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WOMEN & HEALTH - the social, environmental and economic
dimensions of women’s health; the issue will center around the
2002 International Women and Health Meeting, held at York

University in Toronto. Presentations ranged from reproductive
health to ecological links and effects of violence women'’s health.

WOMEN & WORK - AN UNEASY UNION? - explorations of women's

~ work experiences in a rapidly changing environment and increas-
ingly globalized market place. We will look at public, private, coop-
erative sectors, small/micro business ventures and organized
unions from comparative and analytical perspectives.

WOMEN GLOBALIZATION AND ACTIVISM - the feminist and envi-
ronmental politics of women, North and South, in the anti-global-
ization movement. How is that movement reflecting feminist and
environmental/feminist positions?

"WOMEN & THEIR BUILT ENVIRONMENTS - an update on women's
projects and thinking to realize homes, jobs, services, ways of get-
ting around and communities that meet women’s needs.

" Your ideas, participation in issue teams, contribution of articles,
- news and funds are a critical part of Women & Environments
International Magazine.

Thank You

The publication of this issue was carried out with the aid of a grant from
International Development Research Centre (IDRC), Ottawa, Canada.
Women & Environments International Magazine gratefully acknowledges
the general support of the Institute for Women's Studies and Gender
Studies, University of Toronto, and the financial support provided by the
Publications Assistance Program {PAP) by sharing the mailing costs.
Thanks also to the Huairou Commission and Bertha Modlich for their,
donations.
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‘Flying With A Net - A Word From This Issue’s Editors

Exchanging experiences, information, and
ideas — keeping in touch with one another
— was a primary objective for the women
who founded this magazine 26 years ago.
Networking issues have been an integral
part of the Women and Environments tradi-
tion. In an increasingly ‘globalized’ world,
networking and mutual support amongst
people with similar concerns has become
a necessity as well as a pleasure. Over the
decades we have seen networking
immensely facilitated by the magic of our
continually evolving electronic technology.

“Boys’ networks” have existed throughout
patriarchal history. They allowed men with
privilege and power to exchange informa-
tion and reinforce values. The challenge for
women is not just to create a “girls’ net-
work” to match the “boys’,” but to get
“women’s networks” that are capable of
challenging mainstream values, proposing
alternatives and implementing change.

In this issue, dedicated to networks, we
include Jackie Leavitt’s groundbreaking
framework for the Huairou Commission, a
world-wide coalition of grass roots women.
Jennifer Hales presents the role of Feminist
Popular Education in bringing about
change. We talk to Joanna Kerr, a leader in
the Association for Women’s Rights in
~ Development (AVID) on her views on fem-
inist networking. Catriona Sandilands opens
our minds to the unique community-of les-
bian separatists in Oregon. Prabha Khosla
is bringing you a first hand report from

Johannesburg on the World Summit on

Sustainable Development, including
‘women’s efforts on issues challenging our
human existence. Regina Cochrane analy-
ses.the “new politics” of (eco)feminists at

this year’s G8 Summit in Calgary, Canada."

Rachel Thompson allows us to witness the
values and role of women in a traditional
First Nations ceremony in British
Columbia, Canada.

Additional reports cover the first interna-

tional seminar on Women and Safety,
Nigerian women taking on multinational oil
giants, Jamaican women providing commu-
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nity services, Ukrainian sisters struggling
for clean drinking water and other reports
from Greece and Turkey. They all reflect
the powerful changes women can bring
about when they work together.

In addition, this Networking issue features

our traditional list of women interested in
staying in the circuit, profiles of some
remarkable women, and an index of articles
in our past eight double issues.

So dip in, surf on, and continue to keep
afloat!

HlstrangerI o

. Most |nterest|ng anda llttle cha[lenglng, as you canimagine! So over the next

districts, and
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

So | finished. my PhD:in Hamllton and'moved out-here o the WestCoast, been
here for 5 years, loving it, living.in a lesbian housing co-op with my partner of 14 -
years (all settled down). | worked for a few years with an NGO on safer commu-

" nities stuff, made lots-of contacts around the province and decided to go |t alone.

Sonow | am workmg for myselfon various prOJects

I'm inthe midst of what has now become a flve-year project on: women and com-
munity safety in small, rural and/or isolated communities. We've-been worklng
with local government 'and women’s groups in small communities to bring then
tagether to think about-planning for safer communities.

threeyears, we are stepping back from'the |nd|V|dual community work, to trying
to work on-some infrastructure that would make it easier-for thosewomen:to-do
that work. So we're doing a bit of research; trylng to develop pilet-educational
projects with-some relevant institutions such as the School of Communlty and

Regional Planning at UBC [get them while they are students), Planning Institute E
- ~of BC [get them through professional development) and the Justice Institute of
. BC (where many feminist anti-violence workers go for training). We want to

mtroduce them to the notion of the |mp0rtance of cornmunity plannlng

We're also trying to make'small inréads into the Union of BC Mummpalmes and
develop a working group of folks at the provmmal level who need to be part of .
the dJalogue We devel ~basically a "how=to,” targeted at
local governm ations. We are working together
‘ i s safety, etc., starting with the
y development mechanism.
municipalities and regional -
- Inthis way we are hoping
step.by small'step. -

The beauty of

is no ward system and thus

rty of councilors who all live
ome changes: | remember.

could | get-a copy of the-
47 Also is there any chance
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Features

Inviting Partners to Partner

Creating a Partnership Learning Model and Code of Conduct

Jacqueline Leavitt

Mlhﬁndueﬁonflfnb””

‘tis6.am and a woman steps out of her pavement dwelltng zn a bustltng ’

Mumbai neighborhood, her collection book and plastic bag at hand.

-Moving through a five block area in India’s densest city, she marks down ‘

the savings, repayments, and loans, and puts. hoivever many rupees her neigh-

“bors feel they can afford to give herin a plastic bag. It is 9amina Stuttgart

' neighborhood when the German mothers and chtldren arrzve at a meeting at
the office of city planning. The mothers are reczptents ofa grant to fund the
building of an tntergeneratzonal center and are prepared to collaborate wlth

' ‘the staff as the project moves through the vartous town planmng approval. -
- stages It is 10 am in Prague. The key orgamzer of the Mothers Centers in'the
k Czech Republic is arranging forthe arrival of an: international delegatzon of
- grassroots women: and their partners to meet with the Mayor at the historic .
“town hall. Itis 11 amina Turkish suburb about an hour outside Istanbul, ina 5
prefabricated unit that was put up after the earthquake. Some women are tak--
! ‘ing care.of children. while, in another prefab women are cutting and assem--
' bling wood toys that will be sold to help support their activities. A deleganon is"
on'its way 1o confer with natzonal agencies, armed wtth questtons about the’ )

' in a seminar with academtcs from the local untverszty about a tratner—orga—’
nizer program in housing maintenance and butldtng management Itis4PM
in Manila and a community organizer leaves the university to meet wzth a..
group of women:fighting eviction amid. the larger political changes in the
Philippines. It is evening in Montreal, Canada. Women from grassroots groups - :

\-and within the local public authority are meeting together to plan for an inter-

~ national conference on violence-against women. They dre building on their '
- successful organizing for a regional transportation safety.and security plan.

The next day, in Tanzania, it is morning and the poor women's foundatton is
prepartng to meet and make decistons about funding grassroots women's work.

The money comes from a pool to which women's organizations contributed. Tt -,
isalmost mzdntght in Bosnia and the women'’s supportgroup has just closed its
. doors after a day of c0unselzng women and helping them to ﬁnd shelter. It is
‘noon in Costa Rica, and along wtth delegates from Ntcaragua and Honduras, .
) women are revtewzng their recommendattons for land tenure. It is almost 3
PMin Natrobt and the Kenyan women, havtngspent ther morntng at the health : k
clinic are getttng ready 1o meet wtth the. Untted Natzons representatwe aboutf :

‘ the newAIDSAfrzca campaign -

roots women work as paid and

unpaid community developers. They
are on the frontlines where community
development and household life intersect.
The stories of their projects tell us much
about the meanings of community and the
varieties of development.t They are Com-
munity Builders and they are pioneering a
partnering process. Perspectives of grass-
roots women offer a partnership learning
model that starts with issues and approaches
on the ground. Their partnering practices
suggest a code of conduct that enables pos-
itive and sustainable partnering in local
communities.?

D ay after day, around the clock, grass-
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Huairou Commission teaders & activists

A partnership learning model
should benefit everyone.

Community-based knowledge, typically, is
less respected than other types of learning.?
The larger society generally views commu-
nity development experts as people who go
to college and university in order to learn
about technical subjects. At the end of the
academic course of study, the certified
experts take jobs in government, founda-
tions, media, academia, or nonprofit organi-
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Grassroots activists in the International room at
the Papua New Guineau conference site.

zational settings. Day after day, they spend
time reviewing papers, writing reports, eval-
uating applications from individuals and
organizations, answering questions, and
going to back-to-back meetings. They make
“field” trips to see the “results” on the
ground. From these positions, professionals
may have direct or indirect contact with
grassroots women. The end product is usu-
ally a report that acknowledges grassroots
women and evaluates a project. Sometimes
participants are photographed, and award
ceremonies are held that provide temporary
acclaim.

Partnership relations of this type are flawed.
Intentionally or not, women on the front-
lines take on secondary roles. Knowledge
about how communities function, the length
of time grassroots women spend on pro-
jects, the grassroots assessment of needs, all
of this is weakened. Grassroots knowledge
becomes a faint shadow to traditional “pro-
fessional” knowledge. From the grassroots
women’s perspective, this type of partner-
ing rarely benefits them. Rather than sup-
porting capacity at the grassroots level, the
projects are weakened and the grassroots
women may feel compromised. The profes-
sionals may not benefit from this either.

Professionals need support for partnerships
to take root and flourish. As allies they may
feel marginalized, isolated by their opinions
about partnering. They may be confused
about where partnering boundaries begin
and end. Or the professionals may take the
path of least resistance and become minimal
partners, avoiding conflicts and spending
the majority of their time processing papers.
In this way, and unintentionally, a bureau-
cratic curtain is drawn, one that separates

8 WOMEN & ENVIRONMENTS

those with more resources and power from
those with less. Instead of a transparent
process taking place, professionals function
as gatekeepers, limiting or cutting off funds
and reining in activities. Over time, the
ideas of the grassroots groups may reappear
in bureaucratic language that is out of con-
text and that no one understands. As the
ideas become assimilated, no one remem-
bers the roots. A win-win process ends up
as “we” and “they”.

Partnering has always been
important to the Huairou
Commission.

For the Huairou Commission, partnering is
crucial and partnering always begins from
the grassroots women’s perspective.
Integrating grassroots women into global
events is a basic principle that began at the
earliest meetings, from the Beijing
Women’s Conference in 1995 to the
Commissions on the Status of Women to
HABITAT, and continues today.* In 2000, in
Germany, Huairou sponsored the Grass-
roots Women’s International Academy
(GWIA). Grassroots women’s groups show-
cased best practices and used the peer-learn-
ing model. They taught their local technical
knowledge to other grassroots women and
their partners, in four weeklong sessions
over four months. GWIA made clear that
the practices of grassroots women that built
from sustaining visibility to the outside
world, and that rested on capacity building
group-by-group, had reached a next stage.
GWIA was and is about grassroots women
making policy. ‘

Partnering is more than being present. In
less than a decade, grassroots women, draw-
ing from solid and successful experiences in
their communities, building on peer learn-
ing, and exchanges, have given life to a
partnership learning model that rests on the
following points: For partnerships to work,
grassroots women have to: .

* Be present at the table when policies are

discussed;

. Partlclpate in debates, espec1a11y when
options are dismissed;

*» Be the voices for their concerns and not

www.weimag.com

have others voice concerns for them;
» Offer their expertise; and

* Expect that partners will respect grassroots
knowledge as valued expertise.

Partnering takes different forms.
One partnership formula does
not fit all.

Grassroots women identify eight types of
partnering, some occur at the same time,
others change over time.

Economic partnering: Involve grassroots
women equally in decisions about resource
allocation,

Political partnering: Build access to civil
society and government where grassroots
women may hold governmental positions
and grassroots women'’s new institutions
gain support.

Strategic partnering: Strengthen capacity
building among grassroots women and
allow grassroots women’s groups to
advance policy.

Financial partnering: Provide funds, land, -

space, and tools for planning, projects, and
policymaking.

Emotional partnering: Create spiritual

space where listening is a tool in sustaining

and supporting grassroots women’s pro-
jects.

Documenting partnering: Provide and
maintain visibility -for grassroots women’s
plans and projects.

Moral partnering: Lend name and pres-
ence at public events.

Assisted partnering: Organize events that
showcase grassroots women’s-projects.

Examples of partnering include
the following:

In the Philippines, a law requires that a per-
centage of the national budget is allocated
to women’s programs. Active NGOs sit on
the National Commission for Women and
make sure that proposals are submltted to
claim the percentage.

In Uganda, secure positions for women in
local government enable them to promote

FALL 2002
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1. Explicitly recognize inequalities of
" power, resources, and money.
2. Identify and be transparent about

shared concerns, rlsks and
_uncertainty. '

3.. Use language that everybody
._understands:

b Regularly review changes and
- compare-changes to the orlglnal B
- partnershlp objectlves

5. Proyide resources, to grassroots

i their projects therrsustamablllty
L andthelrtransferablllty

.6, Create ways to link grassroots part-
. neérs to opportunities for funding;
sitting on boards, being appointed .
to adVIsory commlttees, and jomtly
Issuing strategy papers

Partners in government buslness founda-

‘tions; media, and universities should:

7. Build capacity of their staffs; retain -
"+ grassroots women's groups to train"
staffs,-use the’Huairou-Commission’s:

“Our-Best Practlces as a learning tool.

* 8. - Assist grassroots women's groupsto
" ‘package curriculumtools as an eco-
<+ ~nomic development tool and-create.a
. -+ Grassroots Women'’s Development
* Trust Fund.. : :

i Forits part, The I-fluairou,lC_ontn]’ission will:

9. - Continue to-work with grassroots

women as partners in capacity b,U,ild,'.)‘

+ 10.- Prepare Partner; Report Cards:similar .

..~ to:the model Huairou Commission.
- Report Card for:the 2001 Istanbul +5
Thematic Sessmns

11..-Explore-protection. of grassroots

.. women’s intellectual property rights -
- -over local technical knowledge and

) j‘methods : ’

12 Explore protocols about access to
. public space that local grassroots

women's groups can adapt for thelr '

friuser
13; Encouragé dlalogues through local
~ Grassroots Wornen's Interriational
: Academles and with all partners

FALL 2002

THE PARTNERSHIP CODE OF CONDUCT

women in order for them to document ;

- budgets and be able to monitor where the

resources are going.

In Germany, in the State of Hessen, legisla-
tion to provide funding for Mothers Centers
used the language and concepts “exactly as
the Mothers Center saw them . . . not bend-
ing the concept.”

In Turkey, in the wake of the 1999 earth-
quake in the Marmara region, The
Foundation for the Support of Women’s

Work negotiated to ensure that local admin-

istrators, chambers of commerce, and pri-
vate sector representatives met with women
in order to help them explore business
potentials. The Foundation signed a proto-
col with the Tourism Department to support
women'’s centers through marketing prod-
ucts in papermaking, carpeting, and toys.

In Montreal, Canada, Comité d’action
Femmes et Sécurité Urbaine (CAFSU),
women’s groups, and local public authori-
ties formed a Women’s Urban Safety Action
Committee in Montreal, Canada. They have
raised issues about women'’s representation
in local government among groups such as
the International Union of Local Authorities
(IULA).

Grassroots women are able to

make partnerships work because

they: |

* Distinguish between “theater acts” that
‘occur when functionaries “meet and greet”

‘but do not follow up in ways that support
the grassroots women’s projects.

* Recognize where gaps exist when govern-
ments are unable to address problems and

WOMEN & ENVIRONMENTS

Groots and Hualrou women l|nked for action in Papua New Guinea

NGOs are able to fill the vacuum.

* Make use of opportunities when donors
want to work directly with local NGOs
and open doors for grassroots women’s
projects.

The Partnership Learning Model
begins when:

* All sides understand that tensions may
arise from unrealistic expectations.

* All sides are open to changing attitudes
about partners and roles. 31§

lSangeetha Purushothaman and Monica Jaeckel, eds.,
Engendering Governance and Development: Grassroots
Women’s Best Practices. Bangalore, India: Books for Change,
2001; Monica Jaeckel and Andrea Laux, “Local Governance
from the Bottom Up: Bringing the Habitat Agenda Home.”
Bangalore, india: Books for Change, 2000; Deborah Mindry,
“Intergovernmental Organizations, "Grassroots,” and the
Politics of Virtue,” SIGNS 26:4{2001):1187-1211.

2 Jacqueline Leavitt, “inviting Partners to Partner,” this excerpt
is from a longer report based on the Grassroots Women's
International Academy, 2000.

3 ouise Grenier, Working with Indigenous Knowledge: A Guide
for Researchers. Ottawa, Canada: International Development
Research Centre, 1998.

% See Huairou Newsletter, Geertje Lycklama a Nijeholt, Joke
Swiebel and Virginia Vargas, "The Global Institutional
Framework: The Long March to Beijing,” in Geertje Lycklama a
Nijeholt, Virginia Vargas, and Saskia Wieringa, eds. Women's
Movements and Public Policy in Europe, Latin America, and
the Caribbean. New York: Garland Publishing Inc., 1998}, pp.
25-48.

Jacqueline Leavitt, PhD. is Professor,
Department of Urban Planning, UCLA School
of Public Policy and Social Research and
author of numerous books and articles on
issues about women, housing, and communi-
ty development. Dr. Leavitt directs the UCLA
Community Scholars Program that brings
community and labor activists together with
graduate and undergraduate students on
applied research projects.
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Linking Networks @

The Huairou Commission’s Global Network

Joyce Brown

ver the past seven years, women’s
global networks have come together

in new and exciting ways to: work '

on common issues, share their expertise and
resources, and have a strategic impact on
national governments and the United
Nations.

What is The Huairou Commission?

The Huairou Commission (HC) is an inter-
national network of women’s networks that
focus their energies on both local and glob-
al issues. The mission of the HC is “to forge
strategic partnerships to advance the capac-
ity of grassroots women worldwide to
strengthen and create sustainable communi-
ties.” The goals of this network are to:

+ promote the institutional transformation
needed to engender local community
development and governance;

» strengthen the capacity, resources (posi-
tion), and collaboration of local women’s
organizations and their affiliated regional
and global networks; and '

« increase grassroots women’s participation
in the decision-making processes in their
lives with a special focus on political
participation. S

When and How Did It Begin?

During the Fourth World Conference on
Women held in Beijing, China 1995, grass-
roots women from around the world came
together to develop a statement on women
and human setflements. This statement con-
nected the Platform for Action of the
Beijing Conference with the then upcoming
United Nations Conference on Human
Settlements—Habitat II. The group repre-
senting a number of women'’s networks met
in the town of Huairou, (why-row) where
the NGO Forum was held. From this hum-
ble beginning, the Huairou Commission
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(HC) has grown to become an effective par-
ticipant in global meetings and a focal point
for coalescing women’s groups at these
events. It now has a small staff, which
works with seven member organizations
and other partner groups.

The HC has participated in all the major
UN conferences since 1995, including—
The Habitat IT Conference, held in Istanbul,
Turkey in 1996, the UNDP Governance
Conferences in 1996 and 1997, Beijing +5,
Habitat IT + 5, The UN Conference Against
Racism in 2001, and most recently the
‘World Summit on Sustainable Development
held in Johannesburg, South Africa in
August 2002. Through the collaborative
efforts of its member organizations, the
Huairou Commission has had an impact on
policy makers at local, national and interna-
tional levels. Dr. Jackie Leavitt-has docu-
mented this impact in the international
arena. Leavitt’s document: “Inviting
Partners to Partner,” is featured in this issue.
Some of her findings will be presented at
the Association for Women in Development
(AWID) Conference in Guadalajara,
Mexico in October 2002.

The HC has also focused on partnering with
local authorities, academics and profession-
al women. Grassroots women have had
opportunities to network, participate in
national and international exchanges and be
heard at global forums. Grassroots
Women’s International Academies were
held at Expo 2000 in Germany and at the
U.N. Istanbul + 5 Conference in New York
in 2001. Women’s groups offered work-
shops on a variety of topics ranging from
“coping with disaster and war,” “AIDS,”
and “engendering local government,” to the
“establishment of mother’s centers.”

Current Activities

With a working group on. Women and
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Disaster, women’s groups from Turkey,
India, Mozambique and Honduras have
come together to learn from each other. In
the aftermath of devastating natural disas-
ters, it is often women who take responsi-
bility for looking after their families and
communities while men make policy and
planning decisions. After major earth-
quakes destroyed towns and cities in
Turkey in 1999, women from India who
had lived through similar devastating nat-
ural disasters, came to Turkey to offer their
assistance. They helped the Turkish
women to become partners in the process
of reconstruction rather than recipients of
aid. In February 2002, five Turkish women
who survived the Marmara earthquake
traveled to six villages in Gujarat, India to
observe the recovery process there. This
process has now turned from one of involv-
ing women in reconstruction after disaster
to ensuring that they participate in long-
term planning and development. There
have been other learning opportunities that
occurred along the way. The Indian women
have learned about housing co-ops from
the Turkish groups, while the Turkish
women have seen how Indian groups use
savings and credit to organize and develop
theii political capacity. In addition to the
learning that has come about through
exchanges, women also strengthen their
positions at home through the visibility
they gain with their international connec-
tions. ‘

Local to Local Dialogues on Urban Gover-
nance were inifiated to support women’s
groups in making changes at the local
level. Funded by UNIFEM and the
UNCHS Women and Habitat Programme,
the intent is to assist grassroots women in
becoming more effective partners in local
planning and decision-making. Over the
next three years, women’s groups in
Argentina, the Czech Republic, Germany,
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Kenya, the Russian Federation, Tanzania
and Uganda will work with their local
authorities to bring the perspective of

-women and their communities to the fore.

In Kenya, the focus of the work is with

women from Mathare Valley, the largest W

slum and squatter settlement in Nairobi.
GROOTS (Grassroots Organizations
Together in Sisterthood) Kenya in partner-
ship with NGOs such as Shelter Forum and
Pamoja Trust are organizing meetings
between the Mathare women, local coun-
cillors and the Mayor. The women are
deepening their understanding of gover-
nance issues and developing a non-com-
bative way of negotiating with the City.

Over the past three years, the Huairou
Commission has been documenting “Our
Practices”, solutions from the ground, the
problem-solving strategies used by grass-
roots women. To date the work of 48 dif-
ferent groups has been collected for a data-
base. While in depth material from five
groups is being compiled in a book. New
material is currently being collected about

‘women’s community based organizations

that are partnering with local authorities on
1) women and safety issues and 2)
strengthening the role of grassroots women
in decision-making at the local level.

Contact:

Jan Peterson, Global Coordinator
249 Manhattan Ave.

Brooklyn, NY 11211 U.SA.
Phone: (718) 388-8915

Fax: (718) 388-0285

Email: huairou @earthlink.net
Website: www.huairou.org

MEMBER NETWORKS

The Asia Women and Shelter Network
(AWAS) — AWAS, formed in 1995, works
with poor women in Asia to generate aware-
ness of gender issues in human settlements
development and to promote support and
mutual learning among its members. The
network was founded by women who were
part of the Asian Coalition for Housing
(ACHR) and the Habitat
International Coalition Women and Shelter
Network (HIC-WAS) who saw a need to
link the woik of these two movements.
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AWAS seeks to network with men and
women who:

* wish to share experiences through which
women’s participation, and contribution is
given central space in development strate-
gies;

* want to build upon thelr own experiences
so that women’s needs, concerns and posi-
tion is strengthening their work in various
habitat areas of development; and

* seek to explore ways in which practices
useful in one city can be transferred to
other areas without loosing their focus on
women.

The Secretariat of AWAS is currently locat-
ed in India and co-ordinated by Sheila Patel.
AWAS is active in Bangladesh, Cambodia,
Indonesia, Japan, India, Korea, Malaysia,
Nepal, Papua New Guinea, Pakistan, the
Philippines, Sri Lanka Thailand, and
Vietnam.

Contact:
Website: www.awas @awasnet org

Grassroots Organizations Operating
Together in Sisterhood (GROOTS) - An
international network
of grassroots women’s
groups, GROOTS emerged from the Third
United Nations Conference on Women
held in Nairobi in 1985. Women in atten-
dance recognized that the voice of grass-
roots women was missing from interna-
tional gatherings and that there was a need
to highlight and recognize the work of
womnen at the local community level. Four
years later, 20 community leaders from
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around the world gathered in Kingston,
Jamaica to launch GROOTS. Since that
time GROOTS has expanded to 15 coun-
tries, hosting a grasstoots women’s tent at
the Beijing Conference, fostering peer
learning and exchange opportunities and
participating in a number of global confer-
ences and gatherings.

Although a small network, GROOTS
Canada has been active in a number of
national and international events. Much of
the work of GROOTS Canada has focused
on women’s need for affordable housing.
Members from GROOTS Toronto and
GROOTS Vancouver attended the United
Nations Fourth World Conference on
Women, held in Beijing in 1995, and the
United Nations Conference on Human
Settlements (Habitat IT) held in Istanbul in
1996, where they participated in work-
* shops on housing and homelessness and

"lobbied for recognition of women’s hous-

ing needs. After the Conference, they pub-
lished Keeping Canada’s Commitment
Alive: A Community Guide to Habitat II”.
Between 1997 and 1999, GROOTS
Canada participated in a series of
exchanges involving grassroots women in
Kenya, Papua New Guinea, the United
States and Canada. (see Women and
Environments, Winter 1999) In 2001
GROOTS Toronto hosted a national event
for grassroots women leaders from across
the country. Women from Newfoundland,
New Brunswick, Saskatchewan, Alberta,
B.C. and Ontario attended.

Contact:

Sandy Schilen, Jan Peterson
249 Manhattan Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11211 U.SA.
Phone: (718) 388-8915

Fax: (718) 388-0285
‘Website: www.groots.org

In Toronto: Joyce Brown:
Joycemaureenbrown@sympat1c0 ca

In Vancouver: Marnie Tamak1
mtamaki@shaw.ca

Habitat International Coalition
— Women and Shelter (HIC-
WAS) — The Habitat International
Coalition (HIC), with members in over 80

countries, is an international non-profit
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coalition of organizations and individuals
working in the area of human settlements.
It promotes the legal right to housing and
acts as a pressure group in defense of the
rights of the homeless, poor and inade-
quately housed. As part of HIC, the Women
and Shelter (WAS) Network focuses on
women in human settlements, highlighting
the importance of women’s participation in
all aspects of human settlements planning,
development and implementation. Their
publication, Gender and the Habitat
Agenda: Engendering Our Human
Settlements summarizes the gender content
of the Habitat Agenda, the document signed
by all governments in attendance at the
1996 Conference on Human Settlement in
Istanbul. After a decade of work, the first
priority of WAS is still to “ensure women’s
equal fundamental right to access, own,
inherit and control land and property”.

Contact:

Tabitha Siwale

‘Women Advancement Trust

Box 5914 Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania
Phone: (255-51) 184-757

Fax: (255-51) 112-538

Email: wat@ud.co.tz

Website: www.hicwas.kabissa.org

International Council of Women (ICW)
— The ICW has been active for over 100
years,'promoting and enhancing the wel-
fare of women. There are councils in over
72 countries including Canada, working on
a variety of issues at the local and global
levels.

The Winnipeg Council of Women won the
1999 YM-YWCA “Women of Distinction
Award” in honour of 105 years of service to
the community. The Winnipeg Council has
been active on issues of women’s equality,
health care, education (for women and chil-
dren), housing, women and the arts, waste
management, immigration, children’s recre-
ation, women and employment, women in
politics and land use and sustainable devel-
opment.

Contact:

13 Rue Caumartin

75009 Paris, France _
Phone: 33 (0) 1-47-42-19-40
Fax: 33 (0) 1-42-66-26-23
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Email: cif@wanadoo.fr

Ihutjes @planet.nl

and ergalama@zeelandnet.nl -
Website: www.icw-cif.org

In Canada: www.council-wpg.mb.ca

‘Women’s Development and Environment

Organization (WEDO) -~ WEDO was
established in 1990 by U.S.

WE

DO Congresswoman Bella Abzug and
feminist activist and journalist Mim

Kelber. It is an international advocacy net-

work that seeks to increase the power of -

women worldwide as policymakers in gov-
ernance and in policymaking institutions,
forums and processes, at all levels, to
achieve economic and social justice, a
peaceful and healthy planet and human
rights for all. This includes the promotion
of women in decision-making from the
grassroots to global arenas. WEDO

* advocates for women’s equality in eco-
nomic and political decision-making;

* seeks development solutions that are sus-
tainable for women, communities and the
planet; and

* promotes economic equity for women and
increases public awareness about the neg-
ative effects of globalization on women,
their families, their communities, and the
environment.

WEDO played a leading role in organizing
women for the 1992 UN Conference on
Environment and Development in Rio. In
preparation for this conference it organized
the World Women'’s Congress for a Healthy
Planet, bringing together over 1500 women
from 83 countries to plan a joint strategy for
the UN Conference. Since that time,
WEDO has organized Women’s Caucuses
at UN conferences and other inter-govern-
mental forums to suggest amendments to
official documents, lobby government offi-
cials and coordinate political action.

omen g
nvironments
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Contact:
WEDO
355 Lexington Avenue, 3rd Floor

. New York, NY 10017-6603 U.S.A

Phone: 212-973-0325
Fax: 212-973-0335
Email: wedo@wedo.org
Website: www.wedo.org

Women in Cities —
Women in Cities offers
a forum for discussion among various part-
nets concerned with gender equality and the
place of women in cities. Women’s safety
has been identified as a priority issue for
women in both the Northern and Southern
worlds. In May 2002, the Women and Cities
program in Montreal hosted an internation-
al conference on women’s safety, attended
by representatives from five continents, 27
countries and 55 cities (see “In the Field
report ‘From Making the Links’ to
‘Bridging the Gaps’ on the first internation-
al Seminar on Women’s Safety by Carolyn
‘Whitzman, in this issue).

Contact:

Anne Michaud

Programme Femmes et Villes (Women and
Cities) Montreal ‘

‘Website: www.femmesetvilles.org

Women for Peace Network — The
Network supports women in conflict and in
reconstruction situations and advocates for
peace, including the importance of adequate
housing, as well as land and property rights
for women.

Contact:
Lara Blanco -
Email: cph@arias.or.ca

Joyce Brown, EdD Candidate at the Ontario
Institute for Education, University of Toronto,
is a housing activist, involved with GROOTS
and the Huairou Commission.

international
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Landdykes and Landscape

Reflections on Sex and Nature in Southern Oregon

Catriona Sandilands

looking for sex and nature. Much as I

wish I could report hot and heavy
encounters in the cool mists of Coos Bay,
what I mean is that I went to the University
of Oregon on a Rockefeller Humanities
Fellowship to study sex and nature, specifi-
cally, to research the ways in which queer
and ecological politics might have some-
thing to say to one another. In my proposal
to the “Ecological Conversations”
Fellowship Program that invited me to
Eugene, I argued that there might be fruit-
ful connections between lesbian/ gay/ bisex-
ual/ transgender (I/g/b/t) struggles against
modern regimes of bodily and sexual
oppression, and environmental/ ecological
struggles against modern regimes of bodily
and nature oppression. In much the same
way as ecofeminist and environmental jus-
tice movements have underscored the inter-
sections of ecology with gender and race, I
thought that ecological politics would be
deepened and strengthened with the addi-
tion of some solid queer analysis.

I n the winter of 2000, I went to Orégoh_ X!

‘What I found when I got to Oregon was a

hotbed of 1/g/b/t ecological activity. More

accurately, southern Oregon is home to a
number of rural lesbian separatist commu-
nities who have, since the early 1970s, con-~

nected their lesbian feminist philosophy.

with ecological politics in profound and
complex ways. Although there aren’t as
many of them living communally on
women’s land as there were in separatism’s
1970s and 80s heyday, there are still five or
six (depending on who’s counting) “core”

collectively-maintained women’s lands, and

many, many more women in the surround-
ing counties whose lives continue to inter-
sect with those vital, lesbian landscapes.
These women are culturally active, politi-
cally committed, ecologically wise “land-
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Southern Oregon is home to a number of rural lesbian

separatist communities who connect their lesbian

feminist philosophy with ecological politics in profound

and complex ways

dykes.” For most of them, the intersection
between lesbian philosophy and rural envi-
ronmental practiceis so much part of their
everyday lives that it is difficult to talk
about, :

I interviewed eleven of these women at
length, drinking herbal tea in their wonder-
ful homes — some fabulously hand designed
and built — and walking over their careful-
ly-tended lands as they shared stories from
nearly thirty years of living, as lesbians, in
these rural places. These places that are not,
I should add, always bucolically accepting.
Rural Oregon is home to a considerable
fundamentalist Christian population, com-
plete with racist, anti-Semitic and anti-gay
political initiatives. I also had access to an

WOMEN & ENVIRONMENTS

extraordinary wealth of archival material.
Out of a growing concern that their contri-
butions to lesbian feminist politics be
remembered, many of the women had
placed their personal and collective papers
in the capable hands of the Special
Collections librarian at the University of
Oregon. Despite my own misgivings about
lesbian separatist philosophies, I was
bowled over with the richness of the
women’s analyses, the depth of their com-
mitments, and the complexity of the tapes-

‘try they had woven of ecological and les-

bian threads.

What I had originally considered to be a
small part of a larger queer ecological pro-
ject blossomed, and the Institute for
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‘Women’s Studies and Gender Studies at the
University of Toronto graciously published
a long manuscript documenting this dis-
tinctly lesbian ecological research.’ What
follows here is a revised excerpt from the
conclusion of that paper.

One of the most obvious insights one can
draw from the Oregon lesbian separatists’
experiences on the land is, that their- mode
of living as lesbians has had a definite
impact on the way they know and experi-
ence nature, and that this relationship is nei-
ther simple nor fixed. In some dimensions,
their consciously political and systemic
understanding of lesbian identity has been
instrumental in shaping the physical and
social organization .of the landscape.
Technological, architectural, productive and
reproductive relations on the lands have
been clearly influenced by strands of think-
ing that are strongly tinged with lesbian sep-
aratist principles, even as these principles
are shaped by the particularities of place
and change and shift over time. In other
dimensions, a particular lesbian eroticism,
spirituality, or collectively-developed cul-
tural frame has had an enormous impact on
the evolution of the meaning of the land-
scape, the public representation of its ele-
ments, and the nature practices that have
developed within the community. In yet
other dimensions, the social organization of
a lesbian community, either within individ-
ual landholdings or across the network of
Oregon country lesbians, has influenced
both the perception and the experience of
the land. Different meanings are circulated,
different places mapped as significant to the
community, even different physical modes
experienced (e.g., lesbian sexuality, rela-
tively ungendered labor).

It would be a mistake, then, to point to a
single and defining difference that “being a
lesbian” makes to either the Oregon sepa-
ratists’ relationships to their landscape or,
more broadly, that sexual orientation makes
to ecological thinking or practice. Just as the
community shows no particular agreement
on what it means to be a lesbian, so too is
there no particular consensus on how: that
identity influences one’s perception of the
world. So ironically, perhaps, the women’s
" accounts and experiences of their nature
relations lead one away from thinking about
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Understandings of rurality
as a space of innocence,
individuality and freedom
completely ignore the
dramatic racial and class
exploitations that have
historically shaped and con-
tinue to organize rural life

a lesbian “standpoint” on nature. Rather one
should think, about rural lesbianism in
Southern Oregon as a particular culture of
nature that combines intentional, political
and analytic elements with others that have
resulted from necessity, reflection, local
interaction, organic transformation. The cul-
ture, despite its sometimes totalizing origins
in 1970s radical separatist politics, is a flex-
ible one, and the thing that holds it together
is a sense of conversation and community

“that includes elements of shared meaning

and practice as well as more material simi-
larities or shared political goals. One might
be able to say similar things about any dis-
cernible culture of nature, and perhaps espe-
cially about any intentional community. The
difference with this one is that lesbian iden-
tity, sexuality and politics have been visible
and defining, public and negotiated ele-
ments of that culture throughout its quarter-
century of existence,

Lesbian identity, culture and community are
also, however, crafted from other power
relations. T have pointed, for example, to the
fact that the community is largely white.
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Not only does this reflect the racialized
specificities of rural Oregon as a society and
lesbian separatism as a political orientation,
but it also reflects — and shapes — the partic-
ular views of nature that organize and
appear in the communities. Although I think
that an earlier lesbian feminist view of
nature as a more feminine and innocent
space in and upon which a utopian women’s
culture can be created is no longer the pre-
dominant one in the communities, it was
certainly one that contributed to their ori-
gins. As many have pointed out, this view
of nature is highly racialized. In particular,
pastoral understandings of rurality as a
space of innocence, individuality and free-
dom completely ignore the dramatic racial
and class exploitations that have historically
shaped and continue to organize rural life
such as slavery, anti-Semitic politics, the
decimation of aboriginal communities, the
continued practice of toxic dumping.
Lesbian utopian ruralities, even if founded
on conscious principles of diversity and
equality, thus reflect a founding gesture that
derives from a very particularly racialized

. view of nature. Many of the women have

learned this lesson and struggle in their own
lives to think through the race and class
relations of rural Oregon. Yet, the commu-
nities themselves are highly particular in
their understandings and practices of poli-
tics, nature, and community. ’

So the Oregon separatists demonstrate that
their culture of nature is both shifting and
particular, both complex and limited. In
other words, it is a living and situated tradi-
tion. But how does one speak, from this par-
ticularity, of a separatist ecology? Many of
the individual elements of ecological think-
ing and practice I have outlined bear resem-~
blance to other ecopolitical movements and
currents. I would like to suggest that this
lesbian culture demonstrates the contextu-
ally-specific intersectionality of the power
relations of sexual orientation with ecology
(alongside but not reducible to race, class

and gender). The culture also iliustrates the

importance of politicizing these relations in
order to understand and transform social
ecological relations. -

For one thing, the Oregon . women disrupt,

by their very public presence as rural les-

bians, the essentialized narrative by which
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rural, pastoral nature has been heterosexu-
alized in North American culture, Although
as queer theorist David Shuttleton has writ-
ten, there is a complex and diverse queer
history to rural sexuality, including a dis-
tinct gay pastoral tradition,? there is in North
America a pervasive assumption that all gay
culture is urban and all rural culture is res-
olutely straight. Apart from the self-fulfill-
ing quality of this assumption?, the lack of
a strong representation of queer rurality
impoverishes both ecological and g/l/b/t/q
-culture and reinforces an articulation of
queer-urban-artifice against straight-rural-
nature. Country lesbians, to the extent that
they are publicly queer and rural and have a
well-developed and articulated sense of
their collective presence, disrupt the associ-
ation. In addition, to the extent that the
women are willing to reject crude distinc-
tions between nature and artifice, (a rejec-
tion often engendered by actually living off
the land), landdykes also politicize the eco-
logical relations of their rural community
and disrupt the assumption that rurality is a
site of pure nature and that queer “artifice”
has no place in it: More than their mere
presence, the separatists also disrupt con-
ventional understandings of rurality by
_ actively practicing alternative forms of fam-
ily, community and property ownership.

The importance of this disruption for ecolo-
gy is considerable. Environmental justice
advocates, for example, have focused con-
siderable attention on the ways in which the
profound inequalities and exploitations of
rural life — including the relationship
between rural and urban communities — are
hidden behind a screen of pastoral projec-
tion. Although these critiques have tended

to focus on race and class, it would appear -

that the rural idyll also perpetuates a pro-
foundly heterosexist narrative that impacts
not only on queers but on those others
whose lives are organized by a monolithic
rural heterosexuality. Focusing attention on
the sexual diversity of rural communities
not only draws attention to the conditions of
sexual organization in rural communities. It
also demonstrates — perhaps especially with
such a culturally visible lesbian communi-
ty — that there are ways of living one’s life
sexually in rural nature that do not replicate
heterosexist assumptions and practices. (On
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What does rural nature
look like when it is seen_
and experiencerd in avery
self-conscious (even if very
particular) lesbian way?

the flip side of the same coin, of course,
rural lesbian communities also demonstrate
that there are ways of living as a gay person
that are not directly tied to urban institu-
tions; the greater the publicity of a rural les-
bian community, the more vibrant the
hybrid of rural with queer discourses, the
wider and more visibly alternative the vari-
ety of queer possibilities.) The presence of a
culturally active community that is con-
sciously organized around political issues of
rural capitalism. and sees these as strongly
tied to lesbian identity inserts a political
articulation into rural discourses that offers
a solid challenge to more dominant ones
linking private property, Capitalist extractive
industry, and heterosexual nuclear families.
Thus, as a spatial politics of ecology, rural
separatists offer a challenge based not only
on re-sexualizing nature spaces but on
insisting on their public representation as
queer.

A second dimension of a separatist ecology
lies in the fact that these women have con-
sciously taken on a lesbian identity and used
it as an organizing principle in their interac-

tions with the landscape. Theirs was — and

is — an experiment in queer vision: what
does rural nature look like when it is seen
and experienced in a very self-conscious
(even if very particular) lesbian way? This
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culture has ended up as a hybrid of univer-
salizing lesbian feminism and particularized
local knowledge. There are also normative
implications. On the one hand, the particu-
larities of place — ecological relations, rural
social and economic relations — have intrud-
ed on the utopian aspirations of lesbian
feminism. On the other hand, the political
and cultural intentions of lesbian feminism
have intruded in the unfolding of the land-
scape. I would like to argue that this com-
plex hybridity actually demonstrates that the
Oregon separatists actively understand the
precept that nature is a realm of interaction
among a variety of human and nonhuman
actors. That their separatist aspirations have
changed in and for the place and remain
separatist principles suggests a tremendous
openness to the influence of the land, but
not a rejection of politics. In other words,
the active organization of nature that has
accompanied rural lesbian separatism has
historically included and continues to
include a sense of the articulation between
feminist and nonhuman voices..

Feminist theorist Stacy Alaimo insists that
one of the most-promising avenues for fem-
inist and ecological politics lies in the
reconceptualization of nature as an active
presence in the world. This, which allows
feminist politics to join women with nature
in a way that does not condemn women to
the status of object and resource. Tt offers,
instead, a profound challenge to western
hierarchical dualisms. Precisely by paying
their hybrid attention to both lesbian femi-
nist politics and the voices of the particular
human and nonhuman actors by whom they
are surrounded in their daily lives, the
Oregon separatists demonstrate that ecolog-
ical knowledges derived from particular
bodily experiences of nature — be they
work, spirituality, or sex — can actively
shape and influence a political project with-
out losing many of the elements of the polit-
ical project itself. At the same time, they
also show that ecological knowledges are
actively influenced by social location, by
political vision, by the material and cultural
organization of productive, spiritual and
erotic life. Theirs is thus a profoundly
dialectical understanding. This understand-
ing is actively cultivated in a number of
practices that facilitate the development of
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more and more complex knowledges of
nature. :

The final element of a separatist ecology to
which I would like to call attention here con-
cerns the importance of a public realm to the
ongoing negotiation of sexual and ecologi-
cal identity. The communities were founded
with an idea of publicity at the center of
their political vision. However impossible
the original vision of processing and con-
sciousness raising might have been, the tra-
dition of discussion and public appearance
has continued in a variety of ways. These
have variously included potlucks, theater,
writing groups, and land trust meetings.
More important than the particular form has
been the fact that, throughout the communi-
ties’ history, they have cultivated a distinct
orientation to the development of a collec-
tive identity and culture beyond the individ-
ual and even beyond the particular land. I
understand this rural lesbian public sphere
as a crucial component of their survival as a
distinct lesbian culture. It is also a site in and
through which their ideas of sexuality, iden-
tity, creativity, ecology and nature are pre-
sented, contested, negotiated and changed as
a central dimension of lesbian culture. Their
identity. and history as lesbian separatists
call them together as a meaningful and dis-
tinct group. Yet the meaning and opinions of
that group shift and change — creating a liv-
ing culture — because that culture has a
series of built-in mechanisms through which
to negotiate its ideas.

* This ongoing negotiation of rural lesbian

culture included a variety of definite dis-
agreements over the meaning and signifi-
cance of nature and ecological politics. One
clear dimension of this disagreement con-
cerned the relative merits of a scientific eco-
logical understanding of forest practices
versus a more animistic understanding of
the trees as individuals experiencing plea-
sure, pain and preference. Another con-
cerned the relative merits of a more materi-
alist view on agrarian capitalism versus a
more Spiritual one on women’s empower-
ment in land communities. It is clear that
“nature” in general is an important topic of
conversation in and for the rural lesbian
community. Nature knowledges are shared
from remedies and recipes to profound spir-

16 WOMEN & ENVIRONMENTS

itual and erotic relationships. The degrada-
tion of rural nature at the hands of logging
and mining companies (and individuals) is
also an ongoing subject of discussion.
Information-sharing across the lands helps
to map the social-ecological impact of
extractive industry. The potluck tradition
moves the physical site of community meet-
ings and discussion from one land to anoth-
er. In this way, individual lesbian landscapes
appear publicly to the community as a
whole on a regular basis, allowing the par-
ticularities of each place to emerge into
conversation and influence collective
knowledges.

Theé Oregon separatists have, over the
course . of the last 25 years, developed a
careful and principled lesbian ecological
practice. This practice is filled, on the one
hand, with intention, reflection and discus-
sion and, on the other hand, with practical
and visceral modes of knowing that derive
from a particular embodied experience of
place that includes labor, eroticism, and
homosocial networks of meaning. Thus, I
refer to their collective representations of
these experiences and aspirations as a living
ecopolitical tradition. It is given creative life
by art, gardening, design, writing, theater,
and ritual. The elements are not just there
together in the same space, but serve to cre-
ate and recreate the others in an ongoing
process of synthesis and change. This cul-
ture is not utopia; in fact, it is more genera-

'tive because of its complexities and contra-

dictions. This culture is not revolutionary,
but is rather a resistant hybrid combining
elements of radical transgression with ele-
ments of local sustainability. Finally, this
culture is not without its share of tensions,
limits and contradictions. Many of the
women are willing to think about them, dis-
cuss them, and reflect on theém in both pub-
lic and private. This refiexivity suggests a
self-aware blending of cultural and ecologi-
cal politics that cannot be adequately char-
acterized as an artifact of an essentialist les-
bian»femihist “past.” Tts contradictions give
it life and relevance; as one landdyke put it,
referring to some of the ecological contra-
dictions of her life choices, “it’s an awk-
ward place to be, but then, living on the
planet is awkward as well.” 3¢
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!'| outline six distinct themes of separatist ecological
wisdom in the longer paper. They are: The opening of
rural land to all women by transforming relations of
ownership; the active withdrawal of the land from
patriarchal-capitalist preduction and reproduction;
the feminization and reacculturation of the land-
scape, both ideologically and physically; the develop-
ment:of a hotistic and gender-complex physical expe-
rience of nature; the experiencing and imagining of
nature as an erotic space and actor; and the politi-
cization of lesbian rurality and rurat identity.

2 Shuttleton discusses a distinct gay mate Arcadian lit-
erary tradition, to which | would add that there is a
distinct lesbian counterpart that includes such
authors as Vita Sackville-West and Sarah Orne
Jewett. Indeed, lesbian separatism drew on precise-
ly this tradition in its formulation of nature as a cre-
ative space for the formation of a harmonious lesbian
culture.

3 In which rural gays and lesbians feel they must go
to urban areas to experience'what it “really” means
to be gay and urban queers feel that the country has
no gay culture in it so they avoid it except for well-
publicized resorts and tourist destinations, or visit
with the expectation of being closeted the whole time.

Catriona.(Cate) Sandilands teaches in the
Faculty of Environmental Studies at York
University. Her current research includes
work on the relations between sexual and
ecological politics, which will result, someday,
in a book called: Ec(clo Homo? Writings
Toward a Queer Ecotogy.
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Women at the Sustainability Summit

Shifting Parameters of Success in a Globalizing World

Prabha Khosla

airport, exhausted from a long flight,
I was taken aback by a huge BMW
bill board asking, “if whales can swim in

B arely off the aircraft at Ji ohannesburg

emissions” and something vague about"

clean energy. Am I at the right Summit?
Since when did BMW become the official
welcoming committee of the WSSD?

My arrival for registration at Sandton and

the Convention Centre, in the richest and
whitest neighbourhood in Africa was the
next shock. A summit on sustainable devel-
opment in a rich, white shopping mall? I
thought sustainable development also meant
that we need critical and urgent action on
consumption and production. Yet, the shops
are loaded with stock for sales from the
thousands who have come to attend the last
UN conference of the decade. Announcing
corporate commitment to sustainable devel-
opment, huge banners advertising HP,
KPMG, and the Rand Merchant Bank are
draped over the tall and posh buildings of
Sandton. Welcome to the World Summit on
Sustainable Development! The conflict
between this environment and the reality of
women around the world struggling to sur-
vive, nurture their children while trying to
hang on to some sense of human dignity
made me wonder if I was at the right
Summit. Yes, I am at the right Summit, but
the Summit is being hijacked.

The Background:

the Rio Earth Summit

There have béen dramatic changes in the
world since the United Nations Conference
on Environment and Development
(UNCED) of 1992, also known as the Rio
or Earth Summit. The Earth Summit and the
organizing that preceded it were a time of
inspiration, hope, and global commitment
to find a balance between development and
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Corporate welcome to the WSSD

Am | at the right Summit?
Since when did BMW
become the official
welcoming committee

of the WSSD?

the environment. Hundreds of NGOs from
around the world organized for over two
years to build a mutually respectful link
between the issues and priorities of the
South and the North. Government leaders
from around the world committed them-
selves to action. Women provided inspiring
leadership to the Summit. They developed
an action plan - Women’s Action Agenda
for a Peaceful and Healthy Planet well in

advance of the Summit. The Action Plan

was the result of the first ever-international
women’s environmental conference, held'in
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1991 in Miami, USA. The very process of
the Summit changed the UN and opened
some of its hallowed halls to civil society
participation.

The Earth Summit also led to the founding
of the Women’s Environment and
Development Organisation (WEDQ), an
international network of women’s organisa-
tions; and Women in Europe for a Common
Future (WECF), a pan-European women’s
environmental organisation. After Rio, we
witnessed even larger numbers of women
involved in issues such as water and sanita-
tion, energy, trade and investment, biodiver-
sity, sustainablé communities, environmen-
tal health, climate change, toxic chémicals,
and democratic governance. These women
bring with them a gender analysis and a
human rights framework to these issues.

Rio gave us five critical documents to begin
the journey to reverse the damage to the
planet and its various life forms. Multi-lat-
eral environmental agréements (MEAs)
such as the Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCCC) had the objec-
tive of stabilizing greenhouse gases in the
atmosphere at levels that will not danger-

oously upset the global climate system. The

Convention on Biological Diversity had
three main goals: the conservation of bio-
logical diversity, the sustainable use of its
components, and the fair and equitable shar-
ing of the benefits from the use of genetic
resources.

Rio also gave us two statements of princi-
ples: the Rio Declaration with 27 principles
that define the rights and responsibilities of
nations in enabling a new and equitable
global partnership for development and the
Statement of Principles for a Global
Consensus on the Management,
Conservation and Sustainable Development
of all Types of Forests. Lastly, Rio produced
Agenda 21, a 40-chapter blueprint for

17
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action to make the planet socially, econom-
ically and environmentally sustainable. -

'The Backdrop to the

Johannesburg Summit

In the ten years since Rio, the world has
witnessed a remarkable wave of corporate
globalization. We have witnessed trade lib-
eralization and new definitions of “free
trade;” capital mobility and the impoverish-
ment of people; the creation of the World
Trade Organisation (WTO) and the setting
of new “trade” rules that are devastating the
lvelihoods of the Third World and also of
many in the First. The world also saw a rev-
olution in cpmrhunication technology. How
many in Rio were using e-mails and cell
phones and talking about gender main-
streaming and the new meaning of

“Seattle?”

The impact of globalization is being felt on
national governments as well as the UN.
National governments have provided a
more supportive environment for corpora-
tions than demonstrating political will and
commitment to implementing the Rio con-
ventions and agreements. Governments of
many Third World countries are coerced to
do so, while countries of the North includ-
ing the US and Canada are doing so for self
interest. In fact, most govemments‘ are not
living up to their commitments they made
to the conventions of this decade’s UN con-
ferences.!

The United Nations is plagued by insuffi-
cient financial resources, not the least
because the United States is reneging on its
payments. The UN is also under assault
from large corporations. The “Global
Compact” created in 2000, is a UN project
to enable large corporations such as Shell,
Rio Tinto, Nike, BP, etc. to engage with UN
agencies and programmes, Rather than
building corporate accountability to com-
murities and the environment, Global
Compact has provided a cover for corpora-
tions to continue their exploitation of
humans and the environment.

What is at stake is global governance. Who
should be the arbitrator and negotiator of
international agreements? Should govern-
ments with the transparent and meaningful
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UN WSSD conference site

‘What is at stake is global governance. Who should be the

arbitrator and negotiator of international agreements?

involvement of citizens determine the terms
of governance or should trade organizations
such as the WTO and the International
Chamber of Commerce (ICC)? This assault
by the corporate sector has left an indelible
mark on the UN and the WSSD, and is
attempting to override the call for a corpo-
rate-free UN. How will women be repre-
sented under corporate global governance?
‘Women have consistently provided critiques
of globalization demonstrating how struc-
tural adjustment and trade liberalization
have increased women’s work loads and
furthered the feminization of poverty.

The role of corporations in the agenda for
social justice and environmental defense and
rehabilitation has caused fissures in the
global NGO movement. Many women and
NGO activists supported corporate involve-
ment in environmental agreements. Others
argued that corporate engagement is only
acceptable if the térms of involvement are
clear and if they are. guided by the principles
of sustainable developnient. Thisled to a
call for a binding convention on corporate
accountability. Reputable international
NGOs such as the International Institute for
Sustainable. Development (IISD) and the
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International Institute for Environment and
Development (IIED) have engaged in long-
term collaboration on sustainable develop-
ment with the Mining sector. Others, includ-
ing the Indigenous Peoples Caucus have
voiced strong warnings against such collab-
orations. They question if sectors such as
mining and minerals would ever be capable
of a sustainable practice. The Business
Association for Sustainable Development
(BASD) and the US government have
played an active role in supporting corporate
over environmental interests. In this way,
corporations dominate-the UN ever more
effectively and overtly. National govern-
ments and civil society activists need to heed
to this ominous development at the WSSD.

The WSSD - Women Organizing

‘Women’s organisations, too numerous to be
mentioned here, have been organizing to
implement the Rio commitments and have
been documenting, and monitoring the out-
comes of the Rio conventions and agree-
ments. They also participated in the
preparatory process for the Johannesburg
Summit.
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‘Recognizing the failure

to live up to the commit-
ments of Rio, the focus
of Johannesburg was on
implementation,

The principle means of organizing at the
preparatory committee meetings and at the
Summit itself was through the Women’s
Caucus. It was facilitated by WEDQO, and a
host of other caucuses focusing on specific
issues such as energy, water, human rights,
consumption and production, etc. Women
from around the world, those with years of
UN experience and those new to it, all

engaged in the many activities of the

‘WSSD. The “Women’s Tent,” by now a tra-
dition at UN conferences was the place for
this work and also some fun. There were
Multi-Stakeholder Forums and plenaries on
Partnerships, Capacity Development,
Governance, Water and Sanitation, Health,
Agriculture, Bio-diversity, and Energy.
Roundtables on the theme of “Making it
Happen” — identified steps for the imple-
menting the Johannesburg agreements.
‘Women organized demonstrations and press
conferences and spent countless hours fine-
combing the text of the Plan of Implemen-
tation — the official output from the WSSD.
‘Women provided and distributed documents
with a gender analysis of the official text
along with alternative language to enable
gender and human rights integration. They
spent endless hours lobbying government
delegates to change the text to reflect the
true reality of unequal power and distribu-
tion of wealth and the issues requiring
urgent action to create a sustainable planet.

Some Key Issues

Recognizing the failure to live up to the
commitments of Rio, the focus of

Johannesburg was on implementation. The
implementation of Rio, the Millennium -

Development Goals adopted by most coun-
tries in 2000, the WTO Doha Ministerial
meeting of November 2001, and the

Monterey March 2002 Conference on -

Financing for Development were all rolled
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into one Plan of Implementation — a verita-
ble battlefield of conflicting constituencies.
Entering this fray, women spent endless
hours lobbying. To give you but a hint of
this struggle, the results of women’s efforts
are indicated in brackets. They called on all
states to :

« uphold the principle that, “States have
common but differentiated responsibili-
ties”, so that Northern nations are remind-
ed yet again of their unfulfilled commit-
ments to sustainability; (issue was won);

. keép the focus on the “precautionary prin-
ciple” and not “use precaution” as advo-
cated by the US (“precautionary
approach” was used instead.of “precau-
tionary principle”);

« defend health care services, women’s right
to reproductive and sexual health services
within a rights and freedoms framework
and not “consistent with national laws and
cultural and religious values” (issue was
won); '

* guarantee women’s right to own and
inherit land above and beyond “national
laws and customs” (issue was won);

* set targets, deadlines, and monitoring of
commitments (issue was partially won);

* accept accountability to ODA commit-
ments of 0.7% of GNP; unconditionally
cancel debts for more than the “least
developed nations or the heavily indebted
nations,” phase out of harmful subsidies,
open markets to products of developing
countries, endorse fair trade, replace the
neo-liberal paradigm with the sustainable
development paradigm, and recognize the
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The women’s tent is the focus of women’s activities.
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primacy of MEAs over the WTO agree-
ments (has never been implemented);

* back equal representation of women and

‘men in all UN decision making forums
and at all levels including UNFCCC,
UNFCCD (convention on desertification),
POPs (Persistent Organic Pollutants) and
COPs (conference of parties on climate
change);

« implement the New Partnership on Africa
(NEPAD) through a participatory, equi-
table and transparent process with equal
representation of both genders (issue was
not won); '

*adopt a binding UN Convention on
Corporate Accountability and commit
resources for a global gender monitoring
facility on multi-lateral and financial insti-
tutions in regard to sustainable develop-
ment (issue was not won);

» acknowledge the ecological debt of the
North to the South (issue was not won);

» work for peace, end militarization and
divert military budgets to sustainable
development (issue was not won);

« adopt the Earth Charter (issue is ongoing);

.+ ratify the Convention on the Elimination

of All Forms of Discrimination Against
Women (CEDAW) and the Optional
Protocol, the Beijing Platform of Action
and UN Resolution 1325 (issue is on-
going);

« focus capacity development particularly
on girls and women (issue was won);

*channel 50% of the resources for
HIV/AIDS in Africa through women’s
organizations (issue was not won).

Then there was the whole notion of
“Partnerships” — hotly contested by the
‘Women’s Caucus. The UN proposed volun-
tary partnerships between any combination
of civil society organisations, governments,
UN agencies, and the private sector to
implement projects for sustainable develop-
ment. Women asked why the UN was so
interested in supporting such a voluntary
initiative? Who would identify the criteria
for these partnerships and who would mon-
itor and verify their credibility in terms of
actually creating sustainability? Who would
they be accountable to? And were they not a
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