ENCTT meeting Cologne 13/03/07
Minutes
Participants: Andrea Baranes (CPRBM, Italy), Miranda Broersen (OIKOS, Netherlands), Erik Goeman (Attac, Belgium), David Hillman (Stamp Out Poverty, UK), Rudy de Meyer (11.11.11. Belgium), Silke Oetsch (Attac, Germany), Peter Wahl (WEED, Germany).
Minutes: Andrea Baranes

Agenda: 
1. Oslo Assessment
a. political situation
b. consequences,

c. task force on CTT

d. presidency of South Korea

2. Country reports
3. Wider Context, events G8
4. Structure and Methods of the network
5. A.O.B.

1. Oslo Assessment

a. political situation

Governments
· Kind of stagnation, after the first push by France

· Norway didn’t take the lead on CTT / CDTL they even didn’t fully join the French initiative, only put money in Unitaid

· Interesting that more and more poposals are put forward, sometimes even not so good ones like Advanced Market Commitments which in fact are all diluting the process

· No big step forward on CTT though the CDTL proposal is harmless for financial markets and is very moderate

· Major countries (Germany) are not following France on ATL, if they don’t join the French initiative may loose momentum; plus after the new presidential election in France it is not sure how the process will go on

· Possible change in case of new administration in the US but quite unsure

· Positive that South Korea has joined the ATL, for keeping the momentum

· On the spending side: problems in the message given to some initiatives (“you fly I live”, from international taxes to charity initiatives, we must bring back the taxation issue).
It is mainly a Western European issue, which is dangerous for the sustainability in the long run. Moreover we had the problem with excessive dilution in Oslo: information technology, AMCs,
On the other hand enlarging the network may lead to further dilution: IFF IM to have UK on board, AMCs to have Italy

( how to deal with the enlargement without loosing the specificity of global taxes

Civil society

· Group of NGOs from different countries, but insufficient for the moment

· Some movement in Italy and few other countries to a lesser extent (Finland) but no big movement in the majority of EU and other countries
· Need to strengthen the links with civil society in several countries (Finland, Sweden, Spain, US)

· Spain important because they were in the original group of 4

· US civil society is missing on global taxes issues
· In other key countries civil society is not very active (Brazil, India, Eastern Europe) 
· From other NGOs: Greenpeace seemed interested; lot of people / NGOs working on health and AIDS were there, interesting but their main interest is not regulation but raising money; Tax Justice Network / Tax avoidance is joining the debate

· Positive organisation in Oslo from NGOs present there – the meeting the day before has been very useful.
· There has been very much space for civil society participation.
· From ATTAC Belgium main issue must be CTT, not the CDTL, not the ATL, we should focus on CTT, we must re-think at least a Western EU strategy to bring back the CTT on board, not with the Government but firstly with the Civil Society. In Belgium it’s difficult to maintain the network on issues like the ones discussed in Oslo

b. Strategic consequences: how do we move forward

Regarding CTT it seems that several countries are waiting for one country to go, we did made some improvements in many countries. That’s why we put hopes on Norway, but not enough pressure from social movements.
Main problem: even the CDTL is considered to attack the heart of financial powers and lobbies, and no Government now has the political courage to implement it.

In the beginning the slogan for CTT was “disarm the markets”, in one way even more direct confrontation vs the financial markets, but it gave the possibility to mobilize a lot of people and social movements. Now focused on “development” issues, raising money to fight diseases etc… Is this the right way for mobilizing people? Wouldn’t it be better to identify the financial powers as “the enemy” and attack them with the CTT proposal?
At least it is not enough only to look for the development issue and the MDGs issue. We are now at the 37 anniversary of the non implementation of the 0,7% commitment, they will not succeed with the MDGs and this won’t make a difference in the international community and the public opinion.
We have to keep on looking at the Monterrey follow up etc. but we have to look elsewhere to reach results. For instance we have to show arguments that concretely impact on Western EU people lives: one could be linked to tax justice: who pays the taxes and who can avoid them in Western EU.
It’s not possible now to go back to CTT for regulating currency, and to have a lot of people and organisations to campaign on that. It’s really hard to have once more the support we had a few years ago. In the end the CTT really came on the agenda after the Asian crisis in 97 – 98 and the debate starting on Global Public Goods. 
More broadly a cycle of the social movements is over – the one which started in Seattle -  now the Movement has to readjust its strategies.

New approach: it’s more than finance or currency. It’s about distribution. The majority of new millionaires come from Africa. We now have to face private equity funds, hedge funds, etc… Global Movement must take into account that there is a new type of economy which is driven and dominated by financial markets. It’s not about stability so far, though it could be useful in case of a crisis. But so far we have to concentrate on the distribution issue / redistribution / equality. How the system is generating wealth? May this be the issue to opening space in the next future?
Shifting from poverty to distribution: not why people are poor but why some people are that rich. 

The argument of distribution is something that some big international campaigns, like G-CAP, are starting to consider.
Proposal: fixing a ceiling how rich people can be, al that is above the ceiling is taxed away.
But remember financial issues are harder to communicate respect to other issues (environment, war, …)

We have to find simple and convincing arguments. For instance a lot of people feel ripped off by their banks, while 20 billions of pounds in bonuses have been given by the banks this year. Proposal: Forbes published the list of the 100 wealthiest people. Why don’t we ask that they give 0,7% of their wealth for MDGs or similar purposes?

c. Task Force initiative on CTT
Brazil seems interested in joining the task force, we could even ask Brazil to take the lead as they already have a similar tax. We are strengthening links with South Africa, they may be interested in a tax on the Rand.
Check if we did all we could to lobby our Government to have him on board the task force, and if we identify key countries, to see whether we have links with civil society groups in those countries.

So far France and Italy have said to participate, Norway should be on board, we are looking for one or two more countries. We need some country to take the lead, Brazil could do it. Belgium should be in the task force since they passed a resolution asking to promote the CTT in the EU, but it’s hard to see some movements before the elections in June. Eric will work on it. David will contact Finland. Austria has a vote from the Parliament so they should be in the task force too. Peter will contact people in Austria.
South Korea? As we don’t know their position, it’s better not having them on board.
From the NGO side who should be in the task force? We asked to have experts and NGOs representatives on board. Hard to say so far as we only have the letter of invitation from the Development Ministry of Norway. We should ask Norway to draft a Terms of References paper to define the goals and structure of the task force. David will ask this to Bjorn and Norwegian NGOs.

d. South Korea’s presidency of the leading group
Our goal is to have the same level of participation we had in Norway. Contact them to ask them to be part in drafting the process and the next meeting. We should also ask to participate in the agenda. We should ask them to have some speaker from the civil society in all the panels during the plenary. 

David will try to get in touch with the South Korean representative in charge of holding the contacts with NGOs. 

We have the problem of getting in touch with South Korean NGOs. The Japanese NGOs were trying to get in touch with them, we should ask the Japanese whether they already have some contacts. David and Rudy try to get in touch with South Korean civil society.
2. Country Reports
a. Italy: interest rising for the need of finding innovative mechanisms to fund development. Several proposals at stake in the Government, from the most interesting ones (CTT or similar) to the most disappointing (Humanitarian lotteries, AMCs…). Some confusion among the different possibilities inside the Government, though this situation gives some political space for civil society
b. Germany – nothing new from the Government, the VAT has been raised by 3 points at the beginning of the year, there is no chance at present for other taxes. Lufthansa has been opposing the ATL very strongly, and now proposes a “voluntary approach to ATL”, meaning every passenger can decide if he wants to give extra money for development purposes. It is a manoeuvre to prevent further reaching measures such as a kerosene tax.
c. Holland . new Government, still have to see how they what position they will take. It seems they are interested in AMCs and IFF IM there’s a need to form the local NGOs and parliamentarians on such issues. Probably on May the 10th the TJN will be launched, still to confirm
d. UK. All Party Parliamentary Group on Debt Aid and Trade will make an enquiry on innovative instruments. Stiglitz will provide expertise. Probable outcome will be a recommendation in favour of the stamp duty.
One currency trader will make a CTT of its own for PR purposes. Treasury might see CTT in concurrence with IFF IM, now less risk, they are seen as complementary decision, but the major risk is of dilution among different issues. 
Target: by 2008 to have a stamp duty in place, to raise more money for HIV – AIDS. In the sterling solution a stamp duty is asked because there is already a stamp duty of 0,5% on shares. The stamp duty is a levy but in the UK context is called a stamp duty.
e. Belgium – approved a resolution against Tax Havens. A list of questions has been presented to the candidates, regarding bank secrecy, finance, etc for there are elections in a few months.
f. France (via mail from Regis Mabilais): we need more countries on board the ATL otherwise we could loose momentum. For instance Italy might be interested in developing a humanitarian lottery to finance Unitaid, which could push away from international levies. France needs some more countries implementing the ATL to avoid the process from deadlock.

3. Wider context, events, G8
We organise in Rostock a workshop from our network + Attac + WEED + TJN + other people thinking about finance, and preparing and expanding the discussion we had today, starting from a position paper to explain the basis and motivation of the workshop. WEED can reserve the room. Peter sends around a first draft of the position paper. Silke for someone from Attac and David for the network may set the agenda and the invitation. Try to expand beyond Europe and have some people from Asia, South Africa, Brazil, US, etc, on board

EcoFin and alternative Ecofin: Berlin April 20th and 21st, Peter sends the programme of the alternative eco-fin to the network.
Doha conference in second half of 2008 / FFD – so far the process hasn’t really started yet, only a consultation with stakeholders, but no timeframe or starting documents. Last time only little involvement from the NGO community, we should try to have more space this time, but the big networks of NGOs and the ones with offices in New York should take the lead in the preparatory process. Probably G-CAP and some southern organisations, Oxfam international, CIDSE, etc…
We need to have a picture on how important the whole process is for us. For the time being though being “+ something” meeting it seems quite important in a political sense. 

Rodney Schmidt is making a case study on the feasibility of the CTT for the Yen. David will report us on the outcomes of this study. It could be interesting for us to try and bring some of our issues in the process, maybe through the NGO community more involved in following the process.
Rudy will try to get in touch with some people from CIDSE to gather more information. David will ask John Foster.
G-CAP should meet in Uruguay by the end of the year to discuss about FFD. We will have to fight to find some space in the FFD process – we should lobby countries within the Leading Group and/or the task force to have some space for our requests and issues in the Monterrey FFD follow up and heading to Doha.
Maybe interesting to us also to link to the groups studying the quality of aid (research last year on “phantom aid” and the fact that lot of ODA went to debt cancellation); another interesting link may be with those studying governance. 
The risk is that we may fight for ATL and end up with a voluntary proposal on ATL or some other very weak mechanism.
In the longer period, the environmental issue will come at the front. 
4. Structure and methods of the network
Mailing list: so far we only have the Tobin Europe mailing list, moderated by Fabrice in the beginning, now by Francis. It was set up after the ESF meeting in Paris. 
We decide to create a new one, with someone from our group administrating it. Silke volunteers to administrate the new list. She should check whether it is possible to “migrate” the existing list to a new one? We need the names of people in the existing list. Erik will contact Francis and ask him to help us in providing the names on the existing list. We should then invite all the people / NGO attending the Oslo meeting. We have to ensure the possibility of sending attachments, without dimension limits.
Should we change the name of the list? Not only Tobin and not only Europe.

How to involve more people working on this issue?

How do we link in a more systematic way our discussion to other groups (environmental NGOs).

So far the best meetings are the ones linked to other events (Weed meeting in Berlin, Oslo meeting). Maybe we could organise these meetings in the context of G8 or other events. 
So far we don’t really exist as a network outside of the participating organisations. For the time being the network has worked more for information exchange, not really for external public, in every country the single campaign is moving with its own name. We should decide whether in some public occasion we want to present ourselves to the external public as a network (for instance before the EU elections).
In case the EU application should be approved we should think once again whether to better structure ourselves. If we should have the money we could think about a secretariat, a website). For the time being, without more resources it is quite difficult to think about changing the objectives of the ENCTT

5. A.O.B.

Next meeting: Rostock? or possible a previous meeting (May the 10th or 11th in Cologne?) to take on the discussion we had this morning. As David and Miranda had to leave the meeting to get their train David will ask them about a meeting in May as well as Jacques Cossart.
PAGE  
6

