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Distinguished Co-Facilitators, 

Thank you for giving me the floor. 

At the outset, let me congratulate you on your appointment as Co-Facilitators for this 
important process. We are confident that under your leadership, we will be able to work 
constructively and take these negotiations to a successful conclusion, well in time for Quito. 

Let me also express my appreciation for the work of France and Ecuador in their capacity as 
Co-Chairs of the preparatory process. 

Co-Facilitators,  

India has been proactively engaged in the informal negotiations. On account of my delayed 
arrival, however, I would seek your indulgence to allow me to present some of our general 
views on the outcome document and also with particular reference to some of specific 
contents of the document. 

Under the leadership of our Hon’ble Prime Minister, India has launched a comprehensive suite 
of policy initiatives and programmes to propel the country on to the path of smart, resilient, 
equitable and sustainable urbanization.    

The Government’s three flagship urban development initiatives, namely, the Mission for 
Rejuvenation and Urban Transformation, Smart Cities Mission, and Housing for All, collectively 
represent a holistic and technology-led people-centric vision of urban development.  This 
vision views urbanization as an opportunity and urban centers as growth engines of the nation. 

It is indeed a welcome coincidence that just as a large developing country like India is 
embarking on a new dynamic model of urbanization, we are engaged at the United Nations to 
chart a New Urban Agenda.  We view both processes as synergistic. 

Co-Facilitators,  

Our overall approach in Habitat III should be one that can support – through finance, 
technology, capacity building, best practice sharing – urbanization policy programmes in 
developing countries. 



For this purpose, it is important that the new urban agenda is not seen as ‘one size fits all’ 
package of legally binding commitments. It should instead take into account the different 
political and socio-economic factors as well as the applicable laws of the land in different 
countries.   

In the spirit of SDGs, the new urban agenda should be global and aspirational in nature and 
should try to catalyze and incentivize better urban policy through sharing of development 
experiences. 

Co-Facilitators, 

We broadly welcome the Revised Zero Draft as an improvement and streamlined version.  We 
appreciate that in the revised draft, ‘commitment’ as a term has been largely replaced by 
‘affirm’, ‘promote’, or ‘ensure’ which a declaration such as this may incorporate. 

We are also happy to note that housing finance system and adequate financing provision for 
urban infrastructure and services have been suitably added in the revised version.  

We would, however, at the same time, recommend that the document, mostly broad in its 
scope and content, be edited as appropriate to maintain its focus as directly related to the 
mandate of the UN Habitat.  

Several portions in the outcome document, particularly those pertaining to specific segments 
of population, such as refugees, need to be carefully crafted with the proviso such as “where 
applicable as permitted by laws of the land” so as to reflect the diversity of the legal systems in 
different countries. 

Formulations relating to a rights based-approach, while very important, need to be framed in 
such a way that is consistent with applicable international instruments. Articulation of new 
rights and hitherto unknown phrases, are best avoided. 

While we agree to the concept of ‘cities for all’ terms and concepts such as ‘right to city’ which 
do not have universal acceptance and definition, may be qualified suitably.  

On the right to ‘adequate housing for all’, we recommend reformulation as “we reaffirm our 
commitment for ensuring affordable housing for all with a component of improved quality of 
life”. 

Co-Facilitators, 

We would also like to recommend that “standardization of housing designs and typologies 
which are modern, green and cost effective for faster and quality construction of houses” be 
added.  

We would also suggest that “social inclusion” be substituted in place of “reduced social 
exclusion” in para 45. 



In respect of para 114, detailed commitment to sub-national fiscal policies may be avoided, 
given the various jurisdiction of governments in countries with a federal set up.  

India is in favour of a strong component on means of implementation in the outcome 
document.  

Co-Facilitators, 

My delegation will provide additional views as necessary on specific parts of the outcome 
document as the negotiations proceed. 

I thank you once again for this opportunity 
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