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STATEMENT BY DR ARJUN K KARKI, INTERNATIONAL CO-ORDINATOR, LDC 
WATCH AT THE ESCAP ASIA-PACIFIC OUTREACH MEETING ON SUSTAINABLE 

DEVELOPMENT FINANCING, 10-11 JUNE 2014, JAKARTA 

 

Session 7: South-South, triangular and regional cooperation 

The Asia-Pacific comprises 13 UN-defined LDCs out of which 9 are in Asia and 4 in the 

Pacific. 4 of them are landlocked and 5 are small island states.  Out of the 18 g7+ fragile 

states, 16 are LDCs and 3 of them are in the Asia-Pacific. Following the trend of an 

increase in the number of LDCs globally since the group was categorised in 1971; the 

Asia-Pacific has seen them grow from 3 to 13 today with only the Maldives and Samoa 

having graduated. Given the dominant development paradigm failure which is 

depriving development justice to the most marginalised and vulnerable LDCs; South-

South, triangular and regional cooperation is certainly a promising action-oriented 

approach and practice to effectively address the development challenges of these 

countries, contributing towards their graduation.   

We are calling for an alternative development cooperation (aid architecture)  

which is a departure from the dominant aid architecture guided primarily by 

political and economic interests. It should be one focused on the social sectors, 

human development and environmental vulnerabilities which lie at the heart of 

our basic human rights and the right to sustainable development. A development 

cooperation which advances the progressive realisation of our development 

goals!  

To this end, we are calling for our sub-regional and regional groups such as the 

SAARC, ASEAN, Pacific Island Forum and BIMSTEC to further work towards 

policies and practices that harness human and social development in the region. 
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Sharing of knowledge, capacities, resources, skills and technology focused on 

development priorities such as health, education, food security, decent 

employment, sustainable energy, climate change and related infrastructure must 

be kept centre-stage. We must learn from the best practices of the Latin American 

region on health and education. Currently, cooperation has been pursued largely 

towards trade and investment based on loans and FDI which prioritises profits and 

interests of the  corporate giants rather than of small- and medium-sized enterprises 

including promotion and protection of people’s rights. Furthermore, prevailing geo-

political interests in the region which have taken precedence have arrested the 

prospects of attaining our shared development goals. We have seen such a case of 

detrimental impact on development in our region.  

Increasing militarisation and prominence to national security as opposed to 

social development and human security have only led our countries to lag behind 

in the region. South-South, triangular and regional cooperation inclining towards 

a replication of the dominant top-down global partnership goes against the very 

fundamental horizontal nature of South-South partnership. We don’t want another 

‘North’ amongst us which blatantly goes against the spirit of our collective cooperation 

based on shared experiences, equality, solidarity, mutual respect and mutual benefit.  

Additionally, South-South cooperation must not be taken as ODA and a substitute 

to North-South cooperation which is entirely premised upon historic debt and 

redistributive justice.  

We must bear in mind that greater and effective South-South, triangular and regional 

cooperation in turn contributes to stronger policy- and decision-making in the interests 

of the Global South in multi-lateral North-South negotiations including global 

governance.  

We recalling that civil society is a recognised stakeholder and key partner in 

South-South cooperation, we are calling for a strengthened collaboration and policy 

space in terms of planning, co-ordination and implementation mechanisms. The role of 
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civil society in ensuring democratic ownership of development and peaceful societies is 

pivotal. We will continue to engage and dialogue at national, regional and global levels 

to defend democratic development. 

The point that civil society should participate in south-south cooperation 
has to be emphasized as strongly as possible.  the tendency is for these programs to be 
south government to south government cooperation , without civil society participation. 
 this is true especially in capacity building. in these programs, only government officials 
are capacitated. civil society is not included in capacity building.  they should be 
included so that they can actively participate in "home projects" and monitor the 
performance of their own government. 
 
 who finances south-south cooperation?  if the program is financed by the richer 
south government, the tendency is for the latter to impose its own standards--whether 
for capacity building, project,implementation, etc--without consideration for the actual 
situation of the recipient country. thus, such programs of cooperation can be 
meaningless to the recipient government. I suggest that such programs be funded by 
UN organizations. another alternative is for the "richer" south governments to 
contribute to a Fund which can be used for such purposes. it can be administered by a 
UN  agency. 
  

Importance of democratic ownership and accountability in SSC In most accounts 
of SSC there is hardly ever mention of citizen’s or even parliamentary participation in 
steering these initiatives. SSC from emerging lenders have been restricted to 
government-to-government affairs pursued as pure commercial undertakings, with little 
opportunity for CSO participation. This undermines the accountability of the institutions 
involved in SSC to the people on both sides of the partnership.  

 
strengthen human rights and democratic framework of SSC 
SSC is supposed to veer away from traditional donor-recipient hierarchies, in that 
Southern donors do not usually impose any macroeconomic or governance 
conditionalities. Southern countries invoke the principles of non-interference and 
respect for sovereignty. However, this provides leeway for the SSC providing countries 
to ignore human rights standards in the partner countries. The human rights and 
democratic framework of SSC should be strengthened so that the acclaimed advantage 
of Southern donors in terms of their avowed respect for sovereignty and policy of non-
interference is not abused.  


