Skype meeting of Gender Equality Coalition

Evaluation of WSF
Summary, 26 February 2009

Participants: Megan Brown, Priiti Darooka (facilitator), Anita Mathews, Margreet Mook, Emma Sydenham (Apologies from: Puja Kapai, Cornelieke Keizer, Rukmini  Rao, Flavio Valente)
(a) Sharing of events 

· Those responsible for organising events shared an overview of what took place (Emma re Livelihoods, Margaret re GBV, Emma and Priiti gave small overview of the event organized by Poonam on men and masculinities). Anita shared on Belem extended, 
(b) WSF as a whole 2009

· Language was a major issue, with Portuguese dominating, excluding others from participation. . 
· Important in diverse people coming together from all over the world, South – South dialogue very valuable. Linkages do develop – Margreet gave e.g. of new collaboration with Dutch Ministry Foreign Affairs Brazil. There are few opportunities for this kind of event.
· Need to look at possible means for follow up – e.g. using skype to build on face-face meeting.
· The little connection to global powers and politics was highlighted by some as a disappointment and the lack of political drive or essence behind WSF (perhaps because no WSF plenaries to set the tone), repeating the same rhetoric without presenting real possibilities or models. This was felt particularly given the origin of WSF – arising as a counter force to WEF - with current world crises it was an opportune moment for presenting real alternatives – to really push for an alternative economic agenda and this was not there. It also highlights some of the challenges of social justice work: we are very good in analyzing the problem, but this was an opportunity for us to put forward solutions: economic crisis: this gap was a missed opportunity. 

· Others supported the vision of WSF as open space, not trying to be a platform or drive for anything. 
· Some also questioned value of WSF in light of enormous resources invested in the structure of WSF – organised chaos!, Logistical nightmare of this type event – which is so demanding to organise. Then with language issues, the set up etc– it is so draining of all kinds of resources;  need to weigh up what comes out with what goes on.
· Anita felt that in context of global meltdown, the whole force behind WSF gets fractured. This means that opportunity is open now to bring up women and children’s rights etc. 
(c) Women in the WSF 2009 – Can it be a feminist space or space for women’s rights?
· On the issue of women’s integrated presence: Some movements were working to increase the visibility of women and women’s issues, but it was difficult to get a real sense of women at WSF - there were many women’s events, but with limited translation, and with logistics of WSF, was so difficult to participate and to get a holistic picture. Global participation was really limited in this sense. Some felt that this is why WSF is becoming fragmented. It seemed that Feminist Dialogues got largely subsumed by the mass of WSF. Global March for Women and others on thematic issues did have major events concerning women. It was not a goal of HDHRC for this WSF to push integration of gender equality or links between the various HRs themes taken up.(this should be relooked at for next WSF) 

· For the first time the Feminist Dialogues was integrated into main programme. It was difficult to find activities, to get information in advance. The idea was to mainstream it so everyone has access. However, it meant that instead of going for focused 2 days, you go to one small event.

· It was a good job in the Caucus to get and keep gender on the agenda. Also good to integrate it beyond feminist movements into mainstream HRs. Also was special that the Gender coalition was more than one major NGO- it really provided a space for many individuals and different organisations from around the world to collaborate. It was a shame that there was little linking or coordination within Caucus, we didn’t even meet others in the caucus., 

· Many expressed the sense that there was a lack of women’s solidarity and collaboration around the WSF – there was no common vision in supporting women’s visibility. Many were disappointed in the lack of interest of Feminist Dialogue in responding or engaging, despite repeated attempts and well before WSF. So the issue is more how women are organising than lack of space or separate tent/focus
· Suggestion discussed to strengthen the women’s space at WSF was to organise one or two days before WSF to connect, get to know each other and jointly prepare. Then participate in WSF with women integrated and women focused events. This would be a mix of the old and new Feminist Dialogue. We could try to find one of the key organizers in FD interested in doing this. There is real need to bring together old feminist trains of thought with new initiatives and ideas. Perhaps Alejandra from Action Aid or the two women from AWID, who were at the Gender equality coalition meeting in the WSF would be good people to approach. We need people who can help to navigate the generational gaps in terms of thinking. 
(d) The Gender Equality Coalition: 

· Generally participants found the lead up a positive and useful experience with so many people involved on skype. It provided a broader platform to focus issues and take them to WSF. PWESCR did great job in hosting the whole process leading up, it is very important to keep momentum and keep it going

· However, while organisations have the capacity to take things forward, consultants need to know how they can be included as part of the wider process and agenda. Anita felt in particular that they were not there for this. There was a responsibility of those who went to share their experiences – others want to know how they felt there? And feel included in the whole process. All agreed that we need look how we would strengthen this for next time
· It was difficult to come together at WSF – too spread out, people too busy, it is so overwhelming – the meetings pre-WSF to make the most of time there together would be a great idea. 
(e) the Human Dignity and Human Rights Caucus
[time did not permit exploration of this item. Those interested will send input in writing to share with Caucus meeting in April]

(f) The way forward – building on events at WSF as longer term process

· Re livelihoods – PWESCR proposes to host a skype chat – to share what emerged at WSF and explore collectively possibilities for way forward. 

· Margreet sought to explore further possible benefits from linking up worldwide on issue GBV. She gave example of exchanges - Justine (Congo) linking with NGO in Columbia re psychological support to women human rights defender victims 
· Anita informed of a South Asia meeting on WSF in Katmandu (March 18-19) calling for participation from those in Belem. 
· Agreed that we need to continue to find other ways to connect and keep in touch (such as skype!) 
