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(Note: This is a set of draft bullet points that can be added to, deleted from to develop an introductory context statement / background paper. This can become a stand-alone document with the recommendations following as a separate document.) 

  

· We have reached a unique point in history where it is necessary to adopt ecologically- and socially-sustainable economic systems to provide not only all the basic needs for all, and allow each and every individual to thrive, but to do so without undermining our life-support systems.  This is a moment in time in which we have unprecedented knowledge about our planet, how to use its resources in an equitable manner, and generally, how to create a culture of sustainability, offering the possibility of an exciting and fulfilling life, not only for everyone, everywhere, now, but also for future generations. 

    

· It is a matter of grave concern to us NGOs that the world community is far from being on track to moving towards sustainable consumption and production patterns.  While most people in industrialized countries are on the path of greater and greater consumption, the vast majority of those living in low-income countries remain mired in poverty, lacking the basic essentials such as access to water and sanitation, food, health and education.  The unsustainable consumption and production trends of the world's wealthy minority have already surpassed the Earth's ecological carrying capacity, and thus constitute a significant long-term threat to humanity as a whole.  The recent UN Millennium Ecosystem Assessment concludes that 60% of the world's ecosystem services--the consequences of which are being borne disproportionately by the poor--are highly degraded or failing, and that further degradation of these ecosystems is a barrier to achieving the Millennium Development Goals.  These alarm bells are not new; back in 1992, some 1700 of the world's leading scientists, including the majority of Noble laureates in the sciences, came together and issued a "Warning to Humanity".  In their introduction, they stated that: 

  

"Human beings and the natural world are on a collision course. Human activities inflict harsh and often irreversible damage on the environment and on critical resources. If not checked, many of our current practices put at serious risk the future that we wish for human society and the plant and animal kingdoms, and may so alter the living world that it will be unable to sustain life in the manner that we know. Fundamental changes are urgent if we are to avoid the collision our present course will bring about." 

  

· Democratically-elected governments, accountable to their citizens, have not kept their promises made under the auspices of the United Nations, and today, we are asking for accountability, and pleading for immediate action. 

    

· The importance of SCP, and the need to move towards it, has been highlighted explicitly in the Rio Earth Summit's Declaration and in Agenda 21, and reiterated by the international community a number of times after that (Rio + 5; Jo'burg; Millennium Summit).  At the 1992 UN Conference on Environment and Development, 180 Heads of State agreed that "to achieve sustainable development and a higher quality of life for all people, States should reduce and eliminate their unsustainable patterns of production and consumption...", and that developed countries should take the lead. To date, 191 countries have signed on to this agreement. 

    

·  SCP is the engine of sustainable development.  It is not just another transversal or overarching theme, it is the very framework that will enable us to meet the consumptive needs--the MDGS, among others--of all within the ecological carrying capacity of the planet.  SCP will ensure that we use natural resources and ecosystem services sustainably, and that these resources are used and distributed equitably to feed, clothe, house and meet all the basic needs of a growing human population.  

    

·  To change consumption and production patterns, NGOs firmly believe we need address root causes, the driving forces and the barriers that prevent real change from happening.  

    

· One can point to a general lack of political will as a major obstacle--indeed, political mandates are for the short term, but sustainability is a long-term endeavour, so many successive short-term decisions can be detrimental to, and often even undermine, long-term goals of sustainability.  

    

· Some point to the fact that there are great costs to be incurred for deep, meaningful change.  There are indeed costs associated with any type of change, but it is simply bad economics to ignore the vastly greater costs of inaction, as recently demonstrated in the Stern Report. [quote from the Report].  Not only that, but the tremendous and multiplier-effect benefits of redesigning entire economies around clean, safe and renewable energy and low-Footprint lifestyles need to be emphasized!  Modes of transportation that are quiet, fast and efficient!  Resilient local economies where production and consumption are primarily local!  Ensuring first and foremost that the needs of all citizens are actually met, rather than letting an economic system be guided by consumerist wants and the "ability to pay"! 

    

· More fundamentally, there is a misunderstanding (genuine, or feigned in the name of self-interest) and disagreement about what "sustainable consumption and production patterns" really mean and imply.  But how can we reach a destination--sustainability--if we do not know which path to take?  If we do not agree on the factors that are exacerbating social and ecological tensions, and even less so on how to overcome them, then how can we make any progress and develop a blueprint to sustainability? 

    

· As Dennis Meadows, co-author of the seminal Limits to Growth report and its subsequent updates, points out, climate change, the loss of agriculturally productive land, water scarcity, etc., are not problems, but symptoms: symptoms of humanity's relentless pursuit of economic growth, at the national scale and, collectively, at the international scale.  Growth, constrained by biophysical processes, is exacerbating the very problems we are trying to solve, and is pushing us in the wrong direction.  Indeed, GDP growth is an exponential type of growth fuelled by positive feedback loops, and "positive feedback loops are sources of growth, explosion, erosion, and collapse in systems.  A system with an unchecked positive loop will ultimately destroy itself.  That's why there are so few of them" (Donella Meadows, 1999).   In a world where humanity is already in overshoot, eroding further nature's ability to provide for us and absorb our wastes by encouraging people to consume more simply to boost GDP is reckless and irresponsible, and can no longer be tolerated if we are to avert global ecological, and thus societal, collapse.  

    

· What the world desperately needs is a redistribution of the wealth that already exists; this is a fundamental social imperative for sustainability. This also implies that the rich countries that consume more than their fair earthshare need to pursue economic development (qualitative) rather than growth (quantitative), and move towards an economic system based on the principle of sufficiency, and away from a consumerist model based on creating insatiable demands for material- and energy-intensive goods and services. It implies significantly less greed, and much more equity. It follows that we need a combination of both self-restraint and conscious policy (and other mechanisms) to develop sustainable production and consumption patterns. 

    

· But, "if you can't measure it, you can't manage it", so it is also necessary to reform national accounting, progressively letting go of GDP/GNP as a key and the sole national "progress" indicator, and complementing or preferably replacing it with indicators such as the Genuine Progress Indicator, the Index of Sustainable Economic Welfare, the Ecological Footprint, the Happy Planet Index, etc. (Add quote about wellbeing vs. GDP -- Living Planet Report) 

    

· Technology is often held up as the way of the future to increase welfare while conserving natural resources: Factor 4, Factor 10, etc., as ways to increase efficiency, so "doing more with less".  Technology, however, is only part of the answer, and must be accompanied by policies and behaviour changes that actually lead to absolute decreases in material and energy use (while maintaining or enhancing quality of life), rather than setting intensity targets (e.g., in the fight against climate change), relative to GDP or some other arbitrary benchmark.  In fact, history and experience has shown that focusing almost entirely on the "politically acceptable" effort of promoting technology and efficiency as a means of moving towards SCP patterns actually undermines sustainability if corrective steps are not taken to compensate for the "rebound effect": as a process becomes more efficient--a vehicle that uses less gasoline, for example--then individuals will tend to consume more for the same price than they otherwise would have, thus cancelling out any intended benefit from the gain in efficiency.  Or, in a similar vein, the "saved income" of having a more efficient vehicle that uses less gas may be spent on additional energy-using goods and services, also undermining any ecological benefit of a more efficient vehicle.  Technology needs to be "appropriate": lead to absolute reductions in resource and energy use, and be job friendly.  "Technological fixes no doubt have a role to play, but the time has come to recognize that over-consumption is primarily a cultural problem. Achieving sustainability will require a significant shift in the values and beliefs underpinning today’s consumer society" (William Rees, 2000). 

    

Implementation of SCP Strategies is Needed 

· Fundamental changes in the ways societies produce and consume goods and services are needed immediately to move towards sustainable development.  For this to happen at the speed and scale that is now necessary, governments, first and foremost, need to take their responsibilities seriously, and act. Why governments?  Because they are the overseers and guarantors of the public good.  Citizens have a strong role to play: through their purchases and investment decisions, they are, in many respects, an important leverage for change.  Many other stakeholders do as well, and have been very active: local authorities, in their abilities to impulse change at the local level; trade unions, in their capacity as workplace experts; etc.  However, what is urgently needed is structural change, which calls for institutional change, and governments, in their role as policy and decisions makers as well as tax collectors and investors, are the main players in the effort to move towards sustainable production and consumption patterns. Other actors need to work towards this same goal with an urgency and unparalleled commitment to transformation.
  

  Given the critical trends we are facing and the weakness of counter-action visible so far, this group states that: 

  

1. It will not suffice to reinforce the greening of individual consumer behavior. We have to go beyond attempts to make individual consumption more sustainable and understand how the dynamics of reducing demand for resources are in the hands of industry and also governments. 

2. It will not suffice to improve existing technologies along the value chains and resource webs. We need to think about system wide basic innovations.  

3. It will not suffice to focus on the environmental sustainability of these systems. Questions of value creation and distribution, power, visions, and social learning have to be addressed as well. 


How can the Marrakech Process help scale up action on SCP? 

  

(Add some notes here)
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