
 

  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AID 
JUSTICE 

beyond 

towards 

 
A report of the  

Progressive 
Development Forum  

 
held on  

19 July 2012 
London 

 



 2

 
 
 
 

BEYOND AID, TOWARDS JUSTICE 
 

PROGRESSIVE DEVELOPMENT FORUM 
 

19 July 2012, London 
 
 
 

The following document is a report of the Progressive Development Forum held in London on 
the afternoon of 19 July 2012. The forum was attended by 50 senior figures who had been invited 
from a range of development organisations, trade unions and solidarity groups; several others had 
sent apologies in advance and stated that they wished to be part of the initiative as it developed 
after the forum. This report is being sent to all those invited, but it is a public document that can 
be circulated to anyone else. 
 
The report aims to reflect the content of the discussion held at the forum. Except for the named 
speakers, all other contributions remain non-attributable. The purpose of the forum was to open 
a space to explore critical issues concerning the discourse on international development, and to 
identify how we in Britain can contribute to the wider movement for global justice. The report 
also records the next steps in the process that were agreed at the forum. 
 
It should be noted that the forum was followed by two public meetings held in London on the 
evening of 19 July and in Manchester the following evening, under the parallel title ‘Beyond 
Charity, Towards Justice’. A further 50 people attended these two meetings, and there was a 
clear sense of interest from both sessions in continuing the discussions further. 
 
 
Contents of this document 
 
1. Original invitation to the day 
2. Agenda for the day (plus readings) 
3. Handout distributed on the day 
4. Report of the day, including next steps 
5. Appendix: transcript of flipcharts 
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[this is the original invitation to the forum] 
 
 
 

Beyond 2015, Beyond Aid 
 

Towards progressive development  
 
There is a feeling among many in the international development sector that the dominant 
discourse on development here in Britain has gone badly awry. Despite a widespread recognition 
that real progress towards global justice depends on a range of structural economic, social and 
political factors, both national and international, this understanding is too often disregarded when 
it comes to public messaging and campaigns. Instead, the development discourse in Britain today 
has been largely reduced to an aid agenda, with all the negative consequences this brings. Coupled 
with a government which is shifting DFID from a development department to an aid agency, this 
has serious potential impacts on UK state and civil society involvement in international 
development debates, decisions and delivery. 
 
The same tensions were reflected in the Finding Frames report published by Bond in 2011, which 
acknowledged the problems that have been caused by many years’ framing of global justice 
messages in the language of charity, aid and philanthropy, with people in developing countries 
seen as victims to be helped rather than actors demanding justice. The report also noted the 
responsibility of British organisations for this framing, and the important role that our sector plays 
in determining the public’s understanding of global issues. Campaigns for the UK government to 
honour the 0.7% aid target have been spectacularly successful, but at the expense of calls for 
transformative change. 
 
While the above concerns are widely held, there is at present no space within the sector to 
develop a response to them. The current UK government has embraced a particularly narrow 
agenda of service delivery and aid metrics, and many aid agencies have been drawn towards this. 
We are even seeing the return of extremely negative imagery in public communications which 
many of us thought had been banished years ago. 
 
The individuals listed below are among those who believe there is a need to create a space within 
the sector to discuss these challenges – a forum through which to respond to the threats and to 
work together on strategies to alter the dominant discourse for the better. We have therefore 
booked the space for a first such forum to take place this summer, from 2pm to 5pm on 
Thursday 19 July 2012, in the Richmond Room at 25 Marylebone Road, London NW1 5JR.  
 
The primary function of the forum will be to provide a space for discussion between us, and the 
structure of the afternoon will be directed towards the maximum possible participation of all 
attendees. There will also be two speakers to help focus the debate: Lidy Nacpil, coordinator of 
Jubilee South Asia / Pacific Movement on Debt and Development, and Dr Anthony Yaw Baah, 
Deputy General Secretary of the Ghana Trades Union Congress. [Anthony was eventually unable 
to attend.] 
 
This is a personal invitation to you in light of your interest in this issue; if you would like to send a 
substitute, please inform us in advance. The forum will be for senior figures from a range of 
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development organisations, trade unions and solidarity groups, and is designed both to start this 
debate within the sector and to plan possible strategies for building a progressive development 
movement for the future. We do hope that you will be able to attend the forum; please RSVP by 
29 June 2012 so that we can get a sense of numbers to 
progressivedevelopmentforum@hotmail.co.uk 
 
 
Clive Nettleton, Director, Book Aid International 
Jill Healey, Executive Director, ChildHope 
Dan Taylor, Director, Find Your Feet 
Martin Drewry, Director, Health Poverty Action 
Larry English, Chief Executive, Homeless International 
Nick Dearden, Director, Jubilee Debt Campaign 
Kirsty Smith, Director, MRDF 
Patrick Mulvany, personal capacity 
Graham Bennett, Former Director, One World Action 
Emma Crewe, Research Fellow, SOAS 
Owen Tudor, Head of European Union and International Relations, TUC 
Nick Sigler, Head of International Relations, UNISON 
John Hilary, Executive Director, War on Want  
Deborah Doane, Director, World Development Movement 
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PROGRESSIVE DEVELOPMENT FORUM 
 

19 July 2012 
Richmond Room 

25 Marylebone Road 
London NW1 5JR 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
2.00  Welcome from host (Kirsty Smith) 
 
2.05 Joint Chairs (Polly Jones and Nick Dearden) welcome all, introduce purpose of forum and 

format of afternoon, introduce speakers 
 
2.10 Lidy Nacpil (Jubilee South) and Steve Faulkner (SAMWU) speak 
 
2.40 Any immediate questions / comments / reactions to the speakers; more complex issues to 

be parked for discussion later 
 
2.50  Small group discussions, facilitated by Rob Hancock; split into groups of about 10 each to 

discuss two questions: 
 
(a) what are the challenges and what can be improved in the current framing of 
international development, including issues, language, imagery, voices etc 
 
(b) how to build a movement for global justice in Britain, linking up struggles here and 
around the world 
 

3.30 Comfort break 
 

3.45 Reports back from small groups 
 
4.15 Final plenary: where do we go from here? How to build a progressive movement linking 

up North and South, social and environmental, in common cause. 
 
4.50 Reflections on the discussions from speakers 
 
4.55 Wrapping up and thank yous from Joint Chairs (Hannah Griffiths and Martin Drewry); any 

other housekeeping. 
 
5.00 End 
 
 

PTO for readings relevant to the day 
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RELEVANT READINGS 
 
 
Finding Frames: New ways to engage the UK public in global poverty (2011) – by Andrew Darnton and 
Martin Kirk; http://www.bond.org.uk/data/files/finding_frames.pdf (especially pp36-40, and 90-94) 
 
 
 
The Missionary Position: NGOs and development in Africa (2002) – by Firoze Manji and Carl O’Coill; 
http://fahamu.org/downloads/missionaryposition.pdf 
 
 
 
Hamlet without the Prince of Denmark: How development has disappeared from today’s ‘development’ 
discourse (2010) – by Ha-Joon Chang 
http://www.econ.cam.ac.uk/faculty/chang/pubs/HamletwithoutthePrinceofDenmark-revised.pdf 
 
 
 
History of African Development Initiatives (2003) – by Anthony Baah 
http://www.sarpn.org/documents/d0000407/P373_Baah.pdf 
 
 
 
Understanding Public Attitudes to Aid and Development (2012) – by Alex Glennie, Will Straw and Leni 
Wild; http://www.odi.org.uk/resources/docs/7708.pdf  
 
 

this last is summarised in a Guardian piece here: http://www.guardian.co.uk/global-
development/poverty-matters/2012/jun/25/aid-campaigns-alienate-public-
development?CMP=twt_fd 
 

 
 
Demystifying Aid (2011) – by Yash Tandon; requires payment of £2.50 to download 
http://fahamubooks.org/book/?GCOI=90638100172510 
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RANDOM THOUGHTS ON AID v JUSTICE 
 

Handout for Progressive Development Forum 
London, 19 July 2012 

 
1. Demystifying Aid (2012) – Yash Tandon, SEATINI; former head of the South Centre 
 
“Development aid is not what it purports to be. It is in reality a tool that the West uses to 
control Africa – not only its resources but also its macro-economic policies and its institutions of 
governance. It is a neocolonial tool. It is a self-serving mechanism for Europe to get out of its own 
economic problems, and not for Africa’s development. Africa has been fooled many times before 
by promises of aid. The aid effectiveness charade is only one of the latest scams.” 
 
2. The Missionary Position: NGOs and development in Africa (2002) – Firoze Manji and 
Carl O’Coill 
 
“Development NGOs have become an integral, and necessary, part of a system that sacrifices 
respect for justice and rights. They have taken the ‘missionary position’ – service delivery, running 
projects that are motivated by charity, pity and doing things for people (implicitly who can’t do it 
for themselves), albeit with the verbiage of participatory approaches… NGOs face a stark choice. 
If they stand in favour of the emancipation of humankind (whether at home or abroad), then the 
focus of their work has inevitably to be in the political domain, supporting those social 
movements that seek to challenge a social system that benefits a few and impoverishes the many.” 
 
3. ‘Liberation and Development’ (1971) – Gustavo Gutiérrez 
 
“The term development has synthesized the aspirations of poor peoples during the last few 
decades. Recently, however, it has become the object of severe criticism due both to the 
deficiencies of the development policies proposed to the poor countries to lead them out of their 
underdevelopment and also to the lack of concrete achievements of the interested governments. 
This is the reason why developmentalism (desarrollismo), a term derived from development 
(desarrollo), is now used in a pejorative sense, especially in Latin America… In this light, to speak 
about the process of liberation begins to appear more appropriate and richer in human content. 
Liberation in fact expresses the inescapable moment of radical change which is foreign to the 
ordinary use of the term development. Only in the context of such a process can a policy of 
development be effectively implemented, have any real meaning, and avoid misleading 
formulations.” 
 
4. Hamlet without the Prince of Denmark: How development has disappeared from 
today’s ‘development’ discourse (2010) – Ha-Joon Chang, University of Cambridge 
 
“There are many different elements in the MDGs, especially as each goal has a number of ‘targets’ that 
span across different sub-issues, but most of them relate to reducing poverty and improving education 
and health in poor countries… Laudable these goals and targets may be, their sum total does not 
amount to development in the sense we are talking about, as they pay no serious attention to the 
transformation of productive structure and capabilities.” 
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5. History of African Development Initiatives (2003) – Anthony Baah, Ghana Trades 
Union Congress 
 
“There have been two types of development initiatives in post-independence Africa namely; 
initiatives by Africa and initiatives for Africa. The former refers to country-owned initiatives that 
were designed and implemented by African countries after independence. The latter refers to 
initiatives that are designed for Africa and implemented through international financial institutions. 
The two initiatives have different characteristics: Africa-owned initiatives were people-centred 
therefore they succeeded, to some extent, in terms of human development. All the initiatives 
imposed on Africa, particularly since the 1980s, have been based on the ‘blind’ and ruthless free 
market ideology and they have all failed miserably. Unfortunately, the period during which 
Africans had the opportunity to initiate their own development policies was very short, lasting 
less than a decade from independence (between 1960 and 1970). Since then all initiatives have 
been designed by ‘aliens’ for Africa and they have all failed. The failure is evidenced by the ever 
growing debt and increased incidence of poverty on the African continent.” 
 
6. Understanding Public Attitudes to Aid and Development (2012) – by Alex Glennie, 
Will Straw and Leni Wild 
 
“What evidence there is suggests the British public understands the causes of and responses to 
global poverty little differently now than was the case in 1985. The ‘Live Aid’ view of the world – 
whereby charity and aid are given to poorer countries or people by richer ones, often in 
response to natural disasters, emergencies or human suffering – remains dominant… While the 
UK public continues to donate generously to one-off appeals, our findings support recent opinion 
polls showing a decline in support for increased aid spending (and some calls to reduce this 
spending). This seems to be linked partly to the impact of the financial crisis and public spending 
cuts, but also stems from concerns about waste and inefficiency in the delivery of aid. These may 
have been exacerbated by the fundraising and communication strategies of some NGOs and 
government. Most participants stated that the images they saw on television made them feel like 
little progress had been made on the development agenda over the past few decades, which in 
turn had made them less confident in the effectiveness of aid.” 
 
7. Finding Frames: New ways to engage the UK public in global poverty (Bond, 2011) – 
Andrew Darnton and Martin Kirk 
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PROGRESSIVE DEVELOPMENT FORUM 
 

19 July 2012 
Richmond Room 

25 Marylebone Road 
London NW1 5JR 

 
 

REPORT OF THE DAY 
 
 
1. Welcomes and introduction 
 
Kirsty Smith welcomed all participants to the venue. The two joint chairs for the first session, 
Polly Jones and Nick Dearden, introduced the forum and raised the following questions to start 
the debate: 
 

1. Are we framing development in terms of aid? Why are we doing this and what are the 
consequences for what we are trying to achieve? 

2. What do our Southern partners think about this? How does it fit with their priorities and 
how they define their struggles? 

3. How do we shift the discourse and put the structural causes centre stage? 
4. How do we link up struggles against neoliberalism and austerity policies in the South and 

North? 
5. How do we keep campaigners and activists motivated by long term goals? 
6. How do we fund campaigns about long term structural change? 
7. Should we be challenging other organisations to do better, and what are the consequences 

for the UK development sector if we do and if we don't? 
8. What does this mean for how we engage with government? 

 
 
2. Opening plenary 
 
Lidy Nacpil of Jubilee South addressed the forum. Lidy told the story of the global movement for 
debt cancellation as an example of how existing struggles in the global South can be undermined 
by even well-meaning NGOs from the North. She recalled how groups working for debt 
cancellation in the South had initially welcomed it when the Jubilee 2000 campaign took up the 
issue of debt in Britain, but that power imbalances had soon led to the movement being 
threatened by the agenda of the Northern groups. Southern speakers were increasingly being 
marginalised as ‘case studies’ to support the positions of other actors rather than leading the 
analysis and the political agenda. In response, groups from the South took up the slogan of 
‘Nothing About Us Without Us’ as a demand for legitimacy from their partners in the North. 
 
Lidy stressed that this demand was not a question of requiring participation for its own sake. The 
concern stemmed from the fact that the analysis and the campaign call from the North ran 
counter to that which had been formulated in the South over many years of struggle. In particular, 
many Northern NGOs were calling for a one-off cancellation of debts, and just for the poorest 
countries – a position that reflected the analysis of the World Bank rather than the political 
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formulation of Southern movements. In addition, some were framing the issue in terms of debt 
‘forgiveness’, where activists in the South were clear that there was nothing to ‘forgive’. Most of 
all, there was no structural analysis of the root causes of indebtedness, and this in turn threatened 
to lead to a depoliticisation of the movement. 
 
Lidy welcomed the current initiative to move beyond the framing of aid, charity and philanthropy 
towards one of global justice. She challenged British activists also to move beyond traditional 
models of solidarity with groups in the South towards a deeper structural understanding of the 
true causes of social and economic injustice. Lidy ended on the optimistic note that the current 
crisis shows clearly the urgency of transforming the global agenda, and that there is no better 
time to set up a truly international movement for change. 
 
Steve Faulkner of the South Africa Municipal Workers’ Union (SAMWU) was unable to come to 
the forum due to passport difficulties. Polly Jones read out the following section of his speech in 
his absence: 
 

Given those attending this briefing, there really can be little need to go over the impact of the 
economic crisis emanating in the North on the continuing and deepening crisis in the South. So here 
is a thumb nail sketch only just to remind us of the depth of the crisis in the South. First, poverty 
and unemployment, already at intolerable levels are getting worse. (In South Africa, 73% of young 
people who live in townships where the majority live, between the ages of 18 and 30 are 
unemployed. 50% have never had a paid job of any description).  
 
Across Africa, public services are grinding to a halt. Hospitals, clinics and schools are overcrowded 
and chronically under-resourced. Virtually no new social housing is being built, apart from low 
quality, and short life buildings that require high maintenance and high access deposits.  Water and 
sanitation infrastructure is either broken down or in a state of precarious disrepair.  
 
The adoption of neo-liberal economic policies by governments, including a reliance on FDI is making 
matters worse. Corruption and mismanagement are commonplace, and tolerance of any opposition 
is becoming threadbare. Trade Unions and civil society are increasingly seen by government as the 
enemy in many countries, and are faced with restrictive legislation and a dilution of hard won rights. 
Civil society sadly, is often fragmented, marginalised, and excluded from real decision making. 
 
One of the distinct advantages of working with trade unions on development work  is that (a) they 
are often established 'permanent as opposed to campaign' organisations with democratic 
constitutions, (b) they can be representative of large numbers of people, spread across many 
different geographical areas, and sectors of the economy (c) they have national and international 
linkages that can be brought into play (d) They often have legal status , access to government and a 
wide range of important information sources but perhaps most importantly, ( e) they have power, 
even if sometimes they do not use it. 
 
Of course despite these strengths, they also face horrendous challenges, including the very right to 
exist (Swaziland today), or are free of the prejudices and frailties that are current in the societies in 
which they operate (corruption, fragmentation, gender imbalances etc)  
 
However, throughout Africa for example, the trade unions are very often the largest civil society 
organisations that exist, and that have a mass base, an accountable structure, and an abundance of 
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knowledge and insightfulness about what is happening in society.  By their very nature they are 
concerned with the defence of democratic rights, and highly aware of the political, economic and 
social dynamics in society.  
 
There is also one other emerging feature of  trade unionism in Africa, (and it is hoped elsewhere), 
and that is that there is now a greater willingness to admit the depth of the challenges that they 
face, and more importantly what needs to be done to rebuild trade unionism, and workers power.  
 
Those gathered must be more aware than most of the way the development/aid pendulum has 
swung over the last few decades. However, it appears to us from the South that a realignment of 
aid and business imperatives has more recently limited the pendulums swing still further.  
 
In just about every corner of the donor world, governments have more or less successfully integrated 
their global business needs into the development agenda, and it could be argued, this is increasingly 
reflected in the reporting, monitoring and evaluation architecture used by aid agencies. Much of it 
unapologetically adapted from a business-biased  model (which incidentally does not guarantee its 
efficacy given the crisis of world capitalism!), the so-called 'inclusive development and business' 
approach is predominant.  The fact that it has been taken on board by dependent aid agencies 
appears to have shaken out much of the lively and progressive politics that used to characterise 
many of them, and diluted an independent pro-poor approach, if their websites are to be believed. 
 
Many agencies, including Trade Union International Departments who are reliant on government 
funding, have been unable to resist this ripple effect of the neo-liberal tsunami. Some have even 
embraced it as being realistic, less idealistic, and decidedly more concrete in application. So much 
so, that those aged dinosaurs (like myself no doubt!) who have tried to maintain an approach which 
is based on local need, empowerment and the building of independent democratic organisations are 
shunted off to the fringes. 

 
There were a number of immediate responses following the initial contributions. There was 
general support for the contributions made by Lidy and Steve, with one participant noting how 
the People’s Health Assembly held in South Africa the previous week was a good example of a 
global movement for social justice that transcended divisions between South and North in its 
common fight against privatisation of public services. Another participant pointed out that the 
corporatisation of big aid agencies over recent years had turned them into ‘poverty businesses’, 
and that many of the most engaged activists in the sector were no longer able to sustain a political 
debate on key structural issues such as debt, trade, finance or investment. Instead, an 
overwhelming focus on aid had sidelined those more important systemic concerns, although it 
was pointed out that the larger agencies were no longer even putting so many resources into 
work on aid policy. In addition, a failure to identify the UK government’s role in perpetuating 
global injustice had meant that British NGOs were increasingly becoming collaborators with the 
government and therefore part of the problem rather than part of any solution. The question was 
raised whether the fundraising imperative and the constant drive for organisational growth was 
undermining the social justice mandate of many groups. 
 
One particular question asked whether British NGOs with a mandate to work on issues of 
poverty and development in the global South can also legitimately engage in similar struggles for 
social and economic justice at home in Britain – both in terms of restriction by their charitable 
objects, for those that have charity status, and in terms of what their supporters understand to be 
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the focus of the organisation in question. While one response suggested that we should consider 
stepping away from having charitable status, another gave examples from the experience of their 
own organisation that it was possible for NGOs with an international focus also to engage 
politically with social justice themes at home if the links were made clear, and that supporters 
generally appreciate the connection between the two. 
 
3. Group work 
 
Participants then split into smaller groups to discuss the points already raised and to answer the 
following two questions: 
 

(a) what are the challenges and what can be improved in the current framing of 
international development, including issues, language, imagery, voices etc 
 
(b) how to build a movement for global justice in Britain, linking up struggles here and 
around the world 
 

The feedback from each of the groups was captured on flipcharts and reported back to the final 
plenary; a further transcript of the flipcharts is appended to this report. Some of the main themes 
coming out of the discussions (in no particular order) were reported as follows – see below for 
more detailed debate on some of the points during the final plenary session: 
 

 Stop being polite – we must be prepared to be openly critical of our own sector 
 Talk about issues in Britain 
 Engage with where the economic justice movement is in Britain 
 Need deeper analysis and better education 
 Stop reducing everything to winnable campaigns 
 Look at who we are – part of the problem 
 Identify ways in which British people have an impact on poverty 
 Set up a radical coalition to challenge the neoliberal agenda 
 Have a Beyond 2015 website not funded by DFID 
 Expose Cameron – identify the UK government as a target 
 Global education – the need to deepen understanding among activists 
 Put the politics back into the analysis 
 Support existing movements (i.e. we are not building a new movement) 
 Politicise issues and educate 
 Capitalise on existing concerns – e.g. corporate power, inequality, unfairness 
 Need vision on building movement – long term, 10-20 years (use existing ideas) 
 Utilise Bond’s AGM 
 What is our structure and organisation? 
 We need a report of this meeting 
 Find the methodology to work together – a new structure/methodology to BOND? 
 Not just a London, centralised, professional caucus 
 Include UK movements (eg UK Uncut, Occupy, Avaaz, food sovereignty movement) 
 Take this discussion to activists via education sessions, events and materials (such as the 

work currently being done by JDC and P&P) 
 Plan for Labour as well as the Tories 
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 Need practical tools to transform our own organisations 
 Take your colleagues on a journey 
 Use existing hubs e.g. TJM, CORE, UK Food Group 
 Work on a vision – what does good look like? 
 Listen to many more people in the global South (in the same way we have listened to Lidy) 

in order to help us move forward 
 Work with existing movements – not dominate 
 Articulate the transformation needed in/of NGOs 
 A multiplicity of actions going forward to challenge current model/approach, e.g 

o Post-MDG website 
o G8 2013 – organise around alternative proposals for action 

 Another similar meeting in September 
 Do we need a name, or are names a problem? 
 A campaign that puts demands on some of the leading NGOs 
 Make better linkages to people/groups who can challenge current crisis 
 Be propositional not just oppositional 
 Create new direction, not just reform existing ‘problem’ NGOs 
 Continue talking to each other and things will emerge – e.g. to trade union branch 

members re pensions 
 Develop a critical political positioning towards the UK government 
 Capture what this group does not like in relation to how NGOs engage with government 
 Take responsibility for translating the feelings in this room into action 
 Decide on how we address our supporters re the BOAG 2013 hunger campaign (MPH II) 
 Build slowly 
 Facebook page / other social media (i.e. not brokered/moderated) 
 Survey monkey to gather other ideas 
 Email group? How to communicate with each other? 
 A space to critique current development policy discourse 
 A coalition unafraid of speaking truth to power – not short term campaign strategies, but 

long term vision 
 
 
4. Tea break 
 
At the start of the tea break, participants were given post-it notes on which to write down what 
had inspired them to work in the sector in the first place. The answers congregated around the 
themes of political conviction, global justice, women’s empowerment and a desire to achieve 
genuine change in the world. 
 
5. Final plenary 
 
The final plenary included a rich mix of contributions, many of them picking up on themes raised 
in the group discussions. Several participants expressed their appreciation for the fact that the 
forum had been organised, with some noting that this had been the first opportunity given them 
in 25 years to voice such concerns with others in the sector. It was also noted that the 
organisations represented in the room enjoyed between them constituencies or memberships 
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running into the millions, and that together we wield considerable power in directing the agenda 
and discourse on international issues in Britain. 
 
One strong theme carried over from the group discussions was that we should avoid any sense 
that we are ‘building’ a movement. The global justice sector in Britain should aspire to join the 
existing movement, to engage with it, to be part of it. The manner of our engagement was also 
considered crucial: there was far too much evidence in the past of British organisations killing the 
movements with which they have engaged. Many participants noted the importance of listening to 
the analysis and learning from the experience of movements from the global South such as in the 
Philippines and elsewhere. In particular, we should adopt new methodologies for working 
together with new allies, including joining with direct action groups and other grassroots 
movements, rather than simply rehearsing old coalitions because they happen to be familiar. This 
includes exploring connections with activist groups working within the British context such as 
Occupy, UK Uncut, UK Feminista, the food sovereignty movement and others. 
 
Several contributions questioned who might be our most appropriate partners in developing the 
movement within the British context. While many wished to expand the number of groups 
involved, and to link with environmental and domestic-focused organisations in particular, there 
was also concern expressed at making alliances with bodies that do not fundamentally share our 
agenda. Many felt that we should work only with those groups that shared a desire to achieve 
significant structural change, and that we should avoid entering into alliances with those with less 
transformative aspirations. Quality of alliance was felt to be more important than the quantity of 
groups in any particular coalition, and several participants expressed a desire not to be involved in 
further alliances with the larger aid agencies that are mounting their own campaign on food, aid 
and hunger linked with the UK government in the run-up to next year’s G8 – even though we 
may have individual allies within those organisations. Instead, there was a strong feeling that we 
should cease to be so British and ‘polite’, and instead be more willing to enter into open criticism 
of NGOs and to challenge those that are beyond the pale in their distortion of the agenda, 
particularly agencies such as Save the Children that are now reviving unacceptable imagery of the 
South in their external communications. 
 
The question was raised as to our engagement with Bond, as the existing umbrella network for 
the sector. While several participants felt that the discussions being held in this forum should be 
taken into Bond as well, for example through its AGM in October 2012 and through the leaders’ 
debates due to come back on stream in the autumn, it was felt that Bond itself was not an 
appropriate body to take forward the initiative. Not only were many participants in the forum not 
members of Bond, but many of those with whom we would hope to make common cause are not 
part of the international development sector at all. Several participants raised the possibility of a 
new structure that would approach the issue of social and economic justice from a radically 
different perspective. The need to avoid being London-centric was also emphasised regularly, 
noting that much of the most progressive activism and interest in Britain was to be found outside 
the capital. 
 
Several participants agreed with the need to organise around the propositional, not just the 
oppositional, and to create an alternative pole of analysis and action which will draw people away 
from the aid-focused agencies and towards a more transformative agenda. This would include 
linking up with mobilisations around next year’s G8 that provide a progressive political critique 
rather than the self-congratulatory moment planned by the government as the culmination of the 
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aid agencies’ hunger campaign. It was noted that we need to continue to maintain the space for 
further discussion of policy on issues related to international development, and to develop our 
joint critique of social and economic policies set for the future. While we may not all share the 
same picture of exactly what a positive alternative might look like, the point of building a 
movement is to accept diversity beneath the core principles that unite us.  
 
Lidy Nacpil concluded the plenary by welcoming the initiative launched at the forum, saying that 
she shared its vision for a transformative movement in Britain, and wishing it well. 
 
6. Next steps 
 
The two joint chairs for the final session, Hannah Griffiths and Martin Drewry, summed up the 
main points arising from the afternoon’s debate, and identified some of the concrete next steps 
that had been agreed. These included: 
 

(a) An email list through which to continue the dialogue between all those keen to sustain this 
initiative; it was pointed out that no such list currently exists through which to develop a 
progressive critique of the future of development / global justice work in Britain. [This list 
has now been set up at progressivedevelopment@lists.riseup.net] 

 
(b) An online space (maybe via Facebook) for more public sharing of thoughts, critiques and 

commentary on issues relating to the progressive development theme. It was felt to be 
important to have an independent website which included reflections on the Beyond 2015 
agenda that was funded neither by DFID nor by the Gates Foundation. 

 
(c) A follow-up meeting in September in order to maintain the initial momentum behind the 

initiative, capitalising on the broad interest shown. This meeting is scheduled to take place 
from 2pm to 5pm on 26 September 2012, venue to be confirmed, with the option of 
going on later into the evening for more general discussion if desired. 

 
(d) A survey monkey to ask people for other suggestions on how to follow up on this initial 

meeting. The survey would canvass ideas on practical steps that will help in the next phase 
of the initiative (i.e. what people would like to do next). 
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APPENDIX – TRANSCRIPT OF FLIPCHARTS FROM THE DAY 
 
(a) what are the challenges and what can be improved in the current framing of international 
development, including issues, language, imagery, voices etc 
 

- Too scared of politics 
- Are we about ‘development’ or ‘social change’? This impacts on how much time we spend 

fundraising vs. trying to change things 
- NGOs disconnected from grassroots struggle here (eg for land, housing, etc).  It’s about ‘over 

there’ 
- Long-held views about ‘deserving poor’/‘victims’ 
- We‘ve never properly embedded the ideas of justice/rights 
- Short-term financial orgs makes long-term justice discourse irrelevant 
- Can we work together to develop über-campaign narrative? Mechanisms and needs of NGOs and 

campaigns development preclude this 
- Financial crisis gives opportunities to make issues global and to challenge elites (eg against banks) 
- We need to stop being polite!  Be critical of our sector 
- We are not putting or winning the structural argument: ‘it doesn’t work’ 
- Has ‘solidarity’ come to be about charity? 
- We work and live in compartmentalised issues – networks only exist to help over single issues, 

not for greater good 
- Bond should be convening this discussion as independent voice 
- We don’t have network to connect up international and domestic 

 
(b) how to build a movement for global justice in Britain, linking up struggles here and 
around the world 
 

- We need a declaration to sign as individuals 
- Should this be a network of individuals? 
- The movement needs to be for justice in Britain that resonates with South 
- Donor-beneficiary relationships are damaging 
- ‘Democracy’ of the sector  
- Dependency on funds and the ‘discourse of money’ 
- NGOs part of problem – cooption into neoliberal agenda 
- Stuck in development discourse → NGOs playing catchup (at best!) 
- North/South paternalism 
- Campaigning and education → NGOs not offering depth of analysis 
- Who is in this room? 
- Only running ‘winnable campaigns’  

→ need for ‘asks’; why asks not DEMANDS? → where is the anger? 
                     → makes hard to fight structural issues 

→ need the political analysis not just communications 
- We think of ourselves as a movement → we are not 

 


