control TTIP. Some countries are losing their nerve in EU. Important that we write to our MEPs.

SB: Gave a brief update on the proposed changes to CAFOD’s structure. CAFOD Shrewsbury will be linked to Northwest now and not to Midlands as originally proposed. Will be volunteer centres in each diocese and there will be named person from each diocese to work there. Some diocesan offices will close but don’t know which ones as yet. New structure will works towards increasing number of volunteers.
BP: Churches together in Chester have organised Hustings on Friday 17th April in Chester Catholic High School at 7.30

TW: Music night in the planning for CND
TO: CAFOD quiz on 13th March in EP

MR: Requested leaflet to share with Unison. May be interested in supporting CWDF. 

14th March – Chester CND meeting at 11.00am outside Chester Station to protest about transportation of nuclear waste.

· Reference to CWDF Diary entries (version of 3rd March attached) 
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Arrangements for next Forum meetings:

· Wednesday 22nd April - Pre-election Hustings on development issues, 7.00pm in Binks Building, University of Chester. All main candidates being invited. Session to be chaired by Gill Miller. 
Thanks must go to Bernard for his great efforts in securing a new date for this event 

BP explained format of evening: 7.00pm start. Candidates to speak in alphabetical order. Will have 5 minutes each to say what their party’s priorities are for International Development. Slips of paper will be available for  people to write down questions and as the candidates are talking Committee members will collect in the questions and sort into groups. Each candidate will be asked to respond. Each candidate will have 1 min at end to sum up.
                        Aim to finish at 9. 

                        Winning candidate will be invited to come and talk to us after election to
                        update CWDF on progress 

 The comment was made that crucial to ask about tax avoidance/evasion

· Tuesday 12th May, Forum AGM -  speakers: VSO volunteers Tricia Atherton and Margaret Park on the theme “VSO Education in Rwanda”. 
Discussion led by Gill Miller, 

Changing perspectives, needs and priorities for Development and Aid

(To identify key issues for raising at the pre-election hustings)
Some important issues are emerging in terms of development.

NB:    Distinction between emergency aid and development aid.
· Emerging economies are (China, Brazil, India, South Africa, Mexico, Chile, Venezuela, Indonesia, Malaysia, Thailand)  now supporting other developing countries.

· Not huge amounts, but seen as status symbol – moving from a recipient to a donor country. Vying for global influence.  USD8 bill given by India – in various forms

· These new donors are changing the rules of engagement – to broader and cheaper development finance, usually without conditions / non-interference in internal affairs, lower interest rates

· This comes with some risk – new donor countries are economically fragile – Brazil verging on recession. Risk of many loans being toxic, bad debt, new donors exposing themselves to economic problems in future. Fragile economies

· Emerging economies are recognised as influential – eg in Global partnership for Development Cooperation (Justine Greening + Nigeria – Ministry of Finance + Indonesia- Ministry of Finance.

Nature of aid is changing: 

· Changing the meaning of ‘foreign aid’, expanding the commercial element of ‘development financing’
· From poverty reduction to economic growth as the central analytic of ‘development’. Acceptance of principle that recipient countries have to have economic growth.
· From social sector (health, gender, education) and ‘soft wiring’ (good governance) to investment in infrastructure and productivity, industry, resource extraction, agribusiness etc
Issues for us as traditional donor nations: 

0.7% may become law before dissolution of Parliament.

We take the view that we can teach emerging nations how to do development properly.

We are viewing new donors with some suspicion, such as China. Hidden agenda?? We are the good guys – do they have an ulterior motive? Should we be worried? Or even care? Does it really matter if China taking over world.

We have always taken the view that our aid / giving reflects out ‘national virility’  - we are at the top of the hierarchy of nations.  UK at top of tree. We could easily exploit our agenda. With power comes responsibility. Emma Mawdsley talked of the continuum form Powerful to powerless nations.

What is our role as developers vis a vis new donors? Where should our focus be?

Questions for discussion:
1. What do we think should be our priorities for international development? What should our agenda be?

2. If other countries have a policy of non-interference in internal affairs, should we?

3. How do we resolve the tensions between aid and human rights violations?

4. Are our priorities being undermined by development from the ‘South’?

5. What messages do we want to send to government?

Having raised all these issues the discussion was then opened up to members. The following are some of the comments made:

TG:  asked about World Bank and their role in aid. They do talk to recipient countries

JT: raised the issue of what we should not be doing , ie UK aid money being ploughed into major corporations. We need paper trail of money. At present seems there is inappropriate funding and oversight all the way down the trail. DfID working with other government departments so aid always has strings attached. We need a more transparent trail. UK might make trail more transparent but the Chinese may not so the recipient country would turn to China for loans.

Tax issue should be addressed. Millions in tax revenue lost to poorer nations 

TW:  when did aid suddenly become so complicated? Word “Aid” itself sounds patronising. 

Should we give our aid to just a few countries?

Only give to small businesses through NGOs? Need to empower local people. 

HL:  re accountability for where aid goes – would personal involvement with someone in recipient country, say a “partner”, guarantee money spent appropriately?

PB:  not one issue but many. So complex 

GM:  always going to come up against something. Can immunise children but then die with stomach problem because sanitation so poor

SB : problem of no control of big corporations. They purloin resources, devastate the land. Should we try and get into boardroom to change hearts and minds?
Finally: Points to be raised at Hustings with candidates
· What do they want to achieve with 0.7% aid budget

· What should 0.7% be spent on?

· How would you guarantee the spending?

· Is 0.7% going to be used for Sustainable Development Goals (successors to Millennium Development Goals)
· How would you assure transparency?

 The discussion concluded that money should be spent on:                                                    

  Education    Health    Water    Land Rights esp for women    Promotion of equality       Environmental protection

  Microfinance     Direct accountable relationships      Tackling corruption       Training media       Transparency

And not spent on:

  Weapons (security)        Avoid money going to big corporations        Budget support
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