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List of acronyms

CGP

Citizens’ Global Platform

COP

Conference of the Parties

GCSF

Global Civil Society Forum (within UNEP)

GC/GMEF
Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environment Forum (within UNEP)

MGFC

Major Groups Facilitating Committee (within UNEP)

MOP

Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol

UNEP

United Nations Environment Program

UNFCCC

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

Introduction
Civil Society Organisations have been following and attempting to influence UN decision-making for decades, and environmental groups have been at the forefront of this battle for democratisation. This research report was made for the Citizens’ Global Platform (CGP) network, under the United Nations Association of Finland. It seeks to combine practical tips on NGO participation and lobbying with assessments of actual implementation and inclusion in the UN system.
The surveys and official statements used in this overview cover CSOs from all over the world. Despite improvements within the United Nations Environment Program, most are still unsatisfied with the general UN conduct with CSOs, and that very little or nothing is done to even out disparities in participation capabilities. Economically, politically and communications-wise the UN seems like a wall for those with too few resources, luck, or networks to climb it. The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), within which e.g. the Kyoto Protocol and Bali Roadmap were agreed on, can seem even more impenetrable due to the introverted nature of the large conferences, compared to the UNEP processes. With the UN Reformation progressing, though, there is hope of favourable developments in the future, and CS-UNEP relations are already some way ahead of other bodies in the system. Effective and efficient CSO networks such as the Citizens’ Global Platform (CGP) and Climate Action Network (CAN) can greatly help on the way forward, as well as facilitate using the tools available today. 
System- and issue-wide cooperation among CSOs is the basis for lobbying with real impact. That also means sharing some resources. Separate CSOs tend to have more common interests than states with each other simply because they are issue-based. However, this also gives CSOs leverage, because factors within issues are easier to prioritise than sets of issues (economy vs. environment, or welfare-statism for example). Therefore, by arguing effectively for an agreed top priority, a wide network of CSOs from different countries could easily get their message across to several governments in a negotiation situation even without accredited speaking-time.
The report will start with basic information on types of UN decisions. The guide on lobbying in UN conferences comes with a comment on NGO diversity, and the need for bridging differences as well as using the complimentary strengths. These will be followed by a summary of a survey on UN-NGO relations conducted in 2003. The final section will be a critical assessment on UNEP’s unique NGO consultation systems: the annual Global Civil Society Forum, the major groups regional consultations and the Major Groups Facilitating Committee, followed by the concluding remarks. Overall, environmental NGOs are in an exceptionally good position to voice their opinions; now they just need to make sure they cannot be ignored.
Types of UN Decisions

· Agreement : Does not need to be ratified, deals with a  more limited range of issues than the more formal, binding ones – e.g. economic, cultural, scientific and technical cooperation, financial matters.
· Resolution : A formal decision or conclusion by UN organs (adopted by vote), divided into perambulatory and operational clauses, of which the former sets the background and the latter spells out the actions to be taken, or directives adopted (they may also be speech acts, such as “condemns”).
· Decision : Formal action not in the shape of a resolution, and therefore usually deals with organisational matters rather than substantial ones.
· Treaty / Convention : Legally binding under international law, tends to require ratification by participating states (for example UNFCCC); the latter as used more specifically refers to a large multilateral treaty with large number of parties.
· Protocol : Focuses on specific issues or areas within a treaty or convention; protocol of signature is ratified with the treaty (defines e.g. the interpretation of clauses), optional protocol establishes additional rights and obligations and is ratified separately (e.g. Kyoto Protocol – e.g.: for some time USA and Australia were parties to UNFCCC, but had not ratified the Kyoto Protocol).
· Declaration : Between a resolution and a convention, not binding under international law, but convey high level of aspiration and political commitment. Some carry weight of customary law, e.g. Universal Declaration of Human Rights (good example of high level of formal commitment and problematic implementation). Interpretive declarations may be annexed to them.
NGO Participation in UN Processes – Guide

UN Non-Governmental Liaison Service (NGLS) and Conference on NGOs in Consultative Relationship with the UN (CoNGO) are the main bodies that coordinate CSO participation across the UN system. They are not involved in accreditation or other official exchange between UN bodies and CSOs (e.g. quadrennial reports), but they are key to information-spreading and sharing as well as fostering NGO cooperation. Both of them publish guides on how CSOs can participate in UN processes and conferences, and distribute regular newsletters which can be found online
. 
Within the UN the Department of Economic and Social Affairs (DESA) and Department for Public Information (DPI) are useful sources. The former has a handy webpage for NGOs, including an online system to facilitate interaction between CSOs and the Department, called “integrated Civil Society Organizations” (iCSO). It simplifies the application procedure for consultative status with ECOSOC, as well as the submission of quadrennial reports and designation of representatives to the UN. Through the UN-DESA website it is also possible to access an Event Calendar, for information as well as registration to them.
 

A very important issue to keep in mind, though, is that not all CSOs want to cooperate and attempt to influence the top-down decision-making process. Yet, at a local grassroot level those organisations could be the most effective and influential. Often they are based in developing countries, and act on the conviction that the cooperation of large NGOs with the UN and other systems (and pressure to join them) is a form of Western neo-imperialism. However, their local expertise and efficiency makes workable communication all the more important: 1. they could provide most comprehensive and expert information of local conditions, needs and demands; 2. they are in the best position to provide help where it is most needed 3. they could disseminate factual information on the work and agreements that are taking place on a higher level, and increase participation in political processes. Large, international NGOs, on the other hand, focus their resources more on influencing the decision-making processes than voicing varied messages from their smaller counterparts. There is clearly a need for more mid-range, e.g. nationally strong NGOs to facilitate cooperation; realistic information about inter-governmental negotiations and possible outcomes could help dilute prejudices in the smaller organisations, and large ones could do with a reminder of their roots and allegiance. Remember that diversity can and be used to the NGOs’ advantage: bringing together diverse NGOs can create synergies that would otherwise not emerge!
The following guidelines are adapted from the NGLS Intergovernmental Negotiations and Decision Making at the United Nations: A Guide (2007)
. It will be divided into two main parts: I. is about the conference process and lobbying itself, II. is more focused on NGO networking and side-events. (Of course, as the surveys presented a little later show, this is only how the process ought to work in theory, and the UN still needs to improve its NGO-accessibility system-wide.) It also includes a note for the upcoming COP15.
I.  CSO-UN Conference Participation
1. Accreditation

An NGO can be accredited with the UN in two different ways: temporary accreditation is for specific events and conferences, whereas consultative status is permanent. Consultative status (general, special or roster) has to be applied for through ECOSOC
, conference accreditation will be decided by the conference secretariat.
 The different statuses reflect different rights (in e.g. speaking in formal sessions, or placing items on the agenda), and the NGO representatives should be aware of their position in order to be able to maximise their impact and work together with similar-minded NGOs as effectively as possible. 
2. Research
Preparation should be started as early on as possible, preferably as soon as the conference date is known – this will allow following and possibly participation in the governments preparations as well, which could prove the most effective channel of impact. Familiarising yourself with the former UN documents, especially resolutions, as well as well the policy papers of one’s target government(s) is a recommended minimum especially for national and regional NGOs. The second crucial point is to know well in advance are the rules and procedures of the negotiations. At a conference there is a speaking order (NGOs are usually last, if any accredited for it), but also limitations to when and where NGO representatives can contact country delegates directly. Adhering to the protocol will increase your likelihood of being taken seriously, and knowing it sufficiently will help focusing on your message and the progressing negotiations significantly more. 

Language is of utmost importance at the UN and in order to maximise influence, one should be aware of the range of options it provides, starting from the positioning of a comma, or – more significantly – the verbs and adverbs that can be used in resolutions. Interpretative annexes in UN documents are common, and you should be mindful of them in addition to the documents themselves, both in research and as a form of influence: If the final document from a conference is vague enough on some points, the interpretation may still be influenced, for example in order to pressure more pollution regulation after a certain level of development has been reached.

3. Prioritise
Even governments have to make concessions on most issues; it would be unrealistic to expect that NGOs without formalised positions could get all their demands met, even with strong support for their cause. Therefore you should identify the most important points of discussion of the issue for your organisation and argue most convincingly for them. However, take note through your research which topics have already been agreed on substantially in earlier negotiations, as these are unlikely to be reconsidered unless stated otherwise. This will allow focusing efforts in the most effective manner.

4. Contact with government
As not all NGOs will gain access to the official summit, influencing government policy from even a year beforehand could be the key contribution a CSO can make to the negotiations. You should find out who will represent the country – someone form the permanent UN mission, domestic government officials, or both – and try to figure out the schedule for policy-formation. Sometimes high-level conferences are preceded by several preliminary meetings, where governments try to flesh out as much of the final treaty as possible, and figure what the key points of contention and contradiction are in order to have time to formulate final positions and possibly new suggestions for solving them before the key summit.

5. Secretariat
The Secretariat is in charge of the logistics and running of the conference, and you should establish links with the UN Staff responsible for NGOs as early as possible. Some of the staff also write reports on the progressions, and you might want to ask them if you could contribute information and how. The NGLS is a good source for more information on specific conferences and provides links to the relevant UN sites
.

6. Position papers
Position papers are excellent for stating your objectives and argument clearly and concisely. Again, drafting one together with other NGOs will lend the paper weight. Make sure you propose feasible measures to attain your stated goals, and that the language is in line with UN documents (you can download many examples of resolutions and other documents from UN websites).

Distribution of the position paper is as important as writing it. Government officials,  the meeting’s Secretariat and other NGOs should receive copies, as well as journalists to give them a starting point, and offer to send follow-ups, so they can build a story around it. 

7. [image: image1]Documents to bring
Photo identification (usually required for travelling anyway), and copy of all accreditation correspondence with the Secretariat for registration and issuing a ground pass (unless stated otherwise). Plenty of copies of your position papers, mainly in English, but preferably in other UN languages too (French, Russian, Chinese, Spanish, Arabic). Information on the organisation(s)/coalition that you’re representing, as well as business cards. A laptop may be of use, but access to internet is not necessarily available at the conference venue.
II. NGO-NGO relations and other practicalities 
1. Contact with other NGOs
Networking with other NGOs could save lots of resources, bring new information and ideas, and gain legitimacy and attention for your message, helping pressure government delegates more. If the government agrees to include a CSO representative in the delegation, it is in everyone’s interests to negotiate a CSO stance that is as representative as possible. Other CSOs might have more experience of working with the UN, and if larger, are probably in a better position to leverage certain positions.

2. Representation and timing
Things to be considered when choosing a representative for a conference: issue expertise, experience of the UN, lobbying and argumentation skills, networking and NGO coordination abilities, and media knowledge. Again, if only one person can attend, prioritisation of issues and abilities is crucial for choosing the best representative. If you are working together with other NGOs from your country and choosing a joint representative it is advisable to negotiate it together in order to ensure a fair and most capable person, not necessarily just someone from the biggest organisation.

3. Work on the ground
It’s a good idea to get to the conference venue a few days beforehand, and also to stay a little longer than it is scheduled to last. Usually a shadow event is organised by NGOs for NGOs with e.g. workshops, and organising for the conference a little in advance and during the conference itself. This is an excellent opportunity for cooperation and networking as well. The summits themselves tend to overrun, and therefore it’s best to prepare to stay a few extra days. It could also be good for a follow-up.
The shadow events for NGOs are massive; for example at the COP13 in Bali, there were 4483 NGOs represented
. Consider this beforehand: there will be scores of workshops, panel discussions, networking events etc. going on simultaneously just at the NGO event. An agenda will be created and made available in advance of the event, and it’s best to create a provisional schedule for yourself of the most relevant happenings, and balance it with lobbying time. If there are a few of you going, it’s a good idea to divide participation thematically so each person can feed back to the group a comprehensive account of the progress and processes that took place.
The ECO-newsletter published daily at the event by Climate Action Network (CAN) is the easiest way to stay up to date
. The International Institute for Sustainable Develoment (IISD) publishes the Earth Negotiations Bulletin
. NGOs also vote for the “Fossil of the Day” from the actual negotiation partners. The award ceremonies attract government delegates as well as NGOs, so they are possible places of contact.
4. Journalists/press
Draw up a list of news media and individual journalists for press releases, before and during the conference. Focus on one or two key themes and issues, and keep them updated on those.

It should be possible to hold a small press conference; ask the Secretariat about this – it will also be more likely to get permission with several other, possibly larger NGOs. Try to find out if other NGOs have planned press conferences.

Keep press releases relatively short, and to the point of the issue of your choice. Generally journalists will not come looking for NGO statements, especially from small ones, so being active helps with coverage. However, keep in mind your objective: while public awareness and media coverage are important, it is possible that your efforts are more likely to be needed in lobbying the government delegates than wooing the journalists. Good planning and preparation beforehand should ensure that you have a few journalists already waiting for your updates and point of view, so there’s no pressure to get media attention while at the conference.
The NGLS Survey 2003

In late 2003 a survey was conducted on UN-Civil Society relations globally which included some 150 NGOs. According to the findings of this survey most NGOs found the participation system faulty in one way or another. Of particular concern were the lack of information and only partial inclusion of CSOs in processes, even when they were accredited. It seems the UN bodies and/or conferences were not disseminating sufficient information on schedules, topics, participation possibilities, among other things. This implies that for the time being NGOs should:
· engage actively, and make sure they get all the relevant documents – for conferences they can usually be obtained from the Secretariat, or the distribution points
· create a network, even an informal one, with CSOs with converging interests, in order to share information and expertise, greater leverage, but also reach in the public 

· press for reforms in the UN-CS relations:
· a consultative body similar to the Global Compact to institutionalise CSO participation and to further legitimise their participation

· more effective information dissemination and facilitating information-sharing and network-building among CSOs

· system-wide guidelines for UN bodies on CSO participation and observing in e.g. round-table negotiations (which were also mentioned as the most useful channel of influence) 
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UNEP Major Groups Facilitating Committee

This special consultant group
 includes two representatives from each of the six regions, and in addition nine CSO representatives from groups such as environment, women, and industry and professional network. According to UNEP, the aim of engaging civil society actors is to “take into account major groups expertise and views at the intergovernmental level, and on the programmatic level in implementation of UNEP's work programme.”
  And “the role of the MGFC is to provide guidance and coordinate the engagement of major groups in the GCSF cycle.”
 Therefore, MGFC could also be perceived as a type of filter for the essential messages emerging on all topics from the accredited civil society organisations.

UNEP has also organised an annual Global Civil Society Forum since 2000 (which was barely mentioned in the survey report results discussed briefly above). Nevertheless, changes were introduced to the process of choosing representatives, and to improve the comprehensiveness of its membership in 2006 and 2008. Considering that together with the fact that the Forum takes place simultaneously with UNEP’s Governing Council/Global Ministerial Forum implies that it has become, or is in the process of becoming, an increasingly significant institutional channel of participation and influence for CSOs.
At the very least the groups have an exceptional chance to give regular feedback on a large scale. The last regional consultative meetings were organised in November 2008
. The reports demonstrate the disparity amongst the regional groups, yet also complement each other especially in the presented views on NGO participation and reform of Environmental Governance. The regional consultation groups’ reports
 as well as the survey conducted in 2003, convey the wide-spread opinion among NGOs and other Stakeholder groups that there are issues with
- information distribution from the UN to the CSO representatives: on procedures (how to participate), specific negotiations and the progress on them, as well as feedback on the outcomes

- information sharing between CSOs
- the (over)abundance of multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs) leads to confusion, as they
- are not classified in any systematic way, 
- overlap especially across different areas and 
- are formed within different bodies (of course, this is not exclusively an UNEP issue)
- lack of leadership among the agencies, bodies and their respective decisions, which leads to 

- obscurity in the hierarchy of decisions (e.g. when can an economic treaty override an environmental one?)
The European consultation group
 expressed particular dissatisfaction with the categorisation of Environmental decisions. The same sentiment is conveyed in an overview written for the Strengthening International Environmental Governance and Civil Society Leadership in the Asia and Pacific Forum and later modified according to the Asia and the Pacific consultation group
. There are so many different bodies that work on, or partially on climate change and environmental protection issues, that the statements, agreements and resolutions overlap, and it is unclear where the ultimate power and leadership lies (compare to the Security Council, which is the only body that can issue legally binding resolutions in matters related to security). Advocacy work is all the more difficult without a classification system and hierarchy. This is related to the other issues which are perhaps more straightforward – CSOs tend to have very limited resources, but might be barking up the wrong tree, if they do not have sufficient knowledge of the most influential bodies in the question that they are focusing on. 
In Climate Change issues the UNFCCC is the key arena, especially the large COPs, such as Kyoto and Bali have been, and Copenhagen in December 2009. For environmental issues in general UNEP activities should be the focal point – a large one at that, and there are several processes within UNEP that are of a more specific nature and are worth finding out about, if you are not following any as of yet. Take note of your personal objectives and for example points of contention between national economies (e.g. export products) and sustainable practices.
The Global Civil Society Forum (GCSF) includes all major stakeholder groups from all regions and is held back-to-back annually with the UNEP Governing Council/Global Ministerial Environment Forum (GC/GMEF – in 2009 they were Feb 14-15th and 16-20th, respectively). Both the Regional Consultations and GCSF rated well in the concluding participant surveys
, so this form of participation in UNEP processes is clearly valued by CSOs. 
However, it is unclear how much influence these meetings have in UNEP decision-making. The stated aims of consulting CSOs hardly show in the results (e.g. resolutions and statements). For example, in the latest draft decision of the GM/GEMF (July 2009), the operational clauses include a few nods towards “partners”, “other stakeholders”, and “networks” in addition to the member states, but their role is designated as that of helpers and additional experts: “Also requests the Executive Director … to engage all relevant stakeholders in conducting global environmental assessments to support and strengthen further their scientific credibility, policy relevance and legitimacy.”
  CSO input and expertise is mentioned as a source in only one set of preambulatory clauses, on the world environmental situation
 - again, it seems UNEP officials trust the NGOs’ assessments of situations, but disregard the recommendations for action. 
With regard to international environmental governance, the operational clauses mention networks and partners (other than states) as important for up-to-date reporting on environmental degradation and crises, and that the important functions of the Environment Watch strategy would include e.g. (technological) capacity building, early warning systems, information-sharing and mutual environmental indicators.
 It falls short of considering increased non-state stakeholder consultation, however, which is disappointing in particular because only three CSO representatives were included in this year’s negotiations, down from the previous years’ nine.
In essence, the UNEP members agree to maintain the states’ monopoly to opinions and decision-making, leaving CSOs the role of the messenger. While reporting gives a chance to extensively stress the severity of a situation, and recommend courses of action, there is little official weight in such statements, compared to for example permanent observer status (there are none in UNEP
).
Conclusions
· Despite the changes in international environmental governance, the system is still largely state-dominated.
· Therefore effective lobbying is the most potent way of influencing intergovernmental negotiations and policy making:

·  Showing expertise, professionalism, social skills (knowing when to, and not to approach a government official or other delegate can be as crucial as your argument itself), presenting the argument focusing on three key points maximum, and providing clear, ready-to-use clauses can already get you a long way. 
· Working together in networks helps sharing information and experiences, and increases leverage, among other things. Conferences are the best place to network, but sometimes the UN itself is a catalyst for initiating such projects, like the inception of the Citizens’ Global Platform as a result of the Helsinki Process.

· The UN is slowly and partially opening up to NGO participation, and this should be used to NGOs advantage as much as possible by good practice, but also to issue criticism and optional solutions that cannot be taken lightly.
· In essence, states will not give up their position without significant pressure from a diverse, but unified aggregation of CSOs. Democratisation of the UN requires upgrading CSOs’ role to a negotiation partner, from mere advisors and messengers.



COP15 Copenhagen 2009


You can keep up to date with the NGO side-event logistics (organised by the People’s Climate Action) through � HYPERLINK "http://www.peoplesclimateaction.dk/uk/36819/Klimaforum%2009" ��http://www.peoplesclimateaction.dk/uk/36819/Klimaforum%2009� . No schedule has been posted yet, but the main NGO event will start the same day as the COP (Dec 7) – note that large NGOs may have something planned before that already.


Ideally you should get to Copenhagen by Dec 6 and not leave until Dec 19 at least. Book travel and accommodation as soon as you can, if you haven’t already.





Make contact with your local officials and press as soon as possible. Whichever government(s) you are seeking to lobby, pay particular attention to which points they are willing to negotiate. Write a clear, summarised position paper, focusing on three points maximum. Back your arguments with scientific evidence. If possible, circulate this to journalists, along with an overview of the government policy and an interesting case study related to recent research or local climate change effects, and offer to send follow ups throughout the conference. You should have the position paper written and sent out by mid-November. Remember to bring plenty of copies of the position paper with you to hand out to delegates and other NGO representatives. Remember the importance of language, especially if you write draft resolution proposals as well.





Engage actively and seek to network at the NGO side-event – this is the best chance to forge alliances with thousands of NGOs attending. Seek tips on when an how to approach delegates, hold press conferences and/or draft resolutions together. Even after COP15 the work will be far from over, so you will need the contacts later. 


For any practical enquiries, you can find the contact details for the UNFCCC Secretariat and the Danish conference Secretariat here: � HYPERLINK "http://en.cop15.dk/about+cop15/contact" ��http://en.cop15.dk/about+cop15/contact�. Their tips on affective participation: � HYPERLINK "http://unfccc.int/parties_and_observers/ngo/items/3667.php" ��http://unfccc.int/parties_and_observers/ngo/items/3667.php�. Make sure you get logistical information (schedules, venues, maps, distribution places, WiFi-zones etc.) upon arrival!








Indigenous Peoples and Climate Change Processes


- based on the UN University Institute of Advanced Studies’ assessments: � HYPERLINK "http://www.unutki.org/default.php?doc_id=98" ��http://www.unutki.org/default.php?doc_id=98�





Those most vulnerable to climate change and its effects are increasingly taken into account internationally. Among these are many indigenous populations who depend on the fragile environment for their livelihoods and continuation of cultural heritage.


The United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues (UNPFII) – the most significant UN body for indigenous representation – has brought up the threats climate change poses. For example, in its seventh session in 2008, its members formalized a consortium on “Climate change, bio-cultural diversity and livelihoods: the stewardship role of indigenous peoples and new challenges”.





The UNPFII recommends further research and vulnerability assessments to be made by e.g. the UN University, in order to improve knowledge of the particular issues, in order to improve responses. The UNPFII, however is not the only one to raise the role of indigenous peoples: from the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, the significance of indigenous people as potential victims, as well as part of the solution has been recognised.





If these two tracks can be combined with reliable research, indigenous people stand a much greater chance to make their voices heard in future environmental negotiations. Comprehensive organisations are easier to communicate with than un- or under-represented tribes, and therefore are much more likely to be heard. Presenting solutions in addition to demands, by combining traditional knowledge with modern technology would make indigenous people a desirable and credible negotiation partner.








� Adpated from Part 1 chapter 5 of the NGLS’s publication Intergovernmental Negotiations and Decision Making at the United Nations: A Guide (2007), which is downloadable in English and French from � HYPERLINK "http://www.un-ngls.org/spip.php?article877" �http://www.un-ngls.org/spip.php?article877�


� www.un-ngls.org


� http://www.un.org/esa/coordination/ngo/ UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs, NGO Branch


� Downloadable in English and French from � HYPERLINK "http://www.un-ngls.org/spip.php?article877" �http://www.un-ngls.org/spip.php?article877�


� For guidelines on applying for consultative status, visit the UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs page http://esango.un.org/civilsociety/consultativeStatusSummary.do?method=applyForConsultativeSt&sessionCheck=false&ngoFlag=1


� http://www.un.org/esa/coordination/ngo/ 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.un-ngls.org" ��www.un-ngls.org� 


� http://www.wdm.org.uk/news/archive/2007/biggestngoinbali06122007.html


� http://www.climatenetwork.org/eco


� http://www.iisd.ca/climate/sb28/


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.un-ngls.org/orf/survey_report.doc" ��www.un-ngls.org/orf/survey_report.doc� “UN and Civil Society Relationship 


Questionnaire on NGO opinion” (Oct 2003)


� For accreditation information, visit http://www.unep.org/civil_society/About/accreditation.asp


� http://www.unep.org/civil_society/About/index.asp


� http://www.unep.org/civil_society/index.asp


� http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/MGFCommittee.asp


� statements and other documents: http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/regionalconsult-gcsf10.asp


� For reference, see previous footnote


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/Europe-Statement-CSO-2008.pdf" ��http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/Europe-Statement-CSO-2008.pdf� for Europe (p.8) 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/IEG-Backgroundpaper-April2009.pdf" ��http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/IEG-Backgroundpaper-April2009.pdf� (p.15)


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/Outcome-from%20-Evaluation-RCM.pdf" �http://www.unep.org/civil_society/GCSF10/pdfs/Outcome-from%20-Evaluation-RCM.pdf�  ”Outcome from the evaluations of the Regional Conusltation Meetings in November 2008 and the 10th Global Civil Society Forum of, 14-15th February 2009”


� p. 8, Decision 25/2 “III. Future global assessment of environmental change” 


� p.6 , Decision 25/2


� http://www.unep.org/GC/GC25/Docs/Proceedings-English.pdf


� http://www.unep.org/gc/Secretariat/GCmember2008-2011-alpha.pdf
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