Consultation for a Manifesto on Democracy and
Sustainable Development: Taking Stock

Background paper for FDSD/Salzburg Global Seminar Synthesis
Workshop: Schloss Leopoldskron, 12"-14"™ December 2012

Help us start the ripple effect

political .
. parties

-

local
thorities

N~
society >
\ \

Pa'ﬁamedts businesses

| - N youth

scientists movements

FOUNDATION FOR DEMOCRACY
AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Halina Ward
with additional contributions from Nicolo Wojewoda

December 2012 (and edited February 2013)



Table of Contents

Part A: Manifesto for a green and fair democracy,
Mark 1

(O L T g VA T o] o T p.5
Principles and Commitments............cocvevrevrevererenerensrereeennen p.6
Principle 1: Cultivate the basics of a flourishing democracy.........ccccceeueuee.... p.6
Principle 2: Commit to education and learning as foundations of change....p.7
Principle 3: Re-balance knowledge, participation and representation......... p.8

Principle 4: Separate democracy from unsustainable economic growth.......p.9
Principle 5: Ensure that people everywhere count, from the local to the
=4 (o] + - | [ SRRSO SRS p.10
Principle 6: Take the IoNg VIeW........ccceeieecceericrneeicnerenecseenescneeeessnsesessssessesnnes p.11
Principle 7: Deepen democracy in strategic decisions on the infrastructure
and technologies for sustainability; strengthen local capacities................... p.12

Part B: Analysis of Consultation responses and
rationale for Mark 1 Manifesto

Background: why a Manifesto?..........evveevveecernne. p.14
Starting points for the Manifesto.........neeennee p.15
The conSultation ProCESS........ccciiecisererrntenineeteesseeressneesessasesesssanessnsassssessesans p.15
1) €= 1 4 1 1 Lo TSP p.20
What makes a g00d Manifesto?......ccccceereeiiieniieniireerennienerencernerencernnerenes p.23
How to read the Mark 1 Manifesto........cccceeeiceerecricccricneeceeec s e scneeecnanes p.24
The significance of ‘SigN-0N'........oceeirreriiriieecreeee et ceee e e esesaeeessesssnnees p.25
The idea of the ripple effect........cirrererriirrerrceee et ccenee e eee e eesseesenees p.25
Democracy, religion and values..........iiiciceeiinieninncneenescneesessnenecsnseesesnnees p.26

2



General consultation feedback (and our responses)............. p.27
Revising the Manifesto: feedback on vision, principles and

(ol0] 0010 0114 4.0 1] 01 K3 p.31
VISTION.c ettt nsees e s sasaee e ssnsasanesesssnsnsanesesssnsnsanesesssnassasesensnnassasssannss p.31
Principles and commitments.........ccccciieinininiinnnnininenininennnssm e p.31
Suggestions for additional principles......c..cccccevvrirriininissinniinnsninninnssnsseenn p.33

Part C: Principle by Principle analysis of consultation

responses

Principle 1: Cultivate the basics of a flourishing
HEMOCTACY......oo ettt s srasss st s ssessa st st sss s s sassen st sans p.34
Reactions to the consultation draft..........cccceevrrererreecneerc e e e, p.34
Proposed COMMItMENLS........ccceeeccrierserrcneeceers e seseessneseseesesasesssnsssnssesnnsesssnnnes p.40
PropoSed rESOUICES......ccccceeeeerrerseerrenresseerssanessseesssssesssnsesssesssasssnsessssasesssassassennees p.43

Principle 2: Commit to education and learning as

foundations of change........ et p.43
Reactions to the consultation draft.........cccccevvvrierireerennenienneenccsnee e seeeeeseens p.43
Proposed COmMMItMENTS.......cccceeveeierinerecrnnessneesessnseresssnnesessnsesesssnsessssassessnsanens p.47
PropPOSEd rESOUICES......cccevrnerierreerersrnneressaeereessnnesessasaessssasesssnsssessssasessansesensasansans p.50

Principle 3: Re-balance knowledge, participation and

FePresSeNtAtION.. ... sees p.51
Reactions to the consultation draft.........ccccceeveriericrirecnneninnnreecceere e cescneenes p.51
Proposed cOmmiItmeNnts.........cccceiiicinreiiinnnenneniessseeseessssssenssssnnsssssnsesssssnsessnsans p.56
PropoS@d rE@SOUICES.......ccccerierinrerersnneiessnenesssnnessssanasssssasessssnsssssssassssnssesnsassessans p.57

Principle 4: Separate democracy from unsustainable

€CONOMIC BrOWL ...ttt ssress s srassaes p.57
Reactions to the consultation draft..........ccccevirceiicerccceerr e p.62
Proposed cOmMmMItMENtS........ccceiivciiirceeicnneineesseesceessnnnesseeessnsesssnesesssnssensesssnnnes p.62

3



PropoSEd rESOUICES.......ccccrverierinrerersnneiessnnenesssnnessssnsasssssasessssnsssssssasessnssssnssesessnns p.66

Principle 5: Ensure that people everywhere count, from the

local to the global.......... et p.68
Reactions to the consultation draft.........ccccceeevrrceerceerc e p.68
Proposed COmMMItMENtS........cceeveeiecineneinnnnennneeiesseeeecsnnnesessnsesesssnsessnsassessnsanens p.75
PropOSEU rESOUICES.......ccecerierieerersneeressnenecssnnessssasasssssasessssasasssssasessnnsesessasasesss p.76
Principle 6: Take the long view........... e, p.76
Reactions to the consultation draft........ccccceevveriiricririiren e caeees p.77
Proposed COmMMItMENTS........ccceeveeieciseeeecnnnennneesessneeneessnnesessnsesssssnsessssassessnsanens p.77
PropOSEU rESOUICES......ccccererrerieerersneeressnneresssnnessssarasssssasessnssssessssasessansesesnsasesss p.82

Principle 7: Deepen democracy in strategic decisions on the
infrastructure and technologies for sustainability;

strengthen local capacities......... e eeseeeseeeene p.83
Reactions to the consultation draft.........ccccceevrreerrnerccceerccr e p.84
Proposed COMMItMENtS........ccceeecrierceercneeceees e seseessneneseesesaseessnsssnssesnnsesssnnnes p.88
PropPOSEA rESOUICES......ccccvueererreerersneeressarereessnnessssasaessnsasesssssssssessessasasessansesensans p.89

Tables and Boxes

Table 1: Consultation workshops and events.........ciicenccrcncseecneennseesseesnnnns p.18
Table 2: Summary of individual consultation responses........cccivcircereccercnnecens p.22
Table 3: Summary of Consultation responses by type and event.........cccccevceveeerecneecreensneens p.24
Box 1: Inter-American Democratic Charter.....cccccciieeciiiiiniiiiiiciiiincceinereeeesrenesessennnens p.43
BOX 2: AMEIICASPEAKS. .cceuueirreeecererneereranneerennseereeenseerennseserenssessesnssesssnssessasesnssesssnnsessenne p.49
BoX 3: INtelligence SQUAred.......cceieeeeeeireeneeeienniertennnceeennneeseennesseenseessenssess sesnnssessesnnnnns p.50
(370} @ BN {T] o T-1 -] T~ 1SR p.50
Box 5: Experts engaging the public........ccceuuuiiiiiiirrniniiiiiiiiiiiinineeeen p.57
BOX 6: ENEIrgY demMOCIaCY...cciittrruueiiiiiinnnnnnssisiinnmnenssssssassssssnmessssssssssssssnsssssssssssssssssssnsns p.67
Box 7: CASSE’S ENOUZh iS ENOUZh......ccveeniiieeniiiiienieiieinerreneneeeeeeneeteenneseennsennessesnneesennes p.67
Box 8: Civil, political, and social Citizenship....cccccceteeueirreenierienniierienreerieeneereeeerenneeeeennnens p.71
BOX 9: MUSEUM Of the FULUIE......civeeeiiiienierieenerteeneeteeeneeeeeenseeseenssereransessesnss ssssssnnssnssenne p.83



Part A: Manifesto for a green and fair democracy,
Mark 1

Our Vision

We cherish democracy, the rule of the people by the people for the people.

Democracy has multiple forms, and a diversity in all of its different settings that befits our
humanity. Yet we recognise that democracy can always improve and must always adapt. It is
unfinished.

Democracy is essential if we are to find ways of ensuring that we can meet the needs of
people now without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own
needs. Only true democracy promises a decision-making system that can unlock the innate
potential of all human beings to flourish as equals and continually lend strength to
marginalised voices.

Democracy should promote the health and wellbeing of the earth’s natural systems,
enhance the quality of relationships between people and nature, and secure fairness for all,
now and in the future. All people are created equal, unique and beautiful with a right to a
fullness of life.

We care deeply about the natural environment on which we all depend and of which we are
part. We want to hand down to our children and their children a thriving natural
environment and the wisdom, confidence and knowledge to live together joyfully and
peacefully.

Democracy today must find ways to anticipate and cope with rapidly developing economic,
social and environmental challenges in a crowded world. But it is threatened by conflict,
apathy, exclusion, corruption, manipulation and dishonesty; weakened by wars waged in
pursuit of economic interests not the interests of sovereign people; undermined by global
decision-making that is driven by the short-term interests of individual nations, not our
shared needs as human beings.

Financial hardship, natural disasters, lack of access to affordable energy and food, climate
change and population growth - all of these challenges call for solutions founded in more,
not less, democracy. More not less democracy is the right way to build strong and vibrant
communities and enlightened leadership.

By signing this Manifesto we renew our commitment to democracy. We pledge to play our
full part in creating systems of democracy that are inspired by the necessity of bringing
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environmental social and economic fairness to the world’s people, now and in the future.

We care deeply about unfairness and injustice between people who are alive today, no
matter where they were born or where they live. We do not want the unfairness and
inequality that exist in the present to be our legacy to future generations.

Democracy, and the shared human values needed to guide social and environmental justice,
are at the heart of the way forward.

We the people must be the source of the change that we want. We must show our leaders
the way so that they can lead. What we jointly create through our efforts to implement this
Manifesto is part of our bequest to future generations. We have faith that we are not alone.

Principles and Commitments

Principle 1: Cultivate the basics of a flourishing democracy

Sustainable development needs democracy to flourish and reinforces the need for urgent
action to address the multiple current problems in the practice of democracy from local to
global levels.

Democracy is about much more than voting. Getting to flourishing democracy means a
renewed commitment from all parts of society to enable vibrant and meaningful public
participation and engagement in decision-making supported by providing citizenship
education that empowers people with the knowledge and belief that they can make a
difference; freedom from corruption; accountable politicians and elected representatives
motivated by the public good and with backgrounds as diverse as the people who elect
them; a free and independent media; wide rights of access to information and to justice;
transparent decision-making; respect for the rule of legitimate law; deep commitment
across all of society to upholding fundamental human rights; ensuring that the people as a
whole, not economic or other vested interests are at the heart of democratic practice; and
effective and continuous accountability of public decision-making to people affected.

Commitments

We will encourage our neighbours, our elected representatives, leaders of political and
public institutions and of civil society around the world to adopt practices that demonstrate
deep commitment to democracy with the people, not vested economic or other interests, at
its heart.

We will call on civic leaders and elected representatives to show the leadership that is
essential for democratic renewal to take place.



We will speak out to hold public officials and elected representatives accountable, and be
active citizens.

We will aim to deepen cultures of democratic decision-making in the ways in which we
interact with our neighbours near and far in both the real and virtual worlds, and encourage
others to do the same.

Principle 2: Commit to education and learning as foundations of change

Education, whether it is formal or informal, is the process through which the knowledge and
values needed to strengthen democratic action for sustainability are nurtured.

The earlier we can plant the seeds, the longer we can reap the benefits. Children and young
people are the next generation of activists for a greener and fairer world and should have
access to education to build the skills and knowledge to shape democracy so that it can
deliver a healthy environment and fairness for all.

Education must empower all people, whatever their age, to be active as citizens and
followers, and wise as leaders. It must help to unlock the potential of being, not having. It
must ensure that people everywhere, including their representatives, have a deep
understanding of their roles, responsibilities and rights in taking decisions for a healthy
environment and fairness for all, now and in the future.

The knowledge and skills needed to engage, to deliberate, to respect difference, and to be
inclusive in deed as well as mind, to enjoy the natural environment whilst pursuing what is
fair for people now and in the future should be nurtured in all the places where the ideal of
democracy is an inspiration — from producer cooperatives to building societies, from trades
unions to community groups and residents’ associations.

Commitments
We will speak out in favour of revitalised programmes of civic education that can enable
people to be active, participative and engaged, and to build understanding of the case for
democracy and its meanings and applications in different contexts.

We will advocate strong programmes of sustainability education, starting from an early age,
to build understanding of the interlocking nature of environmental and social challenges
around the world and of our relationship with the natural environment and future
generations.

Recognising that it is not the job of government alone to lead education for active
citizenship, democracy and sustainability, we will bring these issues together through our
involvement in community groups and civil society organisations. We will use this Manifesto
as a resource in that process.



Principle 3: Re-balance knowledge, participation and representation
Sustainable development needs informed and participatory decision-making in which
expertise and science offer insights and inform policy.

The detailed knowledge and wisdom of ordinary people on practices and impacts of which
they have first-hand experience (for example in rural farming communities) needs to be
respected as expert evidence by elected representatives, public officials and other citizens.

Elected representatives and public officials should take seriously the advice and evidence of
independent experts when a clear assessment of facts, impacts or possible future scenarios
is needed.

Expert evidence is not a substitute for decision-making by the people. To the greatest extent
possible, independent expert advice and evidence to elected representatives should be
submitted to public scrutiny and feedback before decision-making.

Public investment should support objective research and the objective dissemination of
findings and protect them from distortion by media funded by private corporate interests.

Where science is uncertain, or potential risks to the environment grave, leaders at all levels
need to prepare people to play an active part in decision-making based on an assessment of
available evidence and the identification of shared community values. These values should
include respect for human rights and the overall common interest of nations and humanity
as a whole, rather than pure self-interest.

Institutions and processes such as the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change which
help to ensure that expert evidence is provided to elected representatives, policy-makers
and citizens in decision-making related to sustainable development should incorporate
opportunities for public scrutiny of and comment on the evidence. They should to the
greatest extent feasible allow for the involvement of individual members of the public in
their governance structures, whether based on election or on selection by lot.

Commitments
We will create and support initiatives designed to bring public scrutiny and engagement into
international and national scientific processes that inform public decision-making on key
sustainability challenges, including the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.

Through our engagement and actions as citizens, we will make the case for evidence-based
decision-making that values the expertise of first-hand experience as well as formal
education and scientific inquiry.



We will speak out when we see that elected representatives and public officials rely too
heavily on economic evidence and expertise, at the expense of expert evidence or first-hand
knowledge of social or environmental impacts and options.

We will speak out in favour of a greater role for evidence-based decisions that are grounded
in deliberation and strong community values and responsibilities, not just the rights and
interests of individuals.

Principle 4: Separate democracy from unsustainable economic growth

Getting to a healthy environment and fairness for all, now and in the future, demands
transformation of economic growth models that lead to environmental destruction, keep
people in poverty, and open up huge gaps in income and resources between the richest and
the poorest. Elected representatives and businesses need to commit to this process of
transformation, not to put economic growth first.

Democracy needs to drive the economy, not the other way round. Economies must support
us, as people, to find ways to innovate, grow, and do things in ways that are both green and
fair. We need systems of democracy that are free from vested economic interests driven by
pursuit of short-term profit.

Commitments
We will support development of measures of progress that value fairness, happiness and
the environment, and their adoption by governments and public bodies. We will speak out
against the inappropriate use of economic growth or employment indicators that fail to take
these measures into account.

We will encourage governments to make sustainable development among the central
organising principles of public policy and public bodies and to develop institutions and
accountability mechanisms to support this.

We will support regulation to ensure full transparency in the funding of political parties and
candidates and place limits on private finance for political campaigns.

We will support reforms at national and international level to ensure that the purpose of
enterprises is to contribute to delivering a healthy environment and fairness for all now and
in the future, rather than short-term profit.

We will support and experiment with forms of collaborative enterprise that strengthen
democracy and a green and fair economy.

We will commit to lifestyles that demonstrate that it is the will of the people that our
elected representatives prioritise action to deliver a healthy environment and fairness for
all, now and in the future.



Principle 5: Ensure that people everywhere count, from the local to the
global

Ensuring fairness for all, now and in the future, means that democracy from the local to the
global level should value everyone in society, including people who are not currently given
rights to vote.

The interests of all people affected by public decisions, as well as the needs of future
generations and our common interest as people in maintaining a healthy environment, need
to be taken into account by decision-makers at all levels. Children and young people are
particularly important: if we fail to create systems that include children and young people,
our political futures will be bleak indeed. An inclusive people-centred democracy should
also reflect the inherent value of maintaining healthy ecosystems. Democracy is not the sum
of the individual wishes of powerful elites, or even people who are given a vote or who
choose actively to participate in decision-making.

Ensuring that people everywhere count means that a practice that seems ‘sustainable’ at
local level shouldn’t be implemented by passing burdens onto neighbouring communities
who have had no direct say or representation. Equally, sustainability at national level should
not be pursued by passing environmental burdens to communities in other countries or by
impacting on the ability of people in other countries to meet their needs.

Sustainable development is a global challenge and a global responsibility. It cannot be
achieved by democracy based in national and local elections alone. We do not want to be
governed at world level by people who have only been elected to do so at national level. We
do not want to be governed by international organisations that do not represent us
adequately. At regional and global levels, it is the ideal of democracy that needs to become
the basis for decision-making, not the self-interest of individual nation states. Sustainability
demands that democracy burst out of its national borders.

Commitments
We will support and experiment with approaches to bringing the interests and needs of
people who have not been given a vote, including for example children, refugees, and
people in other countries, into democracy at national and local levels.

We will support and experiment with initiatives designed to build public awareness of the
interconnectedness of people everywhere and nature.

We will support and experiment with legal and institutional ways to enhance the
importance of natural systems and nature in democratic decision-making.

We will support leaders and elected representatives who seek to forge new ways of
balancing participatory decision-making and responsibility and accountability to their
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electorate with regard for the common interest in delivering a healthy environment and
fairness for all, now and in the future.

We will support initiatives designed to secure formal equality of voting power at the
international level, so that the votes of states are proportional to the sizes of their
populations.

We will support reforms designed to ensure that international institutions are accountable
to parliaments rather than to the governments of nation states, and to ensure that their
processes are transparent and open to public scrutiny.

We will support the campaign for a UN Parliamentary Assembly as the first step towards
creating a system of global democracy beyond the narrow interests of states.

Principle 6: Take the long view

From the local to the global, the practice of democracy urgently needs to find ways to get
beyond the short-termism of electoral cycles and company balance-sheets and to take
account of the uncertainties which surround our efforts to take care of the future.
Democracy must plan for, human needs and the earth’s natural boundaries in both the long
and the short-term.

Commitments
We will advocate and support the development of institutions and policy approaches that
are designed to bring future generations and longer-term thinking and evidence into
political processes from the local to the global.

We will support political leaders who are accountable and committed to strong leadership
for long-term sustainability by acknowledging and supporting their space to lead.

Through our active citizenship, participation and engagement, we will act as advocates for
future generations and for the long-term collective interest in sustainability, be it at local,
national or international levels.

Principle 7: Deepen democracy in strategic decisions on the infrastructure
and technologies for sustainability; strengthen local capacities
A) Deepening democracy in strategic decisions on the infrastructure and

technologies for sustainability

Strategic decision-making about the infrastructure and technology to meet the needs of the
present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs
must be long-term, inclusive, participatory, transparent and fair.

In such decision-making at national level, opportunities for public input must go further than
passive consultation to provide opportunities for citizens to deliberate expert evidence and
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offer ongoing scrutiny of decision-making. People need to know in advance whether
representation, expert evidence, participation or informed deliberation — or which
combinations of these - will determine what counts and what happens next.

At local level, when decisions over priorities for sustainability mean new projects,
technologies or practices, legal, institutional and policy frameworks must provide directly
affected people with meaningful opportunities to influence what is implemented. Concerns
of principle should be accommodated to the greatest extent consistent with respect for
legitimate and inclusive long-term strategic decision-making.

Independent evidence of the overall pros and cons of new projects and practices from
national and global sustainability perspectives should be made available in accessible forms
to communities involved in local decision-making and implementation.

Structures for representation of diverse citizen interests through civil society groups are
important to strategic decision-making over key sustainability choices. They must be
transparent and accountable: they often participate in decision-making before people likely
to be affected by implementation at local level can be directly identified.

B) Strengthen local capacities for sustainability decision-making
Sustainability needs to be built from the bottom up. This means that communities must
have access to the decision-making spaces and assets they need to innovate for
sustainability and shape their own futures, with due regard for the wellbeing of others,
future generations, and the health of the environment.

Strong civic leadership and institutions at local level are essential to supporting cultures of
inclusive and deliberative community participation and encouraging local solutions to
environmental and social challenges.

Commitments
We will advocate for the development of new consultation and participation approaches
designed to enhance the quality and breadth of public input into strategic choices over
sustainability, for example on issues including renewable energy, energy and transport
infrastructure, and food production systems. Such approaches must be tailored to national
and local contexts.

When new strategies, projects and technologies for sustainability generate costs and
benefits beyond the immediate local level, we will encourage the development and
application of tools including online approaches to advance practices of deliberative
consultation, and participatory decision-making methods that involve direct representation
of and open deliberation by transparently selected groups of citizens, so long as this is
appropriate to our geographical, technological and cultural settings.
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We will support and call for public sector and civil society investment in the institutions,
skills and networks needed to enable informed, inclusive and deliberative participation and
decision-making for sustainability at local level.

We will support transparency and accountability of civil society groups that participate in
strategic decision-making over sustainability; particularly when they do so before directly
affected individuals can be identified.
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Part B: Analysis of consultation responses and
rationale for Mark 1 Manifesto text

Why a Manifesto?

One of the main obstacles to any sort of major change is often a belief that ‘it can’t be done,
in the time and on the scale required’. At FDSD, we often hear that kind of sentiment in our
work.

The alternative to doing nothing is an outcome that’s worth actively avoiding: accelerating
environmental pressures that trigger huge social challenges around the world and which
may lead to the erosion of democracy and democratic institutions. It needn’t be that way
though. The process of drawing up Iceland’s new constitution in the aftermath of the
country’s financial crisis (see Box 1 below), shows that crisis can actually lead to a deepening
in democratic engagement, rather than erosion of civil rights or democratic institutions.

In Spain too, currently in the grip of a sovereign debt crisis with all its impacts, consultees
we engaged with at a workshop in Madrid, led by IDMA, were readily able to find ‘pluses’ as
well as ‘minuses’ in the impacts of the crisis on the potential for democracy to work better
for sustainable development. The potential that emerges from the rapid fortification of
social movements was one positive feature, for example, among others.

Democracy matters and it needs to be cherished if it is to thrive and adapt to the pressures
that climate change, resource scarcity and population growth will create. These are major
reasons to invest time and effort in creating a Manifesto for change: a positive Manifesto for
action on democracy and sustainable development. A Manifesto which focuses on those
democracy challenges that are particularly tricky when it comes to the ability of democracy
to deliver sustainable development.

There are plenty of different definitions of sustainable development; but one way of
understanding it is to think of it as reflecting a combination of social justice and economic
development linked to environmental protection and respect for the earth’s natural
boundaries. Fairness between people alive today and fairness to future generations are also
crucially important parts of the mix.

If one thinks of democracy as a way to achieve these outcomes, it becomes possible to offer
some basic starting points, or principles, for a Manifesto for democracy and sustainable
development. And it’s these sustainable development specific points of tension within the
practice of democracy that we wanted the Manifesto for democracy and sustainable
development to zero in on.
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This is not about ‘democratisation’ or the process of spreading democracy to ‘non-
democracies’. Rather, the Manifesto is concerned to improve the practice of democracy
from the perspective of sustainable development. It’s about working to build a Manifesto
for change so that in democracies, this most promising of political systems is properly
equipped to adapt and evolve so that it can deliver sustainable development on the ground.

Starting points for the Manifesto

The consultation Process

We ‘soft-launched’ the Manifesto consultation process on the FDSD website in early June
2012, and then took the consultation process to Rio de Janeiro over the period June 2012,
during the UN Conference on Sustainable Development.

We had no funds to offer potential partners around the world, and this meant that the
consultation process evolved gradually, relying on generating voluntary, unpaid
contributions to the process by interested organisations around the world. This had some
significant limitations (most notably that we were not in a position to guarantee an even
geographical spread in the consultations), but certainly seemed to be in line with the idea of
generating a ‘ripple effect’ through the voluntary and self-motivated actions of interested
people and civil society groups.

3 ;
.fdsqor ((\’b
9/manifesto

Aside from launch events in Rio de Janeiro and a series of stands and workshops in the UK,
as well as an online consultation form, consultation workshops took place in Buenos Aires
(led by Fundacion Cambio Democratico — see Annex G), Madrid (led by IIDMA) and Manila
(hosted by the Ateneo School of Government). There were also consultation events in
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Pakistan through the Green Pakistan initiative, though it was not been possible at the time
of writing to incorporate findings from these events and discussions in this report or in
compiling the Mark 1 Manifesto. A summary note from the consultation process in Pakistan
was later added as Annex |.

The consultation process ended on November 30, 2012. Our final consultation workshop,
led by partner NGO IIDMA, took place in Madrid on 29" November during Spain’s national
environmental congress, CONAMA.

The consultation process was based on a series of questions. In face to face conversations,
we told consultees that our idea was that the Manifesto should be short (2-3 pages) and
that it should contain a vision, principles and actions. We asked three sets of questions,
designed to help us to develop the ‘vision’, ‘principles’ and ‘actions’ for inclusion in the
Manifesto.

As to the first of these areas, the Vision, we asked consultees to offer suggestions on
inspiring quotes, words and phrases that could either inspire the drafters of the Manifesto,
or that they would like to see reflected directly in the Manifesto text (see Annex B). We then
asked participants for feedback or new ideas on an initial set of six principles for inclusion in
the Manifesto (see Annex A). Finally, we invited suggestion on the substantive areas for
action that needed to be reflected in the Manifesto — or alternatively examples of existing
‘good practice’ in formal democracy or understanding democracy as a social system of
organization — that could inspire the Manifesto’s concrete ‘actions’. We asked people to
think about what ‘could be’ as well as positive examples of what ‘is’. And we were also
particularly concerned to encourage people not to focus on listing what is “bad” but coming
up with ideas to further develop democracy.

Consultees offered ideas online (through forms on our website in English and in Spanish)
and in person, as well as through events in the UK, Europe, Latin America and Asia. We also
took account of a small number of ad hoc individual conversations with experts when
compiling this report.

It proved to be hard work to get responses to the consultation — and immediately after the
launch events in Rio de Janeiro we set ourselves a target of 300 individual responses by the
time of the close of the consultation. We were able to meet and slightly exceed this target.

Table 1 below is a summary table of consultation events.
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Table 1: Consultation workshops and events

Event Participants Where When Additional info
Cupula dos Povos | Members of the | Rio de We set up a consultation table
Brazilian public Janeiro, on two separate days. Lack of
and people Brazil clear sign-posting meant that
attending the who we engaged with among
‘People’s Cupula dos Povos attendees
Summit’” in was largely random.
Flamengo Park
during the 2012
UN Conference
for Sustainable
Development
Fair Ideas Delegates (some | Rio de June 16" IIED gave us a stand at the
conference 1500 registered Janeiro, 17 event.
in total) visiting Brazil
our consultation
stall
Choosing Our Delegates (some | Rio de June 19™ The Access Initiative,
Future: Open and | 200 registered in | Janeiro, coordinated by the World
Participatory total) visiting our | Brazil Resources Institute, kindly
Sustainable consultation stall gave us a stand at the event
Development
Governance
Electoral Reform | Delegates (some | London, UK | June 26™ The Electoral Reform Society
Society Annual 120 registered in kindly offered us a consultation
Conference: total for the stand at the event
Navigating the event) visiting
New Democracy our consultation
stall
Social Liberal Delegates (some | London, UK | 14™ July We ran a consultation stall at
Forum 200 registered in this annual conference for
Conference: total??) visiting Social Liberals within the
Social Justice our consultation Liberal Democratic Party
Across stall
Generations
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Student 20-25 Manila, August 16th | Ateneo School of Government
workshop Philippines organized a consultation
session for students (mostly
political science majors)
studying on an environmental
policy course. FDSD’s Halina
Ward facilitated the discussion
via Skype
Green Party Delegates (some | Bristol, September We ran a consultation stall at
England and 600 registered in 7""-10" this event
Wales Autumn total) visiting our UK
Conference consultation stall
Friends of the Delegates London, UK | September We ran a consultation stall at
Earth Local completed 14"-16" the event
Groups consultation
conference questionnaires at
our consultation
stall
Labour Party Delegates (some | Manchester | September We ran a consultation stall at
Annual 5000 registered | , UK 30" - the event
Conference in total) visiting October 4™
our consultation
stall
Democracy and 30’ish (with eight | Guildford, November University of Surrey,
sustainable students pre- UK 1% Foundations of Sustainable
development completing Development Module
lecture/consultat | consultation
ion discussion forms)
Christian Ecology | 30 London, UK | November We wanted to work with at
Links workshop 17" least one faith-based group
during the consultation
process. Christian Ecology
Llinks members provided input
on vision, principles, actions —
as well as “what values would
help democracy to deliver your
vision of sustainable
development”?
Manifesto for 15 Buenos November Discussants and workshop
Change Aires, participants considered the
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workshop hosted Argentina 21% relationship between

by FLACSO and democracy and sustainable
organised by development in Latin America
Fundacion and workshop participants also
Cambio offered feedback on the draft
Democratico Principles proposed for the
(participation by Manifesto discussion

Halina Ward and

Gabriela Flores of

FDSD via Skype).

CONAMA Delegates (some | Madrid, 26™"-30™ Workshop participants
(consultation 7000 registered Spain November provided ideas on Principles
stand and events | in total) visiting (workshop: and Actions for the Manifesto,
in partnership our consultation 29" and also considered “what’s
with Madrid- stall, together November) happening to democracy in
based IIDMA) with 13 Spain at the moment, when it

participantsin a
consultation
workshop

comes to sustainable
development?” and also “what
does democracy mean for
you?”

We also actively pursued other opportunities to raise awareness of the issues under

discussion in the Manifesto consultation process in other ways. These included sending

Manifesto ‘ripple’ flyers to events in Peru and the UK; guest blog posts and web-based

articles (including on the website of UK youth and sustainable development charity Otesha;
Huffington Post UK; Open Democracy; Campaign for a UN Parliamentary Assembly); listings
in newsletters (including the UK’s Sustainable Development Research Network and the UK
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs ‘SD Scene’ website); and a Press
Release announcing the launch of the Manifesto consultation during the UN Conference on
Sustainable Development (re-posted to the website of the International Institute for
Environment and Development); and email newsletters and updates.

We also made a number of presentations on the core ideas in the Manifesto consultation
process at panel discussions and events including a panel discussion on ‘future generations
and the public interest’ organized by Brazil’s Ministério Publico in June 2012, two
presentations at Law and Democracy Day and Democracy and Environment Day,
respectively, during Occupy London’s New Putney Debates (November 2012), a
presentation at Dartford Labour Party Forum (UK — November 2012), a panel discussion on
during the Fair Ideas conference in Rio de Janeiro (June 2012), and a workshop on
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democracy and sustainable development for young people aged from 15-18 at an Envision
event for London schoolchildren (November 2012).

We were fortunate to be able to partner with Salzburg Global Seminar to deliver a ‘synthesis
workshop’ at Schloss Leopoldskron in Austria from 12"14th December 2012, at which an
international group of some 25 participants reviewed consultation responses and a first
draft of the Manifesto (referred to as the “Mark 1 Manifesto” in this report).

FDSD will coordinate a launch process for the final draft of the Manifesto. Launch is planned
for late February or, at latest, early March 2013.Global reach The Manifesto consultation
process and the text of the Mark 1 Manifesto have been developed with the idea that the
Manifesto should have resonance globally in existing democracies (however flawed they
might be), or in other places or spaces where it is meaningful to discuss how best to equip
democracy to deliver sustainable development.

Realising this global ambition will certainly be a work in progress; helped by all of the
individuals and organisations who pledge to spread the Manifesto’s ripples; to experiment
with it; devise improvements and additions; and add to the resources available to people
everywhere to transform democracy for sustainability.

Aside from an open online consultation form, the consultation process took place through
consultation workshops or consultation stands which sought to reach people who were
likely to be interested in democracy, sustainable development, or both. Consequently, the
process did seek to gather ideas from the ‘disinterested public’ for whom either democracy,
or sustainable development, or both, might be undesirable or alien concepts.

Statistics

A total number of 313 peoples’ views were analysed to prepare the Mark 1 Manifesto, along
with a small number of individual ad hoc discussions with experts.

We received a total of 286 individual consultation responses via online questionnaires or
printed forms.

In addition, fifteen people provided ideas at a consultation workshop in Buenos Aires, and of
a total of thirty participants at a Christian Ecology Links workshop, twelve contributed via
group exercises but did not submit individual consultation responses.
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Table 2: Summary of individual consultation responses

By country )

. . By continent
(simplified)

N/A 10 Africa 3
Argentina 1 Asia 23
Australia 2 America 47
Bolivia 2 Europe 212
Brazil 28 Oceania 3
Canada 3 N/A 10
Chile 3
China 1
Germany 6
Guatemala 1
Honduras 1
Hungary 1
India 2

Other
Ireland 1

Countries 35
Italy 2

of which, European 11
Kenya 1 of which, non-

European 24
Kosovo 1
Latvia 1
Mexico 1
Nepal 1
New Zealand 1
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Pakistan 1
Peru 1
Philippines 15
Portugal 2
Russian Federation 1
Singapore 1
South Africa 1
Sri Lanka 1
Thailand 1
The Netherlands 2
Spain 42
UK 153
USA 5
Venezuela 1
Zimbabwe 1
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Table 3: Summary of Consultation responses by type and event

Individual responses 286
By submission

Online, unsolicited 35
As a result of in person event 251
CEL workshop 18
Choosing our future 21
By Event

CONAMA consultation stall 36
CONAMA workshop 14
Cupula dos Povos 13
ERS 13
FDSD board meeting 5
FoE conference 12
Green Party 37
[IED — Fair ideas 19
Labour Party 27
Other 1
Social Liberal Forum 14
Univ of Surrey (online) 8
Ateneo School of Gov't Workshop 13
By language

English 224
Portuguese 3
Spanish 59

The scope of the consultation was limited by the following factors:

e Most respondents to our online form were from the UK, and a majority of the
consultation events were held in the UK too.

e Our consultation ran in just two languages: English and Spanish (though at the time
the decision to run the consultation in a second language felt like a major step for
FDSD as a small non-governmental organisation). This meant that we were not able
to engage directly with people who were not able to communicate in one or the
other language (though some Brazilian consultees responded in Portuguese and
their responses were taken into account). This may in turn have had an impact on
the concepts and institutional responses reflected in the Mark 1 Manifesto.

What makes a good manifesto?

Manifestos flourish aplenty nowadays. From the Occupy movement, through big brands, to
small and large online and offline communities alike, what was once exclusively the purview
of political parties and intellectuals has been adopted as a popular form of communication
of an organization’s goals, a movement’s vision, or an individual’s frustrations.
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As we continue our work towards a people’s Manifesto for democracy and sustainable
development, we ask ourselves a question. The document we’re developing will be short,
open to sign-ons, and will contain a vision, principles, and actions. Within those boundaries,
what would make for a good Manifesto?

Based on some comparative research (see Annex E), here are some factors which we’d like
to consider as we finalise the Manifesto:

1. Compelling visuals
Typographic designs are becoming quite popular, as of late, both as images and
videos. A physical, printed version of our Manifesto (in the form of a poster) could
have the advantage of being displayed in public places, perhaps in the kind of places
where democracy happens (MPs’ offices, city halls, community centres, offices, etc.).

2. A positive tone
Many Manifestos aim to criticize and destroy systems, and end up looking like a list
of grievances. In some contexts, that tone provides common ground to unite efforts.
In most cases, however, it stifles action and discourages engagement.

3. Limited jargon
The most popular Manifestos are those that can be read and understood by all. Plain
language could help, as would avoiding the use of terms that might require expertise
on the subject.

4. Short
If we want our Manifesto to be widely promoted and adopted, we’ll need to
condense our message into no more than a few pages. But how short is too short?

5. Relevance
A link with current events and trends could give the message the context it needs to
resonate with people’s experiences, but could also diminish its universality.

6. Structured flow
Section titles, and a clear flow from challenges, through vision, to solutions, could
help. But when does structure become a burden on the content?

How to read the Mark 1 Manifesto
The Mark 1 Manifesto begins with a ‘Vision’ section, followed by a series of seven Principles
and associated Commitments.

A short version of the Manifesto forms Part A of this paper. In a long version of the
Manifesto set out in Annex H, including a series of additional resources for website use,
each of the Principles and associated Commitments is accompanied by a short explanatory
text; a complete listing of proposed ‘actions’ from consultees, and finally a ‘resources’
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section which contains links to existing initiatives and resources. We have also included a
selection of quotes provided by consultees at the beginning of each Principle and associated
Commitments in the long version of the Manifesto.

Because we want the Manifesto to be globally resonant, highly geographic or culture-
specific suggestions for ‘commitments’ (for example proposals for reform of the House of
Lords) have been included within the ‘proposals from consultees’ or ‘resources proposed by
consultees’, but have not found their way into the Manifesto’s Principles and Commitments.

We plan to translate the Manifesto into Spanish as well as its original language, English.

Question for Salzburg: Is there a case for translating the Manifesto into languages other
than English and Spanish (for example Arabic, Russian, French and Portuguese), even when
FDSD does not have current or proposed partners in countries where those languages are
spoken? Resources expended on translation would effectively mean a reduction in resources
for other launch activities.

The significance of ‘sign-on’

Our current thinking is that a ‘sign-on’ version of the Manifesto, which FDSD and partners
would invite individuals and organisations to accede to, would incorporate simply the
Vision, Principles and Actions sections. The longer text, to include the ‘explanation’ and
‘resources’ sections, would be made available online only, together with a pdf final version
of the analysis of consultation inputs.

‘Signing on’ to the Manifesto would indicate:
- Endorsement of the Manifesto’s Vision and Principles in their entirety
- Apledge to experiment with at least one of the ‘Commitments’

Question for Salzburg: is this the right approach to the significance of ‘sign-on’ and the tone
of the ‘actions’?

The idea of the ripple effect

The Manifesto process has been developed around the idea of the ‘ripple effect’; namely
that if individuals and civil society organisations take steps within their respective spheres of
activity and competence to shift the practice of democracy in ways that support sustainable
development, a systems change becomes possible.

It follows from this that the actions in the Manifesto should be capable of being taken up by
individuals and civil society organisations, rather than direct calls upon governments or
elected representatives to take action. As Pablo Lumerman of Fundacion Cambio
Democratico in Argentain put it “No es para incidir en politicos, sino para movilizar a otros
para la accion”.
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One consequence is that the language of the ‘actions’ (which must in any event be capable
of ‘actioning’ around the world) is less direct than a series of first-party calls on government
or elected representatives. This seems appropriate, particularly given the fact that changes
in democracy to enable it better to deliver sustainable development need, for the long term,
to be underpinned by cultural shifts which can only be secured at societal level.

John Lotherington offers a practical approach:

“The innovations should have the closest possible fit with existing forms and
contexts. E.g. Where ther