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1. Before getting into sharing the observations about C-20 meeting in Hamburg, it is very necessary to analyze the evolution of process.  The first ever gathering of civil society on G20 was organized by North Korea and its civil society in 2010.  After that in most of the meetings Civil Society asked for media accreditation (slot). This was the case in France and Mexico. Interestingly, the first ever-proper Civil -20 with proper secretariat was organized under Russian Presidency. It continued in Turkey but got derailed in Australia, when participation fee was introduced. Now after China the C-20 was organized under the presidency of Germany.  So, one can observe the inconsistency in the status and structure of C20 within all G-20 groupings. Some people believe that Think Tank 20, Labor 20 and Business 20 are much batter placed that C20. 
2. The second factor, which is important to be mentioned here, is dependency on the host country. As we know G20 does not have permanent secretariat and well-established systems like that of UN or World Bank, lots of its agenda and functioning depends on the host country.  The agenda changes as the presidency changes. Even the level engagement of C20 depends on the host country.  The civil society is tuned to put forward, its case in UN systems, where not only systems are well defined but even the structure of engagement provide legitimacy.  Whereas in G 20 there is almost opposite situation. This was one of the reasons that global civil society had high expectation from German presidency. Two factors contributed in this, first the pro-civil society approach of German government and vibrant civil society of Germany. It was expected that this year, Civil Society which achieve much larger legitimacy and voice.
3. The third factor is the very structure of the G20.  Once the next presidency is decided, the troika system starts functioning, which included past, current and the next presidency. The meeting of working groups, and ministers also starts.   It is also prerogative of the host country to decide who will be special invitees.  On the other hand civil society also starts functioning on the same lines.  But due to absence of any permanent secretariat of civil society there is no institutional or process knowledge, which could be transferred to new county. The civil society of the host country starts from the scratch.  Since, Civil Society is always short of resources, this lead to duplication or re-inventing the wheal. So by the time it puts its house on order and starts working on position papers, the half of ministerial and working group processes are over.  Unfortunately, the position papers of civil society are last to reach to Sherpas. 
4. The last but not least factor is resources.  The participatory processes which civil society desires, requires high resources. In some countries, government do provides support, but is not adequate. The global reality of depleting financial resources effect physical participation of global civil society in C20 as well in preparatory meetings and ministerial or working group meetings.  Although German government provided financial support to the C20 secretariat, but was not adequate to invite and host participants form across the globe. 
5. The civil society of the host country has to manage the participatory processes along with limitation of incorporating the official agenda of G20. The position papers and communiqué need to compromise on these realities.  There is always a strong possibility that concerns of some of sections of civil society might not get reflected in the final document. Even the event has limited space with demands of numerous issues. For example, the organizing committee got 35 proposals to organize workshops, which again has limitation of official agenda. We also faced similar problem in India, but rather than overloading the official agenda, we had parallel CSO meeting before Civil BRICS.
6. In these uncertain times which globally affecting the civil society, and also considering the above stated facts, the C20 in Hamburg did good task. We were happy to note that the issue of shrinking space discussed during the session of long-term strategy of CSOs. Often in India if you invite any important person in an event, then even becomes person centric, but CSOs got ample space to discuss their issues in various workshops. 
7. In almost every workshop (I attended) and in plenary the following action were discussed as way forward. Now it is responsibility of the CSOs to take it forward, otherwise we would be repeating same statements in next C20. 
· Need to have consistent strategy for Civil Society, not only for G20 but also for all the new clubs emerging at global stage, like G20, BRICS, MIKTA, G7, etc. Today our strategy is event based and depended on host countries. There are proper legitimate structures in UN system, which are missing in these new clubs, hence the need to have knowledge and coordination Hub becomes more important.  By the time host country puts its house in order many working groups and Ministerial meetings get over. This will help smooth transition as well as provide knowledge back up to the groups working on G20, G7, BRICS, MIKTA and others.
· The strategy of developing position papers from below needs to be put in place. Every country that is interested in these issues, should engage grass roots groups in preparing the notes. That should be consolidated at national and global levels in the proposed Hub. A clear-cut strategy of influencing national governments needs to be defined. 
· Although G20 talks only about 20 countries, but we need to engage civil society of all the countries as decisions made by G20 has direct on indirect impact on every one.
· There is need to also monitor the decisions or resolutions adapted by the G20.
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