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Thank you Mr. Moderator, 
 
We appreciate this informal dialogue with our civil society and other stakeholder friend. 
Civil society represents in many ways our ‘moral compass’ and have an important role to 
play in keeping us honest! 
 
I wish to thank previous speakers who have shared their perspectives on the Declaration. 
We agree with much that has been said. 
 
I particularly liked your idea of looking at the SDGs as a ‘web’ of actions rather than a 
‘list’. Your list of 17 ideas about the Declaration was also most useful.  
 
The issue I would like to go into is ‘What is the overarching objective of the agenda? 
What is it for?’  
 
I would therefore like to focus on the guiding philosophy that should drive this 
Declaration. 
 
From our perspective, the Declaration should do three things.  
 
It should speak to the world we live in, identifying its key challenges and harnessing its 
opportunities.  
 
It should also speak to the world we want to see in 2030.  
 
And finally, it should chart a vision founded on 'Equity' in defining how we will 
transition from today's world to the world of 2030. 
 
Let me elaborate each briefly. 
 
What is the world we live in? While some consistently choose to insist that the world has 
changed dramatically and that we should make a transition from poverty eradication to 
sustainable development or climate change, the numbers would seem to suggest 
otherwise. 
 
As we speak, some 1.3 billion people, twice the combined population of Europe live a life 
of absolute poverty; some 805 million are chronically undernourished, i.e. they do not 
have enough to eat to lead a healthy life; 1.7 billion lack access to essential medicines; 
nearly 1 billion lack access to safe drinking water and 2.6 billion to improved sanitation; 



1.6 billion lack access to adequate shelter and 100 million are homeless; 1.3 billion are 
without access to electricity and 2.6 billion rely on biomass for their cooking needs. 
 
If these numbers are not stark enough, consider this. At least a third of human deaths 
annually, almost 18 million can be attributed to poverty related causes. 
 
Within this picture of unacceptable levels of poverty, is the even more glaring if not 
alarming level of inequity.  
 
The gap in life expectancy between low income and high income countries is almost 16 
years for men and 19 years for women. This means a person in a poor developing 
country lives 15-20 years less than a person in a rich developed country. 
 
Child mortality rates in low income countries are 20 times higher than in high income 
countries. In fact, almost 15% of the population in developing countries is under-
nourished. 
 
As if these challenges are not enough, we also now have to reverse the decline in the 
health of our planet. The poor did not cause the problem of climate change, but they are 
now condemned to bear the brunt of its effects. 
 
Clearly then, the moral, political, economic, and ethical imperative of eradicating 
poverty and hunger must be central and undiluted objective of the new agenda.  
 
There can be no sustainable development with perpetuation of poverty and hunger. 
 
The Declaration should show the way to a world without poverty and hunger in 2030. A 
world which is harmony with nature, having halted climate change and altered 
unsustainable consumption patterns; a world where the poor do not have to pay the bill 
for the excesses of the rich; a world where the international system redistributes wealth 
not poverty; a world where every developing country is not just an emerging economy, 
but an emerged one, a world where there is no North and no South, a world that is truly 
flat ! 
 
The Declaration can lead us to this world only if the path is paved with the ideal of 
equity. 
 
Equity in human relations, equity in international relations. 
 
We all have a shared responsibility - for the welfare of our people and the well-being of 
our planet.  
 
However, just as countries which have the largest numbers of poor have the larger 
responsibility to uplift their citizens to a life of dignity, similarly when it comes to the 
protection of the environment there are those who do have a larger responsibility in 
taking the lead.  
 



Universality and shared responsibilities cannot be a pretext for the abdication of 
historical responsibility or to legitimize the kicking away of the developmental ladder. 
Our responsibilities are common but they are also necessarily differentiated and this 
notion of equity must be a central creed for collective action in the new agenda. 
 
Mr. Moderator, 
 
The Indian philosopher and nationalist leader Pandit Deen Dayal Upadhyaya gave 
expression to the principle of 'Equity' as 'Antyodaya' or the upliftment of the last or the 
service of the poorest of the poor.  
 
This undiluted attention to the poorest of the poor and the welfare of the last man or 
woman should be the guiding principle of the new agenda.  
 
Any lesser vision will not be visionary enough. 
 
I Thank you. 
 

***** 
 
 


