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1. The Network
The Social Watch network is promoted and developed by over a thousand civil society organizations in more than 80 countries (see map and full table in the annexes). It is committed to a democratic and non-hierarchical form of organization; its operation and decision-making processes are based on egalitarian principles and a high degree of respect for the autonomy of its members. To better serve the changing needs of the national coalitions, flexibility is considered key to its structure.


The Assembly, where each national Social Watch group has one vote, is the main decision-making body of the network. It has met in Rome (2000), Beirut (2003), Sofia (2006), Accra (2009) and in Manila (2011).

The Social Watch Coordinating Committee (CC) has 12 members elected by the Assembly and can recruit (“co-opt”) up to three more members to add specific expertise or balance. The current members are: Emily Joy Sikazwe (Zambia, co-chair), Tanya Dawkins (USA, co-chair), Magdy Abdelhamid Farag Belal (Egypt), Barbara Adams (New York), Yao Graham (Ghana), Yasmin Ismail (Egypt), Alam Jarrar (Palestine), Himanshu Jha (India) , Gustavo Luna (Bolivia), Kate McInturff (Canada), Edward Oyugi (Kenya), Norayda Ponce Sosa (Guatemala), Maria Victoria Raquiza (Philippines), Mirjam van Reisen (Brussels), Genoveva Tisheva (Bulgaria) and Roberto Bissio (Uruguay, ex officio as head of the International Secretariat).

The CC is the key political body between Assemblies. It oversees the daily work of the Secretariat and takes decisions on the functioning of the network. Since the Accra Assembly, the CC has met in Dar es Salaam (March 2010) 
, Mexico (September 2010)
 and Phnom Penh (March 2011) and it has held conference calls and discussions via e-mail. Each of these meetings was organized by the local Social Watch member (Sahringon, Equipo Pueblo and Silaka), and in the case of Dar es Salaam with support also from SODNET, Kenya.

The Social Watch international network is not formally incorporated and its Secretariat is hosted by ITeM (Instituto del Tercer Mundo), a non profit organization based in Montevideo, Uruguay, in special consultative status with the United Nations.

In order to manage the implementation of EU grant that has supported a substantial part of the Social Watch activities during 2009, 2010 and 2011, an ad hoc Project Management Committee (PMC) was created, with representatives from the CC, the Secretariat and OxfamNovib, which is the applicant organization for the European funds.

Both the number of countries participating in Social Watch and the number of organizations forming part of national groups have grown over the last three years. A total of 1.424 organizations in 88 countries have participated in Social Watch activities over the last three years.

There is a high value for national groups to belong to the Social Watch international network, which is evidenced by the fact that Social Watch keeps expanding its membership, both in terms of the number of participating countries, as well as in terms of the number of organizations participating in the national coalitions. This has been achieved without channelling specific funding to the members and without increasing the staff of the Secretariat.
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TOTAL 64 61 59 48 42 51 49 52 48 47 45 32 36 25 12

1 AFGHANISTAN 1 1

2 ALBANIA 3 1 1 1

3 ALGERIA 3 1 1 1

4 ANGOLA  3 1 1 1

5 ARGENTINA 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

6 ARMENIA 1 1

7 AZERBAIJAN 1 1

8 BAHRAIN 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

9 BANGLADESH 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10 BELGIUM 2 1 1

11 BENIN 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

12 BOLIVIA 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

13 BRAZIL 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

14 BULGARIA 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

15 BURKINA FASO 1 1

16 BURMA (MYANMAR) 5 1 1 1 1 1

17 CAMBODIA 5 1 1 1 1 1

18 CAMEROON* 2 1 1

19 CANADA 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

20 CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC 3 1 1 1

21 CHILE 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

22 COLOMBIA 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

23 COSTA RICA 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

24 CROATIA 1 1

25 CYPRUS 3 1 1 1

26 CZECH REPUBLIC 3 1 1 1

27 ECUADOR 3 1 1 1

28 EGYPT 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

29 EL SALVADOR 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

30 ERITREA 2 1 1

31 ETHIOPIA 3 1 1 1

32 FINLAND 1 1

33 FRANCE 5 1 1 1 1 1

34 GERMANY 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

35 GHANA 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

36 GUATEMALA 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

37 HONDURAS 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

38 HUNGARY 4 1 1 1 1

39 INDIA 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

40 INDONESIA 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

41 IRAQ 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

42 ISRAEL 1 1

43 ITALY 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

44 JAPAN 1 1

45 JORDAN 4 1 1 1 1

46 KAZAKHSTAN 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

47 KENYA 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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49 LATVIA 3 1 1 1

50 LEBANON 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

51 LITHUANIA 1 1

52 MALAYSIA 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

53 MALTA 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

54 MEXICO 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

55 MOLDOVA 4 1 1 1 1

56 MOROCCO 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

57 MOZAMBIQUE 5 1 1 1 1 1

58 NEPAL  12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

59 NETHERLANDS 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

60 NICARAGUA 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

61 NIGERIA 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

62 NORWAY 3 1 1 1

63 PAKISTAN 4 1 1 1 1

64 PALESTINE 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

65 PANAMA 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

66 PARAGUAY 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

67 PERU 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

68 PHILIPPINES 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

69 POLAND 4 1 1 1 1

70 PORTUGAL 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

71 ROMANIA 5 1 1 1 1 1

72 SENEGAL 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

73 SERBIA 4 1 1 1 1

74 SLOVAKIA 3 1 1 1

75 SLOVENIA 3 1 1 1

76 SOMALIA 4 1 1 1 1

77 SOUTH AFRICA 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

78 SPAIN 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

79 SRI LANKA 4 1 1 1 1

80 SUDAN 2 1 1

81 SURINAME 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

82 SWITZERLAND 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

83 SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 1 1

84 TANZANIA 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

85 THAILAND 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

86 TUNISIA 2 1 1

87 UGANDA 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

88 UNITED KINGDOM 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

89 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

90 URUGUAY 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

91 VENEZUELA 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

92 VIETNAM 6 1 1 1 1 1 1

93 YEMEN 3 1 1 1

94 ZAMBIA 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1


2. Promoting Accountability

Social Watch was created in 1995 to hold governments accountable to their solemn commitments to eradicate poverty and achieve gender equality. That basic task of promoting government accountability has remained the same over time. New or renewed government commitments were incorporated to our scrutiny, particularly the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and the legal obligations emanating from social, economic, cultural and environmental rights instruments. At the national level, the budget process, from debate to implementation is for many Social Watch groups the entry point to the discussion of social policies and outcomes.

During the past two years, the global financial and economic crisis and the related crises in food, fuel and climate shook the world and Social Watch brought grassroots voices and policy suggestions to the global debate that is revising the basis of the international governance after the failure of market mechanisms.

While the proposition that citizens should engage in making governments accountable is a simple one and its principles have universal acceptance, the way to do it varies from country to country. Yet, the “naming and shaming” mechanisms are essentially the same. A situation of injustice or rights violation is detected, information is gathered, a demand is articulated, solutions are proposed and the authorities are engaged to solve the problem or remove the obstacles. The Social Watch network amplifies these demands and through its reporting mechanisms provides a tool for groups to improve their capacities.

In far too many places, the accountability process is made difficult or insufficient by different limitations to the basic rights that make it possible: the right of citizens to voice their opinions, the right to assemble, and the right to access government information. In such situations Social Watch helps to ascertain the legitimacy of civil society engagement in policy issues.

In 2011, the democratic revolutions in Tunisia and Egypt and the courageous insurgence against dictatorships in other parts of the Arab region are giving new impetus and meanings to the worldwide claims for those basic rights. Not surprisingly the local members of the network are participating and leading those struggles.

The struggle against poverty and for gender justice happens at local levels, but in the present globalized economy, governments frequently find their “policy space” constrained by conditionalities and regulations that frequently contradict social development priorities.

The engagement of Social Watch in global level fora thus aims at influencing those policies, demanding accountability from international organizations and coherence in the policies, as well as making the links between international and national advocacy.

In the last two years Social Watch was able to strengthen its communication tools, starting with the annual international report, but also by producing regional reports in a decentralized way (in Europe and the Arab region), national reports in many countries, and subnational reports at state or provincial levels.

The two international indexes conceptualized and computed by Social Watch (Basic Capabilities Index and Gender Equity Index) have been used by civil society groups to substantiate their demands and have challenged academia and international organizations to improve their own statistical and analytical tools.

Thanks to a grant from the European Commission (see financial report below), regional capacity building workshops in Africa, Asia and Latin America were organized each year, global Social Watch Assemblies were able to convene, and the Coordinating Committee could meet regularly. This has resulted in new national groups joining the Social Watch network and in more support for the existing ones.

Over the last 30 months, this support has allowed the network to provide better services to the members. This is expressed in the quality of the report, the number of copies that members receive for their own activities, and the ability to translate member contributions into more languages and disseminate them to a wider audience. It also meant more capacity building activities, a better functioning of the network with more frequent meetings of the Assembly and the Coordinating Committee, and better indirect support through improved advocacy tools such as the indexes and weekly newsletter.

3. The Annual Reports

The Social Watch annual international reports constitute the primary advocacy tool created by the network at national and international levels. The reports are widely distributed and have garnered respect for Social Watch in the international community. The Social Watch report is frequently quoted as a source in academic circles and highly appreciated by political actors. The production of the report is one of the central activities of the Social Watch Secretariat and it engages all members as active contributors. The report motivates the national coalitions to consult a wider constituency about its content and the public launch of the report at national levels is a moment to engage with authorities in a public debate about social policies and national priorities. In many countries this engagement happens at the highest level. In others, where dialogue between government and civil society is not possible, the media repercussions of the report bring the conclusions to the attention of decision makers.

The Arab and European region published their own regional reports in 2009 and 2010 and many countries published national reports that were much more comprehensive than the summary that goes into the international report for reasons of space.

Social Watch had already envisaged the coming financial crisis in its 2006 report about the Impossible Architecture of global finances. In 2009, once the crisis had erupted the report was titled Making Finances Work: People First. It documented the social impact of the multiple crises affecting the planet and the proposed policy alternatives to end the crisis from a human and gender rights-based perspective. The report contained 61 national reports, and also included several testimonies from people who have directly suffered the consequences from the global crisis. Making Finances Work: People First was launched internationally on September 23, in Pittsburgh, USA, in the context of the G-20 Summit, and then again on September 25 during the high-level segment of the United Nations General Assembly. The report was printed in English, Spanish, French and Arabic.
The 2010 report was launched in New York in the presence of numerous UN officials and members of government attending the MDG Summit. The report was titled “After the Fall: Time for a New Deal” and it shows how the “more of the same” or “business as usual” approaches is not conducive to meeting the internationally agreed upon minimum goals. In fact, evidence from the countries and the statistics computed by Social Watch showed that in 2010 progress in social indicators actually slowed down after the year 2000.

In 2010 Social Watch articulated a comprehensive demand for justice in all the areas currently in the international agenda: climate justice; gender justice; financial justice; and “plain old justice”, meaning the courts and tribunals that make it possible to claim for basic rights, without which the call for social justice is meaningless.

4. ADVOCACY: Crisis, poverty, gender
 Social Watch is making an impact in promoting better gender policies, informed anti poverty efforts, and the advancement of human rights and government accountability, but for all of these to be sustainable an enabling international environment is necessary and the current global crisis threatens the progress made towards a supportive global context. Thus, since the eruption of the financial crisis in 2008, Social Watch has redoubled its advocacy efforts at international fora.

The reshaping of the international financial architecture, the World Summit on the MDGs and the UN Conference on the Least Developed Countries were the mayor advocacy moments for Social Watch during 2009, 2010 and 2011.

Already in 2006 Social Watch had warned in its annual report, titled “Impossible Architecture”, that “the financial structure is not working for the poor” and demanded it to be redesigned “for equity and development”. The national reports included in the Social Watch report 2009 were the first comprehensive diagnosis of the impact of the crisis coming from the grassroots and not based on estimates by global institutions. Its main advocacy line: “People First” argued that the ethical imperative of defending social expenditure is also good economic policy. In 2010 that message was further elaborated in a demand for a New Deal, based on rights and justice. The 2011 report (in preparation) focuses on sustainable development and will be addressed to the UN Summit on Sustainable Development to be held in Rio de Janeiro in 2012.

 Based on its early work around finances, when the global financial and economic crisis exploded in September 2008, Social Watch was well positioned to play a role in the international advocacy around the redesign of international finances. After having had an active role in the December 2008 UN Conference on Financing for Development (Doha), Social Watch worked to promote civil society participation in the UN Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and its Impact on Development, which was convened as an emergency meeting by the Doha Summit.

In February 2009, Social Watch submitted a series of policy recommendations to the “Stiglitz Commission” on the reform of the global financial and economic system, as part of an initiative to encourage civil society engagement with the high-level commission of experts appointed by the President of the UN General Assembly.
In May, concerned about the lack of governmental commitment about the coming UN Conference on the Crisis, Social Watch, along with other civil society organizations, drafted and disseminated a statement calling for “substance and not procedural delays”, which was supported by hundreds of organizations.
 At the same time Social Watch closely followed the work of the Leading Group on Innovative Finances for Development
, where the proposal for a Financial Transaction Tax was gaining steam.

In June, Social Watch organized a coalition of more than twenty local and international civil society organizations to convene the Peoples’ Voices on the Crisis event in New York. The event stressed the social, labour and environmental impact of the financial crisis. Civil society activists (including Watchers from Benin, Bulgaria, Sudan, Nepal, Kenya, and the USA) presented testimonies on the effects of the crisis in their communities. This event was held on June 20 in New York and had the participation of the President of the General Assembly of the UN, Father Miguel D'Escoto Brockmann as a keynote speaker.
Social Watch participated in the official round tables of the UN Conference on the Crisis. The poster Who pays? The Global Crises and What Needs to be Done carried our key messages, including testimonies of voices from the South, as well as excerpts from national reports that were later published in the 2009 Social Watch Report, concerning the effects of the crisis and the reforms needed in the international financial architecture.

Efforts were made during this period to establish a permanent Social Watch office in New York. Having an officer permanently in touch with the UN headquarters clearly advanced our advocacy, but the funding to make that representation office permanent could not be secured.
5. G-20: The new global governance mechanism
The role of redefining the global financial architecture was taken by the G-20, a loose forum of finance ministers that was upgraded after the crisis to Summit level. While Social Watch has traditionally defined the UN as the legitimate universal governance mechanism and the “the principal target institution” for Social Watch, the reality of the G20 cannot be ignored. Social Watch brought its concerns to the civil society activities parallel to the Pittsburgh Summit (September 2009) and participated in the civil society dialogue with the “sherpas” in preparation for the Seoul Summit in November 2010.

In the coming years, Social Watch will be challenged to adapt to a changing world, where global governance is being shifted from accountable decision making fora like the UN to ad hoc groupings like the G20 that are less open to the kind of monitoring exercises that we are used to carrying out at the global level.

6. MDG Summit

 In 2000 the Millennium Declaration set the date of 2015 to achieve the most urgent of the internationally agreed upon social development goals, known as “Millennium Development Goals” or MDGs.

Social Watch has been following the MDG process closely and has played an influential role in representing civil society voices at the United Nations. The MDG Review Summit in 2010 was an important moment for Social Watch to bring its members on the ground into the international debate.
In February 2010 Social Watch co-convened a civil society strategy meeting towards the Summit, together with Amnesty International, CIVICUS, GCAP and UNMC Africa. The meeting took place in Johannesburg, South Africa, and Social Watch stressed the urgent need to reclaim justice as opposed to a “business as usual” approach to the MDGs.
In the framework of the MDG Summit, Social Watch participated in the General Assembly hearings with civil society that took place in June,
 co-organized (together with NGLS and the Third World Network) a panel on “Reforming Finance for the MDGs” and launched its global report.

Helen Clark, head of the UNDP, René Ramírez, Minister of Planning of Ecuador, German Parliamentarian Heidemarie Wieczorek-Zeul, along with UN officials and over 50 diplomats, were present in New York for the launch of the 2010 Social Watch Report on September 17. The findings of the After the Fall report informed the discussions on the new development paradigm hosted by the German mission to the UN. The event was co-organized by Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung, Social Watch, and the Global Policy Forum.
Several members of the Social Watch network participated in the thematic roundtables of the MDG Summit (September 20 to 22) and Social Watch co-organized with UN-UNGLS, Heinrich Böll Stiftung and CIDSE, a panel called “Raiding the Public Till: the Financial Crisis and the MDGs”.
7. Least Developed Countries (LDCs)

The 48 least developed countries (LCDs) have been described as “the poorest and weakest segment of the international community” and they are more vulnerable than ever due to the current global economic crisis. Social Watch was an active member of the civil society steering group for the United Nations Conference on Least Developed Countries (Istanbul, May 2011) led by its “sister network” LDC-Watch.

The civil society forum in Istanbul expressed its “deep disappointment” with the Summit results, due to the lack of concrete commitments by developed countries. Social Watch, together with LDC-Watch and other civil society organizations remain committed to support the efforts of the LDCs and of the citizen groups within them.

8. Sustainable Development: Reflection and reporting
In preparation for the 2012 Rio Summit on Sustainable Development, Social Watch, along with the Friedrich Ebert Foundation and the Global Policy Forum, coordinated the creation of a civil society “reflection group” to promote the idea of a new development paradigm. See more at www.reflectiongroup.org 
The 2011 Social Watch report, to be published later this year deals with sustainable development and its preparation involves national groups in over sixty countries.

9. Gender
 Since its creation in 1995, Social Watch has placed gender equity and poverty eradication as its two focuses, both at the same level of priority. Social Watch’s views gender equality as an essential human rights issue and an inseparable condition for sustainable economic and social development.

In the last two years, Social Watch members across the globe have reported that the financial crisis, along with climate change and the burden of debt, have exacerbated existing gender inequalities in many countries, while Governments have done little in response. In this context Social Watch is concerned about the persistent lack of accountability regarding women’s rights. Lack of equal rights for women has a tremendous impact on democratic participation and inclusion. Social Watch believes that the UN needs to be reclaimed as the rightful space for the women’s movement to resist failed policies and programs and to work towards achieving rights-based sustainable and equitable development.
The Third Social Watch Assembly, that took place in 2009 in Accra, set up a gender working group, which started to define specific advocacy strategies.

In March, 2010, Social Watch launched in New York an occasional paper entitled Beijing and Beyond: Putting Gender Economics at the Forefront. 15 years after the IV World Conference on Women at the 54th Session of the Commission on the Status of Women (CSW). The paper focuses in particular on the financial and economic crisis and how it has disproportionately affected women's lives due to their increased role in the unpaid care economy as a result of decreased public expenditures. Several Social Watch members submitted reports on their country situations including Bulgaria, Poland, El Salvador, Armenia, Burma and China. Additional articles on the situation of women by region were produced by the Social Watch editors.

The Social Watch Secretariat also organized the workshop, “Eyes on Gender: Regional Perspectives on the Impact of the Financial Crisis”. The workshop was sponsored by Social Watch, the Association for Women’s Rights in Development (AWID), and Development Alternatives with Women for a New Era (DAWN). The workshop received great reviews, with more than 200 participants cramming into a small room, and was the basis of an article featured on the front page of the CSW Links, a daily newspaper published during the CSW.


In 2011 Social Watch participated in the 55th Session of the Commission on the Status of Women, as well as the launch of UN Women, both of which were held in February in New York. During the UN Women event Social Watch received special recognition on the success of its groundbreaking and widely respected Gender Equality Index (GEI).


In light of the upcoming AWID Forum, Transforming Economic Power to Advance Women’s Rights and Justice, to be held in Istanbul, Turkey in 2012, Social Watch’s Gender Group has submitted a proposal in order to participate in the event.
10. BCI and GEI Indexes/Research Methodology for Civil Society
 Since 2006, Social Watch has calculated and disseminated a yearly Gender Equality Index (GEI) and a Basic Capabilities Index (BCI). The BCI uses an alternative methodology to register the progress – or lack of progress – of key social indicators. It is a summary index that compares and classifies countries according to their distance in achieving a set of minimum basic capabilities.

The Gender Equity Index (GEI) aims at making gender inequities more visible and to monitor their evolution worldwide on a country by country basis. The GEI describes the gender gap in three dimensions: education, economic participation and empowerment.

By providing objective data, both indexes allow civil society organizations to engage in dialogue with national or local authorities about the policy outcomes.
During the last two years historical data was gathered in order to allow for a description of the medium term evolution of both indexes. Thus, in 2010 the BCI demonstrated that progress in social development has actually slowed down in all regions (except Africa) after 2000. The GEI, in turn, showed how gains in gender equality are related to specific policies but not to the income level of the countries.

The GEI was quoted, among others, as an authoritative source in a lengthy New York Times article on gender equality in the United States.
Posters were produced to summarize the main findings of both indexes.

In 2010 Social Watch groups in Brazil and the Philippines calculated the BCI and the GEI at sub-national levels. A workshop was then organized by INESC in Brasilia, to discuss the results of the research.
Given the extensive expertise of AER and Social Watch Philippines in this line of research, the task of computing the Social Watch indexes was transferred from Montevideo to Manila in 2011.
11. Capacity Building Workshops
Social Watch organizes capacity building workshops to develop and improve the strength of its members and to provide a space to share experiences. These activities also serve to consolidate existing partnerships and networks and to promote -- through information sharing and capacity building -- the creation of new coalitions.
In 2009 Social Watch started a three year capacity building programme comprised of a series of workshops in Africa, Asia, Latin America and Europe. The content and methodology of the workshops were defined by the host organizations and participants, along with support from the Social Watch Secretariat.
In 2009 a Social Watch Capacity Building Regional Seminar for the Latin American region was held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil from August 24 to 26. 26 participants from 14 Latin American countries participated in the workshop. Later in 2009, a Social Watch Capacity Building Regional Seminar for Francophone Africa and the Maghreb region was held in Morocco from October 16 to 18. Civil Society activists from 13 countries in the region participated.
In addition to the 2009 Capacity Building Regional seminars, a qualitative study of successful factors and best practices of four different Social Watch coalitions was carried out as part of the European Union funded project, “Promoting Social Development – Building Capacities of Social Watch Coalitions”, with the multiple aims of facilitating experience sharing, know-how transfer, and capacity-building of national groups within the global Social Watch network. In particular, the study analyzes the history, structure, and initiatives of the Social Watch coalitions in Benin, Brazil, Germany and the Philippines, taking into account five key aspects (relevance, efficiency and sustainability, effectiveness, strategy and impact, and coherence) of these coalitions and their work. The report’s findings concluded that trust, flexibility, mutual respect, and a strong commitment to common objectives are important factors related to the success and sustainability of Social Watch national coalitions, and that these coalitions work best when they do not duplicate the work of the member organizations, but instead provide a broad-based platform for the shaping of new initiatives related to the promotion of public policy aimed at ending poverty and gender discrimination. The publication was posted on the Social Watch website in English, French and Spanish: http://www.socialwatch.org/node/68
The Pan Asia Workshop titled “Who Pays? The Global Crises and What Needs to be Done, An Asian Perspective”, took place in New Delhi, India, from February 22 to 24, 2010. The workshop was organized by the Social Watch India coalition in coordination with the Social Watch Secretariat. The aim of the workshop was to provide regional coalitions with efficient tools to analyze and monitor public policy, and to forge greater cooperation between organizations to build a common advocacy campaign in the region. The workshop included participants from Azerbaijan, Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Cambodia, Burma, Mongolia, Thailand, Indonesia, China, Nepal and India.

From August 13 to 14, 2010, the African Regional Social Watch Workshop took place in Nairobi, Kenya. It was organized by SODNET in coordination with the Social Watch Secretariat. The workshop focused on methodologies for evidence-based advocacy on the critical areas of poverty alleviation and gender equality, expanding issues related to governance and transparency, use of new technologies (ICTs) for citizen’s agency, and best practices sharing by grassroots activists.
 From October 20 to 22, the Social Watch International Secretariat, together with the Centre for Research on Labour and Agrarian Development (CEDLA) from Bolivia, co-organized a Social Watch regional workshop for Latin America that took place in Santa Cruz de la Sierra, Bolivia. The purpose of this event was to strengthen the capacities of national Social Watch coalitions by analyzing and monitoring public policies and strengthening relationships among Social Watch members in Latin America and the Caribbean. The event also aimed to build a common agenda for advocacy in the region.
Another Pan Asia Workshop titled, “Pathways to Regional Development: Setback, Alternative and Citizens’ Participation”, was held from October 25 to 27, 2010 in Manila, Philippines, and was organized by Social Watch Philippines and the Social Watch Secretariat.
The third Pan Asia Workshop was titled “Opportunities in the Current World Crisis” and took place in March 2011 in Phnom Penh, Cambodia. Held immediately after a meeting of the Coordinating Committee, this workshop benefitted from the presence of extra-regional resource persons and was also an occasion to have a high level debate with authorities from the government and parliamentarians from the opposition.

The quality improvements resulting from these efforts cannot be measured by grading the academic standards of the country reports. A “good” report, as defined by the network over years of practice, is the one that results from meaningful consultation, helps build a coalition of like-minded people and is a tool for engaging authorities and promoting accountability. Such a result depends on the political context, the availability of means, and the expertise and motivation of the members. The capacity building efforts, however, can only influence the last two.
The recent trend in many coalitions has been one of widening the social base and the accountability of national groups. Reports prepared in dialogue and with input from the grassroots might “lose” in terms of how they would be graded as academic exercises, but they win in terms of legitimacy and representativeness. In the last two years national Social Watch groups have brought their conclusions to the attention of authorities at ministerial levels in several countries (India, Ghana, Philippines, Tanzania, Benin and others) while others are engaging in the struggle for democracy in the streets (Tunisia, Egypt, Bahrain, Yemen etc.).
12. Communications


Given the vast scope of Social Watch and its members, successful communication plays a vital role in a wide array of its functions. As such, Social Watch recognizes the importance of effective and up-to-date communication methods, and strives to implement them in an innovative and practical manner.
As another means of fostering communication in and between Social Watch groups and civil society in general, Social Watch created a Facebook page that now has approximately two thousand “friends”. As of mid 2011 the Social Watch website and the Facebook page receive, together, over 500 different visitors every day.

The Social Watch E-newsletter, with articles featuring news from the Social Watch network, new resources for NGO practitioners, and profiles of Social Watch member organizations, has been published weekly since November 2010. It is published in English, Spanish, and French, and is received by thousands of followers, including Social Watch members and allies from civil society, academia, intergovernmental institutions, journalists, and policymakers.

Press releases are regularly issued everytime a new report is launched, or when an advocacy position is issued.

13. Fundraising

Social Watch is currently funded mainly by grants from the European Commission, OxfamNovib and 11.11.11. Current European funding to the International Secretariat and to the decentralized activities of eight other network members (see financial report below) ends December 31, 2011.
In order to ensure a similar level of activities and services to the members, additional fundraising efforts will be needed in the second half of 2011.

14. Annexes
The complete narrative reports on the European Commission project for 2009 and 2010 and their annexes are available at:


http://www.socialwatch.org/varios/econreport2009.html

http://www.socialwatch.org/varios/econreport2010.html

Made possible thanks to the funding and support of the European Commission and Oxfam Novib.


The contents of this report are the sole responsibility of its authors and of the Social Watch network
and can in no way be taken to reflect the views of the European Union and Oxfam Novib.
How does Social Watch strengthen its members?


additional legitimization 


convening opportunities


access to information


learning opportunities


dissemination channels








Independent validation:�the press


In 2010 the Secretariat gathered over 300 press clippings on Social Watch activities from 37 countries.


Mainstream media like New York Times, La Repubblica, The Hindu and others are frequently quoting Social Watch as a reliable source of information. 





High standards


Social Watch has adopted the accountability standards for international advocacy NGOs set by IANGO and is training its management in the application of the reporting criteria.


Social Watch uses international accounting standards and is audited by PwC. 





Mission Statement


 “Social Watch is an international network of citizen’s organizations in the struggle to eradicate poverty and the causes of poverty, to end all forms of discrimination and racism, to ensure an equitable distribution of wealth and the realization of human rights. We are committed to peace, social, economic, and environment and gender justice, and we emphasize the right of all people not to be poor. 


Social Watch holds governments, the UN system and international organizations accountable for the fulfillment of national, regional and international commitments to eradicate poverty. 


Social Watch will achieve its objectives through a comprehensive strategy of advocacy, awareness-building, monitoring, organizational development and networking. Social Watch promotes people-centered sustainable development.”�











� See more information at � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/11844" �www.socialwatch.org/node/11844�


� See more information at � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/es/node/12246" �www.socialwatch.org/es/node/12246�  


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9720" �http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9720�


� See the editorial comment “One Step Forward” in the Social Watch newsletter: � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9760" �http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9760� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9748" ��http://www.socialwatch.org/node/9748�





� The statement is available at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/11886" ��www.socialwatch.org/node/11886�





� The paper is available in English and Spanish at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/11571" �www.socialwatch.org/node/11571�


� Further information is available at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/11851" �http://www.socialwatch.org/node/11851�


� Further information is available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.socialwatch.org/node/12221" �http://www.socialwatch.org/node/12221�
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Country Reports 1996-2010 - I

				COUNTRY REPORTS

				1996-2010

				SOCIAL WATCH

				Note: Countries are listed in alphabetical order.

				Published national reports				2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

						TOTAL		64		61		59		48		42		51		49		52		48		47		45		32		36		25		12

		1		AFGHANISTAN		1		1

		2		ALBANIA		3										1		1														1

		3		ALGERIA		3				1						1				1

		4		ANGOLA		3														1										1		1

		5		ARGENTINA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		6		ARMENIA		1		1

		7		AZERBAIJAN		1								1

		8		BAHRAIN		10		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		9		BANGLADESH		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1								1

		10		BELGIUM		2				1				1

		11		BENIN		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		12		BOLIVIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		13		BRAZIL		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		14		BULGARIA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		15		BURKINA FASO		1																												1

		16		BURMA (MYANMAR)		5		1		1		1		1				1

		17		CAMBODIA		5				1		1								1		1		1

		18		CAMEROON*		2		1				1

		19		CANADA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		20		CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		21		CHILE		11		1		1						1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		22		COLOMBIA		13		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		23		COSTA RICA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		24		CROATIA		1		1

		25		CYPRUS		3		1		1		1

		26		CZECH REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		27		ECUADOR		3										1		1				1

		28		EGYPT		10		1		1				1				1		1						1		1				1		1		1

		29		EL SALVADOR		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		30		ERITREA		2		1		1

		31		ETHIOPIA		3																				1								1		1

		32		FINLAND		1		1

		33		FRANCE		5		1		1		1		1																		1

		34		GERMANY		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		35		GHANA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1

		36		GUATEMALA		10		1		1								1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		37		HONDURAS		9		1		1				1		1				1		1		1		1						1

		38		HUNGARY		4		1		1		1		1

		39		INDIA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1

		40		INDONESIA		8		1				1						1		1				1		1						1		1

		41		IRAQ		8		1		1		1		1						1				1		1		1

		42		ISRAEL		1																								1

		43		ITALY		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		44		JAPAN		1																						1

		45		JORDAN		4												1		1		1						1

		46		KAZAKHSTAN		6										1		1				1		1				1		1

		47		KENYA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

								2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

		48		KOREA, REPUBLIC OF		7						1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		49		LATVIA		3						1		1		1

		50		LEBANON		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		51		LITHUANIA		1						1

		52		MALAYSIA		10		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1		1

		53		MALTA		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		54		MEXICO		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		55		MOLDOVA		4		1		1		1		1

		56		MOROCCO		9		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1

		57		MOZAMBIQUE		5				1		1		1		1		1

		58		NEPAL		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		59		NETHERLANDS		10						1		1				1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		60		NICARAGUA		6		1		1								1				1						1				1

		61		NIGERIA		7		1		1						1		1		1				1				1

		62		NORWAY		3																1				1		1

		63		PAKISTAN		4								1		1		1				1

		64		PALESTINE		8		1		1								1		1		1		1		1								1

		65		PANAMA		7												1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		66		PARAGUAY		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		67		PERU		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		68		PHILIPPINES		14				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		69		POLAND		4		1		1		1		1

		70		PORTUGAL		8		1		1		1						1		1		1								1		1

		71		ROMANIA		5				1		1		1		1		1

		72		SENEGAL		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1

		73		SERBIA		4		1		1		1		1

		74		SLOVAKIA		3		1		1		1

		75		SLOVENIA		3		1		1		1

		76		SOMALIA		4		1		1		1		1

		77		SOUTH AFRICA		6																1		1		1		1		1		1

		78		SPAIN		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		79		SRI LANKA		4						1												1		1				1

		80		SUDAN		2																1		1

		81		SURINAME		7		1						1						1		1		1		1		1

		82		SWITZERLAND		6		1				1				1				1				1				1

		83		SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC		1												1

		84		TANZANIA		11		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		85		THAILAND		10		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		86		TUNISIA		2														1		1

		87		UGANDA		13		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		88		UNITED KINGDOM		8																1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		89		UNITED STATES OF AMERICA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		90		URUGUAY		9		1										1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		91		VENEZUELA		9		1		1								1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		92		VIETNAM		6				1		1										1		1		1		1

		93		YEMEN		3		1		1		1

		94		ZAMBIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

				Note:

				* In the Social Watch Report 2008, Cameroon was included as box in the Thematic Chapter.





Country Reports 1996-2010  - II

				COUNTRY REPORTS

				1996-2010

				SOCIAL WATCH

				Note: Countries are listed according to the number of national reports submitted by the Focal Point for the Social Watch Report during the period 1996-2009 (See column "Total").

						TOTAL		2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

				TOTAL COUNTRY REPORTS PER YEAR				64		61		60		48		42		51		49		52		48		47		45		32		36		25		13

		1		BRAZIL		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		2		MEXICO		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		3		PERU		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		4		BOLIVIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		5		EL SALVADOR		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		6		GERMANY		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		7		KENYA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		8		PHILIPPINES		14				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		9		UNITED STATES OF AMERICA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		10		ZAMBIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		11		CANADA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		12		COLOMBIA		13		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		13		GHANA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1

		14		INDIA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1

		15		ITALY		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		16		LEBANON		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		17		SPAIN		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		18		UGANDA		13		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		19		ARGENTINA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		20		BULGARIA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		21		COSTA RICA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		22		NEPAL		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		23		PARAGUAY		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		24		CHILE		11		1		1						1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		25		TANZANIA		11		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		26		BAHRAIN		10		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		27		BANGLADESH		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1								1

		28		EGYPT		10		1		1				1				1		1						1		1				1		1		1

		29		GUATEMALA		10		1		1								1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		30		MALAYSIA		10		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1		1

		31		NETHERLANDS		10						1		1				1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		32		SENEGAL		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1

		33		THAILAND		10		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		34		HONDURAS		9		1		1				1		1				1		1		1		1						1

		35		MOROCCO		9		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1

		36		URUGUAY		9		1										1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		37		VENEZUELA		9		1		1								1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		38		INDONESIA		8		1				1						1		1				1		1						1		1

		39		IRAQ		8		1		1		1		1						1				1		1		1

		40		PALESTINE		8		1		1								1		1		1		1		1								1

		41		PORTUGAL		8		1		1		1						1		1		1								1		1

		42		UNITED KINGDOM		8																1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		43		KOREA, REPUBLIC OF		7						1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		44		NIGERIA		7		1		1						1		1		1				1				1

		45		PANAMA		7												1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		46		SURINAME		7		1						1						1		1		1		1		1

		47		BENIN		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		48		KAZAKHSTAN		6										1		1				1		1				1		1

		49		MALTA		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		50		NICARAGUA		6		1		1								1				1						1				1

		51		SOUTH AFRICA		6																1		1		1		1		1		1

		52		SWITZERLAND		6		1				1				1				1				1				1

		53		VIETNAM		6				1		1										1		1		1		1

		54		BURMA (MYANMAR)		5		1		1		1		1				1

		55		CAMBODIA		5				1		1								1		1		1

		56		FRANCE		5		1		1		1		1																		1

		57		MOZAMBIQUE		5				1		1		1		1		1

		58		ROMANIA		5				1		1		1		1		1

		59		HUNGARY		4		1		1		1		1

		60		JORDAN		4												1		1		1						1

		61		PAKISTAN		4								1		1		1				1

		62		POLAND		4		1		1		1		1

		63		SERBIA		4		1		1		1		1

		64		SOMALIA		4		1		1		1		1

		65		SRI LANKA		4						1												1		1				1

		66		ALBANIA		3										1		1														1

		67		ALGERIA		3				1						1				1

		68		ANGOLA		3														1										1		1

		69		CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		70		CYPRUS		3		1		1		1

		71		CZECH REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		72		ECUADOR		3										1		1				1

		73		ETHIOPIA		3																				1								1		1

		74		LATVIA		3						1		1		1

		75		MOLDOVA		4		1		1		1		1

		76		NORWAY		3																1				1		1

		77		SLOVAKIA		3		1		1		1

		78		SLOVENIA		3		1		1		1

		79		YEMEN		3		1		1		1

		80		BELGIUM		2				1				1

		81		CAMEROON*		2		1				1

		82		ERITREA		2		1		1

		83		SUDAN		2																1		1

		84		TUNISIA		2														1		1

		85		AFGHANISTAN		1		1

		86		ARMENIA		1		1

		87		AZERBAIJAN		1								1

		88		BURKINA FASO		1																												1

		89		CONGO, RD		1						1

		90		CROATIA		1		1

		91		EUROPEAN UNION		1																														1

		92		FINLAND		1		1

		93		ISRAEL		1																								1

		94		JAPAN		1																						1

		95		LITHUANIA		1						1

		96		SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC		1												1
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Country Reports 1996-2010 - I

				COUNTRY REPORTS

				1996-2010

				SOCIAL WATCH

				Note: Countries are listed in alphabetical order.

								2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

						TOTAL		64		61		59		48		42		51		49		52		48		47		45		32		36		25		12

		1		AFGHANISTAN		1		1

		2		ALBANIA		3										1		1														1

		3		ALGERIA		3				1						1				1

		4		ANGOLA		3														1										1		1

		5		ARGENTINA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		6		ARMENIA		1		1

		7		AZERBAIJAN		1								1

		8		BAHRAIN		10		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		9		BANGLADESH		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1								1

		10		BELGIUM		2				1				1

		11		BENIN		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		12		BOLIVIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		13		BRAZIL		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		14		BULGARIA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		15		BURKINA FASO		1																												1

		16		BURMA (MYANMAR)		5		1		1		1		1				1

		17		CAMBODIA		5				1		1								1		1		1

		18		CAMEROON*		2		1				1

		19		CANADA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		20		CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		21		CHILE		11		1		1						1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		22		COLOMBIA		13		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		23		COSTA RICA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		24		CROATIA		1		1

		25		CYPRUS		3		1		1		1

		26		CZECH REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		27		ECUADOR		3										1		1				1

		28		EGYPT		10		1		1				1				1		1						1		1				1		1		1

		29		EL SALVADOR		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		30		ERITREA		2		1		1

		31		ETHIOPIA		3																				1								1		1

		32		FINLAND		1		1

		33		FRANCE		5		1		1		1		1																		1

		34		GERMANY		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		35		GHANA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1

		36		GUATEMALA		10		1		1								1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		37		HONDURAS		9		1		1				1		1				1		1		1		1						1

		38		HUNGARY		4		1		1		1		1

		39		INDIA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1

		40		INDONESIA		8		1				1						1		1				1		1						1		1

		41		IRAQ		8		1		1		1		1						1				1		1		1

		42		ISRAEL		1																								1

		43		ITALY		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		44		JAPAN		1																						1

		45		JORDAN		4												1		1		1						1

		46		KAZAKHSTAN		6										1		1				1		1				1		1

		47		KENYA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

								2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

		48		KOREA, REPUBLIC OF		7						1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		49		LATVIA		3						1		1		1

		50		LEBANON		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		51		LITHUANIA		1						1

		52		MALAYSIA		10		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1		1

		53		MALTA		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		54		MEXICO		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		55		MOLDOVA		4		1		1		1		1

		56		MOROCCO		9		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1

		57		MOZAMBIQUE		5				1		1		1		1		1

		58		NEPAL		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		59		NETHERLANDS		10						1		1				1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		60		NICARAGUA		6		1		1								1				1						1				1

		61		NIGERIA		7		1		1						1		1		1				1				1

		62		NORWAY		3																1				1		1

		63		PAKISTAN		4								1		1		1				1

		64		PALESTINE		8		1		1								1		1		1		1		1								1

		65		PANAMA		7												1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		66		PARAGUAY		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		67		PERU		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		68		PHILIPPINES		14				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		69		POLAND		4		1		1		1		1

		70		PORTUGAL		8		1		1		1						1		1		1								1		1

		71		ROMANIA		5				1		1		1		1		1

		72		SENEGAL		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1

		73		SERBIA		4		1		1		1		1

		74		SLOVAKIA		3		1		1		1

		75		SLOVENIA		3		1		1		1

		76		SOMALIA		4		1		1		1		1

		77		SOUTH AFRICA		6																1		1		1		1		1		1

		78		SPAIN		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		79		SRI LANKA		4						1												1		1				1

		80		SUDAN		2																1		1

		81		SURINAME		7		1						1						1		1		1		1		1

		82		SWITZERLAND		6		1				1				1				1				1				1

		83		SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC		1												1

		84		TANZANIA		11		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		85		THAILAND		10		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		86		TUNISIA		2														1		1

		87		UGANDA		13		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		88		UNITED KINGDOM		8																1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		89		UNITED STATES OF AMERICA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		90		URUGUAY		9		1										1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		91		VENEZUELA		9		1		1								1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		92		VIETNAM		6				1		1										1		1		1		1

		93		YEMEN		3		1		1		1

		94		ZAMBIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

				Note:

				* In the Social Watch Report 2008, Cameroon was included as box in the Thematic Chapter.





Country Reports 1996-2010  - II

				COUNTRY REPORTS

				1996-2010

				SOCIAL WATCH

				Note: Countries are listed according to the number of national reports submitted by the Focal Point for the Social Watch Report during the period 1996-2009 (See column "Total").

						TOTAL		2010		2009		2008		2007		2006		2005		2004		2003		2002		2001		2000		1999		1998		1997		1996

				TOTAL COUNTRY REPORTS PER YEAR				64		61		60		48		42		51		49		52		48		47		45		32		36		25		13

		1		BRAZIL		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		2		MEXICO		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		3		PERU		15		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		4		BOLIVIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		5		EL SALVADOR		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		6		GERMANY		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		7		KENYA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		8		PHILIPPINES		14				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		9		UNITED STATES OF AMERICA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		10		ZAMBIA		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		11		CANADA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		12		COLOMBIA		13		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		13		GHANA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1

		14		INDIA		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1						1		1		1

		15		ITALY		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		16		LEBANON		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		17		SPAIN		13		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		18		UGANDA		13		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		19		ARGENTINA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		20		BULGARIA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		21		COSTA RICA		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1

		22		NEPAL		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		23		PARAGUAY		12		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		24		CHILE		11		1		1						1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1

		25		TANZANIA		11		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		26		BAHRAIN		10		1		1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		27		BANGLADESH		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1								1

		28		EGYPT		10		1		1				1				1		1						1		1				1		1		1

		29		GUATEMALA		10		1		1								1		1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		30		MALAYSIA		10		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1		1

		31		NETHERLANDS		10						1		1				1		1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		32		SENEGAL		10		1		1		1		1						1		1		1		1		1						1

		33		THAILAND		10		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		34		HONDURAS		9		1		1				1		1				1		1		1		1						1

		35		MOROCCO		9		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1		1

		36		URUGUAY		9		1										1				1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		37		VENEZUELA		9		1		1								1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		38		INDONESIA		8		1				1						1		1				1		1						1		1

		39		IRAQ		8		1		1		1		1						1				1		1		1

		40		PALESTINE		8		1		1								1		1		1		1		1								1

		41		PORTUGAL		8		1		1		1						1		1		1								1		1

		42		UNITED KINGDOM		8																1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		43		KOREA, REPUBLIC OF		7						1				1		1		1		1		1		1

		44		NIGERIA		7		1		1						1		1		1				1				1

		45		PANAMA		7												1		1		1				1		1		1		1

		46		SURINAME		7		1						1						1		1		1		1		1

		47		BENIN		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		48		KAZAKHSTAN		6										1		1				1		1				1		1

		49		MALTA		6		1		1		1		1		1		1

		50		NICARAGUA		6		1		1								1				1						1				1

		51		SOUTH AFRICA		6																1		1		1		1		1		1

		52		SWITZERLAND		6		1				1				1				1				1				1

		53		VIETNAM		6				1		1										1		1		1		1

		54		BURMA (MYANMAR)		5		1		1		1		1				1

		55		CAMBODIA		5				1		1								1		1		1

		56		FRANCE		5		1		1		1		1																		1

		57		MOZAMBIQUE		5				1		1		1		1		1

		58		ROMANIA		5				1		1		1		1		1

		59		HUNGARY		4		1		1		1		1

		60		JORDAN		4												1		1		1						1

		61		PAKISTAN		4								1		1		1				1

		62		POLAND		4		1		1		1		1

		63		SERBIA		4		1		1		1		1

		64		SOMALIA		4		1		1		1		1

		65		SRI LANKA		4						1												1		1				1

		66		ALBANIA		3										1		1														1

		67		ALGERIA		3				1						1				1

		68		ANGOLA		3														1										1		1

		69		CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		70		CYPRUS		3		1		1		1

		71		CZECH REPUBLIC		3		1		1		1

		72		ECUADOR		3										1		1				1

		73		ETHIOPIA		3																				1								1		1

		74		LATVIA		3						1		1		1

		75		MOLDOVA		4		1		1		1		1

		76		NORWAY		3																1				1		1

		77		SLOVAKIA		3		1		1		1

		78		SLOVENIA		3		1		1		1

		79		YEMEN		3		1		1		1

		80		BELGIUM		2				1				1

		81		CAMEROON*		2		1				1

		82		ERITREA		2		1		1

		83		SUDAN		2																1		1

		84		TUNISIA		2														1		1

		85		AFGHANISTAN		1		1

		86		ARMENIA		1		1

		87		AZERBAIJAN		1								1

		88		BURKINA FASO		1																												1

		89		CONGO, RD		1						1

		90		CROATIA		1		1

		91		EUROPEAN UNION		1																														1

		92		FINLAND		1		1

		93		ISRAEL		1																								1

		94		JAPAN		1																						1

		95		LITHUANIA		1						1

		96		SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC		1												1






