vperauon established by the competent organ of the United Nations in
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and conducted under
United Nations authority and control for the purpose of maintaining or
restoring international peace and security., In addition, if the Security
Council and the General Assembly consider that there exists an exceptional
risk to the safety of the personnel participating in any operation, that

operation could also be declared as United Nations operation within the
purview of this Convention.

Article 2 of the Convention limits the scope of the Convention. It
specifies that any United Nations operation authorized by the Security
Council as an enforcement action under Chapter VII of the Charter of the
United Nations in which any of the personnel are engaged as combatants
against organized armed forces, will not be covered under this Convention.
Such operations will be governed by the law of international armed conflicts.

The text of Article 3 on ‘identification’ which has been borrowed
from the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and its two Additional Protocols
provides that the military and police personnel, their vehicles, vessels
and aircraft should be properly identified. As regards other categories of
personnel, their vehicles, vessels and aircraft, it has been left to the
judgement of the Secretary-General. If he considers that such an identification

would entail risk, the involved personnel may carry only appropriate
identification documents.

Article 4, establishes the legal basis for carrying out the United Nations
operation. It provides for the conclusion of an agreement between the
Host State and the United Nations on'the status of the United Nations
operation and the personnel engaged in that operation. Such an agreement
among other things, would provide for privileges and immunities for
military and police components of the operation. It may be mentioned
that the officials of the United Nations and experts on United Nations
missions are covered by the United Nations Convention on Privileges
and Immunities and the Convention on Privileges and Immunities of the
officials of the Specialized Agencies. Further, the Vienna Convention on
Diplomatic Relations (1961) and Vienna Convention on Consular Relations
(1963) contain elaborate provisions concerning inviolability of diplomatic
missions and consular premises. The Status of forces Agreement concluded
between the United Nations and the host Government provides for the
privileges and immunities of armed forces and other personnel deployed
by the United Nations. The inclusion of such a provision in this Convention

has been considered desirable with a view to strengthen this practice on
a firm legal basis.
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Article 5 concerning the duty of transit Stdte- does not conte.mpla
nclusion of any specific agreement. It only .prov1des. that a transit _Statg
E uld facilitate the unimpeded transit of United Nations and associate
o .
Shrsonnel and their equipment to and from the host State.
pe

Article 6 obligates the United Nations and associate pfersonnel [:3
- 1. by the laws and regulations of the host State. and transit Stz.ate a
i their duties in an impartial manner. Without elabgratmg the
i perfo::ces of any breach of such an obligation, the Convention entrust
C;:: S;:;etary-General the responsibility to take appropriate measures (o
t .

sure the observance of these obligations by the United Nations and
en

associated Personnel.

Article 7 sets forth the general obligations of the. States anq spe;:nflic
obligations of the host States parties to the Convention. The gist 0 ;i
ovision in paragraph 1 is that it is the duty .of all .States to ensure t a‘
e .ted Nations and associated personnel, their equipment and premises
Ithl:)luld not be made the object of att.ack or of any action that preve.r;‘tz
these personnel from discharging their mandate. As- regaris tge Sp::tli (;n
obligation as envisaged in paragraph 2, the State parties to t ed onzr'lt 4
should take all appropriate measures to ensure the safety and sec gose
United Nations and associate personnel. Further, the State par'ty mtw it
territory these personnel are deploy('jeq shggl(li tz;kgfa::1 :pcp(r)cl)]szlz::;:oi esv o
rom the crimes listed 1n article Con - W
gr\(/)if;tt;h;rrgnfote international co-operation for the effectnve 1mplemetntavtvlic:l;1
of the Convention, paragraph 3 exhorts State parties to co-operahe e
the United Nations and among themselves, pamcl_llarly when the hos
State is unable to take the required measures by itself.

Article 8 provides that if United Nations anfi associatefi Perso'r;pelt?;ﬁ
captured or detained while performing their duties and their 1dt:jnt1 Eaited
duly established, they should be promptly'released an'd retu'me , to nt e
Nations or other appropriate authorities. Further until tl.1e1r re ea;e,d !
should be treated in accordance with universally recognized stan ar 2 =
human rights and the principles and spirit of the Geneva Convention
1949,

The thrust of the Convention is found in article.9 whlch_deallsJ w:;l:l
two matters. First, paragraph 1 contains a list of crlmes.agalr;sth r;lt A
Nations and associated personnel, and secopd the. obligation of the o
party to make these crimes punishable under its national law by approp
Penalties taking into account their grave nature.

It may be mentioned that this is not a novel provision. Similar provision
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are set out in earlier Conventions dealing with aspects related to suppression
of terrorism and punishment of the offenders. Those include: The Convention
for the suppression of unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil Aviation,
signed at Montreal on 23 September 1971, the Convention for the
Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft signed at the Hague on 16
December 1970, the Convention on the Protection and Punishment of
Crimes againt Internationally Protected Persons, including Diplomatic
Agents, New York, 14 December 1973 and the International Convention
Against the Taking of Hostages, 17 December 1979.

The key elements of article 9 are: (i) it is the intentional act by the
offender; (ii) principle of universality for the assertion of jurisdiction:
(iii) serious nature of the crimes; (iv) the concept of threat and attempt
to commit such crimes; (v) participation of accomplice; and (vi) duty of
States to make these crimes punishable under their national laws by
appropriate penalties keeping in view their grave nature.

Article 10 deals with the problem of national jurisdiction. It follows
the precedents established by the earlier conventions in addressing issues
such as concurrent jurisdiction on grounds of territorial effectiveness
and active and passive nationality. Any State party which takes appropriate
measures to establish its jurisdiction would inform the Secretary-General
of the United Nations. Subsequently, if that State party rescinds its
jurisdiction, it would inform the Secretary-General accordingly. Paragraph
4 of the article deals with the exercise of jurisdiction by a State party in
whose territory the alleged offender is present and it does not extradite
such person to another State which has already established its jurisdiction.

Lastly, paragraph 5 specifies that this convention does not exclude those
already existing under national law.

Article 11 envisages promotion of co-operation among State parties
in the prevention of crimes against United Nations and associated personnel
by way of taking all practical measures to prevent preparations in their
respective territories the commission of those crimes within and outside
their territories and exchange of information in this regard.

Article 12 provides that information regarding commission of a crime

listed in article 9 should be promptly sent to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations.

Article 13 is based on the provisions incorporated in earlier conventions
uch as The Hague and the Montreal Conventions. Any State party to the
onvention is obliged to take appropriate measure under its national law

alleged to ensure that alleged offender does not escape from its territory.
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- rticle 14 obligates any State party in whose territory the alleged
Artl

esent, if it does not extradite that person, to initiate promptly

iS r - - .
Offender . ceedings in accordance with its pational law.

ecution pro
3 .-le 15 dealing with the extraditions of allegeFi offenc.iers follvows

E . dents established by the earlier conventions.It 1mposes no
e pr(‘TCC ean leaves the question of extradition to be governec_i by
obligatio® The State parties however, undertake to include the crimes
nation_a l la‘f’-l 9 as extraditable offence in their future extradition treaties.
ik b eart \receives a request for extradition from another St.ate
4 anywisttt?t:/hpi)ch 1yt has no extradition treaty, it may consider this convention
zzr;ylegal basis for extradition.

Article 16 envisages co-operation among State partigs in connection
ith criminal proceedings brought in respect of the crimes set out in
wi

article 9.

Article 17 guarantees fair treatment, a fair trail and full grotection of
f the proceedings.
rights of the alleged offender at every stage O the p g

Under Article 18, the State parties would communicate to the Sec.:retary-
General of the United Nations the final outcome of the proceedings.

Article 19 provides for the wider dissemination of this (Eonventt%on,
i i ili truction.
and inclusion of its provisions 1n the programmes of military instru

Article 20 entitled “Saving clauses” Provide§ that this q:)r;;/::t;:;
would not affect: (a) The applicability of 1ntemat19nal huménlnatlained ¥
and universally recognized standards of human r.1ghts alsJ C? T
international instruments in relation to the protection of Unite e
operations and United Nations and associate;id I;ersgnrr:iesl o(rb t)h%r;sg?ghts =
of such personnel to respect such law and standa ¢ . .
Oblig'ati(?:s of States, consistent with the Charter of the I:Itr;;tii(:.l\zz;lc?;é
regarding the consent to entry of persons into their tcf:rrlt 5 ac,cordance
obligation of United Nations and assocnat.ed persqnnel to act 1 s
with the terms of the mandate of a United Nations operz;}nqrt\ (’jNations
right of States which vountarily contribute per§o.nne__l toa mht.“:0 R
operation to withdraw their personnel from participation mbsluc.ln t}})} s even;
or (e) The entitlement to appropriate cqmpensatlon payakee ol
of death, disability, injury or illness attributable to pea;‘e-. (= spo g kit
by persons voluntarily contributed by States to United Nation pe

i d in
Article 21 recognizes that this Convention woyld not befconestrue
such a way as to derogate from the right to act in self-defence.

Article 22 dealing with settlement of disputes concerning application
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to such a reference to the International Court of Justice.

Article 23 envisages convening of a meeting of the State parties to
review the implementation of the Convention and any problems encountered

with regard to its application.

Articles 24 to 29 contain final clauses dealing with signature, ratification,
accession, entry into force, denunciation and authentic text.

This convention is open for signature by all States, until 31 December
1995 at the United Nations Headquarters in New York. It will come into
force thirty-days after twenty-two instruments of ratification, acceptance,

approval or accession have been deposited with the Secretary-General of
the United Nations.

General Comments

Over the last few years, there has been increasing involvement of the
United Nations in dealing with crises and conflict situations. There are
as many as 16 peace-keeping operations where the United Nations has
deployed nearly 75,000 personnel both civilian and military. The number

of violent attacks and commission of other types of crimes against these
personnel have increased manifold.

The Convention on the Safety of the United Nations and associated
personnel provides a useful legal framework.

The Convention would apply to any operation mandated by the United
Nations whether it is peace-keeping or humanitarian. It would extend its
coverage to the different categories of United Nations personnel, including
military personnel, police personnel and civilian personnel. Such a broad
coverage is in line with the increasing involvement of the United Nations
in various kinds of operations. The involvement of non-governmental

organizations and its personnel in any United Nations operations should
be carefully executed.

It is the established practice to seek consent of the host State prior
to the beginning of any United Nations operation in the concerned State.
The problem, however, would arise where because of the circumstances,
the host government may not be in full control of the situation. Similarly,
whether the conflict situation is one of an international character, or a

non-international armed conflict would also pose difficulties in obtaining
such a consent.
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. t
or interpretation of the convention provides for recourse to arbitration

and subsequent reference to the International Court of Justice. However,
it also considers the possibility of entering reservation by a State party

o T < oo TN

he States which agree to send their mili ary pesomtllel‘tjongto;g gl
k n do it on a voluntary basis. The provisions of the R
impose no such obligation. It has been the practice

cOong lll( le T \% (0] er [led S[a[eS on the

Ope ralio
Charter

tions
l:aqis of status-of forces agreement. Of late,
asls §

' deployment of civilian personnel
Condl;?irlltg il:llfz(l)tre::":)lni%(rlz:;?ii::s\:g::t:‘; thg personqel de;lpelro:(heedcp())l:;::::(tl
. Nati 1 remain un
‘tl(i e fU I:te(llllr:]i{::c(; n&:fiﬁ;?f%ﬁ?l?:? is recognized that ther_e i(sl
- _COHFTO_I i : f)etween the direct operation by the UN @d UN apthonze :
- b the recent events have shown that umlatera! w1thdr§wa
o howevﬁ:’in ents by certain States put the entire Unlth Nations
b thet'm:ltiz:lr);ecoopards Such a situation would pose grave risk for the
operatio :

i i hat
fet and security of other United Nations personnel engaged in tha
safetly

operation. | |

The main thrust of the Convention 1S tO establish thde duty .(t)f i;a:gz

: security
i to ensure the safety an
all appropriate measures ) : gl
P t.‘:kg Natiggs personnel. The host State, 1n pamculari] wouelc:j :ployed
g:el ri,sponsibility to protect United Nations p:rsc_)nlnelc;av ;h er Lo
i other acts of violence. !

in its territory from attacks or . Ry =
ulll ltidt ive drll;e respect to the international character.of the nnltseg e
E tiogn respect privileges and immunities of the United I;I;:tnox;l ngzessar;'
op‘celr?mm’unities of the United Nations Personnel and 1td elz 4
Zrlrl\]eésures to ensure safety and security of the personne eploy
out that operation.

: “The
Asticle 105(1) of the United Nations Charter spulete B0 o
organization shall enjoy in the territory of eaChIt‘(l) ent of its purposes”-
rivileges and immunities as are necessary fqr t.he bt 1 nities of the
I1)-"'urthegr the General Convention on the Privileges and ;gnl;‘;bruary 1946
United Nations, approved by the General A_S_S‘embll): o; cialized Agencies
and the Convention on Privileges and Immunities of the © dealing with the
approved on 21 November 1947 elaborate provisions B B o o 1i7ed
privileges and immunities of the Umted’ Nations :I-lnco orate relevant
Agencies respectively. The ‘Status of forces agreemen :tainr%rivileges and
provisions from these Conventions and provide fordcelo od in the United
immunities of the military and civilian person‘le! g {ractors and non-
Nations operations. Further, as regards the civilian conen aged in United
governmental organizations and their personnel who are ? mge Y e the
Nations operations through Conuacufal_ 2y ollea S aggg of 29 ’September
pointed out that the Security Council in its resolution 22 %8+ 0 oy
1993, decided that the safety and security arangemen
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: A S are not taken, th g : . .
risk of undermining the rights of sovercie v\ Tt EXist a certain VI. Follow-up of the United Nations
may not agree to extend privilege ecriefgn states. The host government 3
JES an iti
or to any non-governmental orgar i immunities to locally employeq Conference on Environment and

zations whose credibility is questionable

Development

(i) Introduction

The General Assembly at its Forty-seventh Session by its resolution
47/190 adopted on 22 December 1992, endorsed the Rio Declaration on
Environment and Development, Agenda 21 and the Non-legally Binding
Authoritative statement of Principles for a Global Consensus on the
Management, Conservation and Sustainable Development of all types of
forests as adopted at the Rio Summit on 14 June 1992.

At the AALCC’s Kampala Session held in early 1993, the Committee
took note of the outcome of the Rio Summit and the subsequent developments
at the 47th Session of the General Assembly. It directed the Secretariat
to continue the follow-up work on certain areas which included, the
Work of the Commission on Sustainable Development, particularly in
relation to the implementation of Agenda 21. The follow-up of the successful
conclusion of the Framework Convention on Climate Change and the
Convention of Bio-diversity was considered another priority area on which
the AALCC’s work should be focussed.

At the AALCC’s Thirty-third Session held in Tokyo in January 1994,
the Committee directed the Secretariat to continue monitoring the
developments in these areas and submit a report for the consideration of
the Member Governments at the Doha Session. It also took note of the
Progress in respect of the negotiations on the Convention to Combat
Desertification and asked the Secretariat to work in co-operation with the
Ofga.nisation of African Unity (OAU) in the preparation of a study on
this Convention. The Secretariat study for Doha Session contains a brief
Note on the major developments during the year 1994 and detailed Notes
On three Environment Conventions namely, the Framework Convention
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on Climate Change, the Convention on Bio-diversity and the Convention
to Combat Desertification.

Thirty-fourth Session : Discussions

The Assistant Secretary-General (Mr. Asghar Dastmalchi) introduced
this topic and recalled that the item ‘Environmental Law’ had been on
the agenda of the AALCC over the last two decades. From Stockholm
Conference of 1972 to the Rio Conference of 1992 the AALCC’s work
programme had kept pace with the development of Environmental Law.
It had been the endeavour of the AALCC Secretariat to prepare studies
and reports on major environmental law conferences with a view to assist
Member Governments in their effective participation in those Conferences.

The Rio Summit of 1992 heralded in a new era of international co-
operation in the field of environmental matters. The successful conclusion
of three recent environmental law Conventions namely the Framework
Convention on Climate Change, the Convention on Bio-diversity; and the
United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification provided for new
legal regimes in their respective areas. He recognized that the Environmental
law in general and the Implementation of Agenda 21 including the legal
regimes established by recent environment convention were of great
importance. How far these new legal regimes have met with the expectations
of the developing countries needed to be considered.

He drew attention to the Secretariat Document No. AALCC/XXXIV/
Doha/95/7 which contained Notes on the outcome of the first meeting of
the Conference of the Parties of the Bio-diversity Convention held in
Bahamas from 28 November to 9 December 1994 and the progress made
subsequent to the adoption of the Convention to Combat Desertification.
He said that the Secretariat had not prepared any study on the Framework

“Convention on Climate Change as the first meeting of the Conference of

Parties to the Climate Change Convention was held recently in Berlin
from 28 March to 7 April 1995.

Mr. Dastmalchi observed that on two crucial issues namely, the financial
mechanism and the transfer of technology to the developing countries,
much remains to be done. The AALCC Member States have vital stakes
in the implementation of these three Conventions. The Doha session
provided a good opportunity to identify the issues which were of key
importance and arrive at common position among the Member States.

Turning to the AALCC’s Work Programme, the Assistant Secretary-
General stated that during the year 1995, because of the financial constraint,
the AALCC Secretariat could not participate in any environmental meetings.
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hoped that the Member Countries woulq finq ways tolitrjlx;gtt;in :rx;c;
E rt the AALCC’s Work Programme 1n this field. It e ins
. the AALCC has a great potential role. The Unite Ca. .
Whe're ment Programme (UNEP) was keen to join the. AALC miés
En_Vllro_“ s and provide expertise. Other United Nations Agenc t(;
- | and Non-governmental Organizations were egually keen.
e ort. How the Committee should utilize this opportunity
- fth: ltrh:ulr\)femger Governments to reflect and direct the Secretariat
was fo

accordingly-
The Delegate of Philippines gave an account of the t(.)u::(;;necﬁfntaliee
first conference of the parties to the Framework Copven i0 o
e 1d in Berlin recently. Among the substantive rrTatters taken up
. hef rence included, adequacy of commitments, joint implementation,
b'y g 'Coln eechanism and transfer of technology. With regard to adequacy
. 'Tments the conference decided to issue a mandate to sta.rt the
E Commlf stren,gthening commitments of developed country parties. It
g;?:;lsizh(;d a pilot phase for joint implementation acftiviti:s gmorllfngz
developed country parties and on a voluntary bz:jms lgr itn ecoel:]\:iries e
country parties. It underscored tbe importance to develop dg e
¢ and financial resources. He informe | the m g
ftf:l?toll](':sg );otliﬁ?rsyf?s initiatives to deal with the effects of climate change.

The Delegate of Sudan recognized the crucial role. which tthi, ":xn‘z{_t.gf
i isti ber States in the environmenta ;
could play in assisting Member ' ot
i 1 - the implementation of the r y 2
especially in the follow-up to : e
enr\)rironm};ntal Conventions. He gave an example of the resei]rva]t;f)nsdl.ns:,r sﬁy
T _div
ies i text of ratification of the Bio-diver
by several countries in the context :
C{)nvention The AALCC Secretariat could examine thesedre;ervaltlonz
5o t their validity. It could thus play

and advise the Member States abou : '

key role in promoting wider acceptance of the environmental conventions

among the AALCC Member States.

The Delegate of China observed that ther.e was conse.nsus thz;t rii(;l;:c:(s)
and environment should be harmonized with economic dfevebcl)p S
as to bring the society and economy onto a'path of .sustagsnf:regnce &
It was against this background that the United Nat'lons- PGy
Environment and Development (UNCED) was held in Rio de
June 1992. o

While recognizing that since Rio Summit, the World {:orrcl)rfm;ffons =
the International Organizations concerned have made a lot

ed
carrying out various resolutions of the UNCED, the deleg_ate exp;:?:l E
the view that the efforts made by the international community, €Sp
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by the developed countries were not enough in comparison with the
requirements of the effective implementation of various decisions of the
UNCED. Instead of taking substantive actions, the developed countries
have obviously retrogressed from their original commitments made at the
UNCED. He hoped the developed countries would fulfill their commitments
of providing new and additional financial resources and transferring

environmentally sound technology under most favourable terms to developing
countries.

Climate Change was a major environmental issue confronting the
world community. The United Nations Convention on Climate Change
was a legal instrument concluded by the international community after 18
months of hard negotiations. It identifies the objective of “Stabilization
of greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would
prevent dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system”,
and stipulated that the developed country Parties should take the lead in
combating climate change and the adverse effects thereof. It also forged
the global partnership, i.e. the developed countries have the responsibility
to provide financial and technological assistance to the developing countries
in order to help them comply with their obligations. Regrettably, one
year after the entry into force of the Convention, the developed countries
have not adequately complied with their obligations, and they have failed
to honour their commitment of providing new and additional financial
resources and transferring technology. He stressed that practical and effective

compliance with the obligations as set out in the Convention was the top
priority.

With regard to the issue of “joint implementation” provided for in
Article 4, 2 (a) and (d), it applied only to the developing country Parties.
In his view, no developing country Party has any limitation commitment
under the Convention; a developing country Party may participate in the
pilot joint implementation activity on a voluntary basis, but the developed
country Parties should not shift their emission limitation commitments
onto the developing country Parties by means of joint implementation.
Further joint implementation could only be regarded as an auxiliary means
for the developed country Parties to implement the Convention. They
should fulfil their commitments of reducing the emission of greenhouse
gases mainly by adopting measures in their domestic departments. The
fund and technology used by the developed country Parties in a project
of joint implementation could not be taken as part of the obligations they
should fulfil in terms of providing fund and technology. He stressed that
joint implementation should be carried out on a voluntary and equal basis
of all the parties and should fully respect the sovereignty of the developing
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countries. It was a means in which the developing count_ry Parties help
the developed country Parties to implement the Convention.

With regard to the Convention on Bi.ological D(;\fedr;;:?o::l i‘?;zntchiztl
he developed country Parties should provide new an a Y
t to enable the developing country Parties to meet th g e
rescr):rrr(::r?tal costs to them of implementin}g\ measurr‘ttasofv::;cf}:mf:n;eded

i i is vi the amou :
Obligat(i:onsv:]ttihc:s glc:)?l‘llglgéo;éclig:dl Sb\;lte}:’;,Conference of Parties accorc.llnfi
l:g tt:: re:?lirements of implementing the Conc;'ention,.2::ditssh;:l;ﬂ3 :?S ;e::lzent
1 i ism 1 cordance wil

k. fum'rl?hf“cllzl\]'zllzl;):cllezx::i;nPl:n?:s should honour their obligations
procedure'C . ention through the future replenishment procedure of the
B 'the or;xvnism As an interim financial mechanism, GE,F should set
ﬁnancfﬂl n;elcx iund 1'Jsed for the Convention and take immediate measures
e that it will obtain the fund in order to implement the
& make' S: r‘;-Ie informed the meeting that his country has formulated t‘he
Scotlilc:: n;iZn.on biological diversity and formulating the country studies

with the help of the UNEP.

As regards the United Nations Convention to combat ll))eserrttilffilcc;?:nn
in those Countries Experiencing serious quught an.d/or ese o '“;
grt'cularly in Africa it will facilitate the mterpan_onal coopgrzzl io L
tl?is 1field. He pointed out that the rights and obllga:jlons I1])trov1P :m :Sndid
the Convention were uneven, belc)?use;‘ tl::es c:zv;ar;c;ﬁ:mzszxthzy el
not undertake any substantive obligatio ot e

.cularly in terms of financial resources and mechanism. I (
?(?rttlllzuwor)lld community especially the develqped cogntrlgstzc; lf;xl)fll(i gt;]etl(r,
commitments made at Rio Summit.and provide fun laglal e e
the developing countries. Only in this way could the glo

be halted for the benefit of the mankind.

“The Delegate of the Republic of Korea drew attentllc:no;(; t;?nf?;;
that there seems to be no problem about the transfer of tec1 n ilthough
public domain and the transfer of privately;own;d techl}llo ‘c:,ge)‘//; e
the latter would raise intellectual property rights 1ssuzz.b 0the go\;emment
of the publicly-owned technology such as the ones owg LCé g A
poses special problems. He suggested that the A \  elions E
these problems and prepare a framework and certain gu s
transfer of such technology. This could be useful for the co
region and facilitate the transfer of needed technology.

les 15, 23 and 24 of the
cognized

inc

] Princip
The Delegate of Kuwait referred to
Rio Declaratigon on the Environment and Development. She re
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that Agenda 21 represented a work programme for the next century and
addressed the environmental issues within a developmental framework.
She informed the meeting that the Environment Protection Council, the
Agency responsible for the environmental matters in Kuwait, established
a sub-committee to review and assess her Government policies and
legislations concerning environment protection in the light of
recommendations made in Agenda 21. She said that her country actively
participated in the meetings of the Inter-governmental Negotiating Committee
for Climate Change, including the recent Berlin Conference. Among the
issues stressed by her delegation included the constitution of the Members
of the Bureau which should include a representative of the developing oil
producing countries to protect the interests of this small vulnerable group;
adoption of protocols by consensus, joint implementation strictly between
developed countries and implementation of the current commitment by
the developed countries.

The Delegate of Sri Lanka said that there was a global consensus that
environment and development were closely interwoven. In his view, while
the high level of consumption was the main cause of environment degradation
in the developed countries, poverty, under development and lack of resources
resulted in environmental degradation in the developing countries. Further,
while there was common responsibility of the international community,
the developed countries should share the greater responsibility in taking
corrective measures to protect the environment.

The Delegate of India recognized that the UNCED established the
importance of sustainable development which enveloped the two concepts
of development and environmental protection. It also forged the foundations
of a global partnership for environmental protection based on the fact
that the environment of the entire world was common and both the developed

and developing countries had a responsible role to play in ensuring
sustainable development.

He observed that developing countries found it difficult to adequately
pursue concerted approach to development in situations where protectionism
was rising, the debt burden was increasing, terms of trade were continuing
to deteriorate and reverse financial resource flows were taking place.
Moreover, unless widespread poverty in developing countries was tackled
head-on, we would be avoiding at our own peril tackling an important
cause of environmental degradation in the developing world.

He said that decisions regarding development strategies in pursuance
of sustainable development were matter of national decision-making. The
role of international cooperation should be to support and supplement,
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