
operarron estab IS e 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 inthat operation. Such an agreement
among other things, would provide for privilege's 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 State. does not conte.mplate
. f pecific agreement. It only provides that a transit StateneluslOn 0 any s . d . t d

COould facilitate the unimpeded transit of United Nations an aSSOClae
sit I d th ir equipment to and from the host State.personne an er .

. I 6 bli ates the United Nations and associate personnel to
. Artlc ~he l:wsI~nd regulations of the host State and transit St~te and

abide by hei d t"es in an impartial manner. Without elaboratmg theerform t err u I C . t stto P f any breach of such an obligation, the onventlon en runsequences 0 . es to
CO Secretary-General the responsibility to take approp~ate me~sur
the the observance of these obligations by the UOlted Nations and
ensure
associated Personnel.

Article 7 sets forth the general obligations of the. States an~ specific
li ations of the host States parties to the Convention. The gist of the

ob ~. in paragraph 1 is that it is the duty of all States to ensure that
prOVISion . . t d premisesUnited Nations and associated personnel, their eqUlpm~n an
hould not be made the object of attack or of any action that prev~n~s

~ese personnel from discharging their mandate. As. regards the spec~flc
obli ation as envisaged in paragraph 2, the State parties to the Conve.ntlon
h gld take all appropriate measures to ensure the safety and se~unty of

~ °i~edNations and associate personnel. Further, the State pa~y 10 whose
te~tOry these personnel are deployed should take all appropnat~ ste~.~~
rotect them from the crimes listed in article 9 of the .Co~ventlon. ?

~ view to promote internationalco-operation for the e~ectlve Implementatl~~
of the Convention, paragraph 3 exhorts State pa~le~ t~ co-~~:r:~: ~~st
the United Nations and among themselves, partlc~ ar y w
State is unable to take the required measures by Itself.

Article 8 rovides that if United Nations and associate? ~erso.n~el~re
captured or d~tained while performing their duties and their Identlf~a~~o~
duly established, they should be promptly ·released an~ ::t~rn;~:~se ~~:y
Nations or other appropriate authorities. Further untt .eir d rd f
should be treated in accordance with universally recogOlzed stan ~ s of

d irit f the Geneva ConventIons 0human rights and the principles an spin 0

1949.
.' d . . I 9 which deals withThe thrust of the Convention IS foun 10 artic e . U ited
1 . list of crimes against m

two matters. First, paragraph contains a h bli t' of tne State
N . . d I and second t e conga Ion 1~ations and associate personne, . te
party to make these crimes punishable under its national law by appropna
penalties taking into account their grave nature.

It may be mentioned that this is not a novel provision. Similar provisions
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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 th~
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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. I 14 obligates any State party in whose territory the allegedArtiC e . . . tl. sent if it does not extradite that person, to initiate promp Y
d. nder IS pre , .' . I IOlle . roceedings in accordance With Its natrona aw.

secuuon p
pro . I 15 dealing with the extraditions of alleged offenders follows

Artlc e . I'
d t established by the earlier conventIOns. t Imposes no

h Prece en s . . b d b
t e . a d leaves the question of extradition to e governe y

bli aUons n .'o ~g Th State parties however, undertake to include the cnmes
t onallaw. e di . .na I. . I 9 s extraditable offence in their future extra ition treaties.

li ted m artic e a h SIS State party receives a request for extradition ~rom ~ot er t~te
If anY . h h' h it has no extradition treaty, it may consider thiS conventtOn

arty Wit w IC I . .
:s a legal basis for extradition.

Article 16 envisages co-operation among State parti~s in connecti~n
. h . inal proceedings brought in respect of the cnmes set out m

Wit cnml
article 9.

Article 17 guarantees fair treatment, a fair trail and full p.rotection of
rights of the alleged offender at every stage of the proceedmgs.

Under Article 18, the State parties would communicate to the Se~retary-
General of the United Nations the final outcome of the proceedmgs.

Arti I 19 provides for the wider dissemination of this convent~on,
ICefT . t ction

and inclusion of its provisions in the programmes 0 nu itary ms ru .

Article 20 entitled "Saving clauses" provide~ that this ~on:ention
would not affect: (a) The applicability of internatl~nal humamt~an la~

. d d f h man nghts as ·contamed 10and universally recogmzed stan ar sou ..'
international instruments in relation to the protection of Umted N~~.~.ns
operations and United Nations and associated personnel or the res~nsl ility
of such personnel to respect such law and standards; (b) ~e nghts. and
obligations of States, consistent with the Charter of the ,!m~ed Natl~;
regarding the consent to entry of persons into their terntones; (c)
obligation of United Nations and associated perso.nnel to act ~nac.co~~~:
with the terms of the mandate of a United Nations operatl~ns, ( .

. ib el to a Umted Nationsright of States which vountanly contn ute personn .. , . . ch operation'
operation to withdraw their personnel from participation m su. h ~
or (e) The entitlement to appropriate compensation payable I~ t e ev~n
of death, disability, injury or illness attributable t~ peace-~eep1Og se~lce
by persons voluntarily contributed by States to Umted Nations operations.

Article 21 recognizes that this Convention wo~ld not be construed in
such a way as to derogate from the right to act 10 self-defence.

. li tionArticle 22 dealing with settlement of disputes concern1Og app ica
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or interpretation of the convention .
and subsequent reference to th I pro~Ides for recourse to arbitration
.t I. e nternationa] C f .
1 a so considers the possibilit f . ourt 0 Justice. Howevery 0 entenng· '
to such a reference to the It. reservation by a State partyn ernational Court of JustiA . I Ice.

. rtic e 23 envisages convening of a meeti
review the implementation of th C . ng of the State parties to. h e onvention and blWit regard to its application. any pro ems encountered

Articles 24 to 29 contain final clauses deali . .
accession, entry into force de .. mgWith Signature, ratification

. ' nuncianon and authentic text. '

This convention is open for si1995 at the United Nations H dgnature ~y all States, until 31 December
&. ea quarters In New Y k I .
force thirty-days after twent t . or . t Will come intoy- wo Instruments f .fi .
approval or accession have been de osi d . 0 ran rcation, acceptance,
the United Nations. p site With the Secretary-General of

General Comments

.Over the last few years, there has been i .'.
United Nations in dealing with cri en increasmg Involvement of thecnses and co ft" . .
as many as 16 peace-keepin . n ICt situations. There are
deployed nearly 75,000 perso~:~e~:~:n~ ~.here the ~~ited Nations has
of violent attacks and commi f CIVIIan and military. The number

ission 0 other typ f cri
personnel have increased manifold. es 0 cnmes against these

The Convention on the Safety of the Uni .
personnel provides a useful 1 1 f e United Nations and associated

ega ramework.

The Convention would a 1 tNations whether it is pep kP Y .0 any operation mandated by the United
ace- eepIng or h ..

coverage to the different catezori ~manltanan. It would extend its
military personnel pol' gones of United Nations personnel including

, Ice personnel d ci T 'coverage is in line with the i . an CIVIIan personnel. Such a broad
" e mcreasmg in 1In various kinds of ope ti vo vement of the United Nations

. . ra Ions. The in 1orgamzations and its personnel in an vo. vement. of non-governmental
be carefully executed. y United Nations operations should

It is the established practice to seek
to the beginning of any United Nation cons~nt ~f the host State prior
The problem, however would' s operation In the concerned State.
th h ,artse where beca f h .e ost government may not be . use 0 t e Circumstances,
whether the conflict situati . In full control of the situation. Similarly

. on IS one of an . t . '
non-international armed fl. In ernational character or acon ict would aI d· . 'such a consent. so pose ifficulties in obtaining
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The States which agree to send their military pesonnel to join the UN
operation do it on a voluntary basis. The provisions of the United Nations
Charter impose no such obligation. It has been the practice of the United
Nations to conclude bilateral agreements with the concerned states on the
basiS of status-of forces agreement. Of late, it has been a model for
concluding bilateral agreements for the deployment of civilian personnel
as well. It is for consideration whether the personnel deployed pursuant
to a mandated United Nations operation should remain under the command
and control of the United Nations. While it is recognized that there is
certain distinction between the direct operation by the UN and UN authorized
operations, however, the recent events have shown that unilateral withdrawal
of the military contingents by certain States put the entire United Nations
operation in jeopardy. Such a situation would pose grave risk for the
safety and security of other United Nations personnel engaged in that

operation.
The main thrust of the Convention is to establish the duty of States

to take all appropriate measures to ensure the safety and security of the
United Nations personnel. The host State, in particular, would assume
the responsibility to protect United Nations personnel who are deployed
in its territory from attacks or other acts of violence. The host State
should give due respect to the international character of the United Nations
operation, respect privileges and immunities of the United Nations operation,
and immunities of the United Nations Personnel and take all necessary
measures to ensure safety and security of the personnel deployed to carry

out that operation.
Article 105(1) of the United Nations Charter stipulates that "The

organization shall enjoy in the territory of each of its Members such •
privileges and immunities as are necessary for the fulfilment of its purposes".
Further, the General Convention on the privileges and Immunities of the
United Nations, approved by the General Assembly on 13 February 1946
and the Convention on Privileges and Immunities of the specialized Agencies
approved on 21 November 1947 elaborate provisions dealing with the
privileges and immunities of the United Nations and the Specialized
Agencies respectively. The 'Status of forces' agreement incorporate relevant
~rovisions from these Conventions and provide for certain privileges and
immunities of the military and civilian personnel deployed in the United
Nations operations. Further, as regards the civilian contractors and non-
governmental organizations and their personnel who are engaged in United
Nations operations through contractual or other arrangements, it may be
pointed out that the Security Council in its resolution 868 of 29 September
1993, decided that the safety and security arrangements undertaken by
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the United Nations or the host country should extend to all persons
engaged in operations authorized by the Security Council (A\AC.242\1).
A word of caution is necessary in this regard. Extension of privileges and
immunities to such a wide category of people may open the door to its
abuse. Identification of such personnel and keeping their track record
will not be an easy job, especially when they are engaged in humanitarian
operations. If proper measures are not taken, there might exist a certain
risk of undermining the rights of sovereign states. The host government
may not agree to extend privileges and immunities to locally employed
or to any non-governmental organizations whose credibility is questionable.

160

VI. Follow-up of the United Nations
Conference on Environment and

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 subsequentdevelopments
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 andasked the Secretariat to work in co-operation with the
Organisation 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. AALCCIXXXIV /
Dohal9517 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 fmancial
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 ~ 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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fi d s to strengthen and
lIe hoped that the Member Countries woul~ lOh.W~yld It was an area

ort the AALCC's Work Programme 10 t IS ie e· United Nations
SUhP;rethe AALCC has a great potential role: .Ththe AALCC in its
w (UNEP) was keen to join .
Environment Progra~me . Other United Nations AgenCies,
initiatives and prOVIde expertistei Organizations were equally keen to
International and Non-governmen a . hould utilize this opportunity

. rt H w the CommIttee s .
lend their suppo. 0 t reflect and direct the Secretanat

f the Member Governments 0was or
accordingly. f h

... an account of the outcome 0 t e
The Delegate of PhlltP~m~s ;::~ramework Convention on Climate

first conferen~e of t~e partletsl °Among the substantive matters taken up
held 10 Berhn recen y. .. . .

Change . I d d adequacy of commitments, joint ImplementatlOn,
by the ~onfere~~~::~ ~n~ ~ransfer of technology. With regard to adequacy
financlal mec f decided to issue a mandate to start the.t nts the con erence . I
of comml me , h. mmitments of developed country parties. t

s of strengt emng co . .. th
proce~ d ilot phase for joint implementation acuvines among . e
estabhshe a P . d a voluntary basis for the developmg

I d ntry parties an on . f
deve ope C?U d d the importance to developing countnes 0
country parties. It un erdscfiore . I resources He informed the meeting

h I transfer an manCla . . htee no ogy . ... d I ith the effects of chmate c ange.
about his country's initiatives to ea Wl

. d the crucial role which the AALCC
The Delegate of Sudan recogmzse t . the environmental matters,

. . ti Member ta es 10
could play 10 aSSlS109 h. lementation of the recently adopted
especially in the follo,:-uP to t e imp mple of the reservations inserted
environmental Con:en~lOns. He g~::;no~x:atification of the Bio-diversity
by several countnes 10 the con . t ld examine these reservations

. Th AALCC Secretarla cou
Convent.lOn. e bout their validity. It could thus play a
and advise the M~mber. States a f the environmental conventions
key role in promotmg Wider acceptance 0

among the AALCC Member States.

The Delegate of China observed t?at ter~hw:~~:~~s~:~~~;:~~:c~~
and environment should be harmomze W th f sustainable growth.
as to bring the society and economy ont~/. ~ad ;ations Conference on
It was against this background that the me h ld i RI·Ode Janeiro in

I t (UNCED) was e 10Environment and Deve opmen
June 1992. . d

. . S .t the World community an
While recognizing that since RIO umrm

d
h ' de a lot of efforts in

. . ti s concerne ave ma
the Internattonal Organlza l~n f h UNCED the delegate expre-ssed
carrying out various resoluttons 0 t e .'1 mmunity especially
the view that the efforts made by the internatlona co ,
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by the developed countries were not en .
requirements of the effective' I ?ugh 10 comparison with theImp ernentation f vari . .
UNCED. Instead of taking sub tanti . 0 vanous deCISIOns of thes antive actions th d I
have obviously retrogressed from their .. ' e .eve oped countries
UNCED. He hoped the developed co t ?ngmal commitments made at the. . un nes would fulfill th . .
of providing new and additional f . I err comnutments. 10anCla resources d .
environmentally sound technology und f an transfemngcountries. er most avourable terms to developing

Climate Change was a major envir .
world community. The United N ti Conmenta! Issue confronting thea IOns onvention on Cli Ch
was a legal instrument concluded by the' ternati imate ange

h
10 ernattonal comm it f

mont s of hard negotiations It'd if h .. uru yater 18. I enti res t e obiectiv f "S bili .
of greenhouse gas concentrations in the J e 0 ta I izatron
prevent dangerous anthropogenic interf;tmosPh~re at a l~vel that would
and stipulated that the developed e;ce With the climate system",
combating climate chan e and country arties should take the lead in
the global partnership, L:. the d:~:l~d:~~e effe~ts thereof. It also forged
to provide financial and technol . al P . ountnes have the responsibility
in order to help them com 1og~th assl~tance .to ~e developing countries
year after the entry into forc~ Yofth cthelr o~lIgattons. Regrettably, one

h
e onventton the did .
rave not adequately complied with their blizatu eve ope countnes
to honour their commitment of idirn iganons, and they have failed
resources and transferring teehn I provr mg new and additional financial

. 0 ogy. He stressed that . 1
compliance with the obligatio . practica and effective
priority. ns as set out In the Convention was the top

.With regard to the issue of "... .'"
Article 4,2 (a) and (d)'t li d JOInt implementation provided for in
In his view, no develo~i~:~P ie t o~y to the developing country Parties.
under the Convention' a d elonini arty has any limitation commitment

'1 " . ,eve OpIng country Part ..pi ot JOInt Implementation act" .. t y may participate in the
country Parties should not s~:;/t~n. a vol~n~ary ~as.is, ?ut the developed
onto the developing country Part' el~ emission limitation commitments
Further joint implementation coul;es 1 y:eans of joint implementation.
for the developed count P . on y. regarded as an auxiliary means
should fulfil their commiime:I:~ ~~d~:?lement th.e ~onvention. They
gases mainly by adopting measur . m~ the enu~slOn of greenhouse
fu~d .an~ technology used by the ~::;l~heir domestic de?~ments. The
of JOInt Implementation could not be tak:

d
country PartIes. In ~ project

should fulfil in terms of pro idi fu as part of the obligations they
.. . VI mg nd and tech I HJOInt Implementation should be . d no ogy. e stressed that
of all the parties and should full carne outhton a vo~untary and equal basisy respect e sovereignty of the developing
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countries. It was a means in which the developing country Parties help
the developed country Parties to implement the Convention.

With regard to the Convention on Biological Diversity he said that
the developed country Parties should provide new and additional financial
resources to enable the developing country Parties to meet the agreed full
incremental costs to them of implementing measures which fulfil the
obligations of this Convention. In his view, the amount of the fund needed
by the Convention should be decided by the Conference of parties according
to the requirements of implementing the Convention, and should be raised
by the future financial mechanism in accordance with its replenishment
procedure. The developed country Parties should honour their obligations
under the Convention through the future replenishment procedure of the
financial mechanism. As an interim financial mechanism, GEF should set
the ratio of the fund used for the Convention and take immediate measures
to make sure that it will obtain the fund in order to implement the
Convention. He informed the meeting that his country has fonnulated the
action plan on biological diversity and fonnulating the country studies

with the help of the UNEP.
As regards the United Nations Convention to combat Desertification

in those Countries Experiencing serious Drought and/or Desertification,
particularly in Africa it will facilitate the international cooperation in
this field. He pointed out that the rights and obligations provided under
the Convention were uneven, because the developed country Parties did
not undertake any substantive obligations to implement the Convention
particularly in terms of financial resources and mechanism. He appealed
to the world community especially the developed countries to fulfil their
commitments made at Rio Summit and provide fund and technology to
the developing countries. Only in this way could the global desertification
be halted for the benefit of the mankind.

"The Delegate of the Republic of Korea drew attention to the fact
that there seems to be no problem about the transfer of technology in the
public domain and the transfer of privately-owned technology, although
the latter would raise intellectual property rights issues. However, in case
of the publicly-owned technology such as the ones owned by the government
poses special problems. He suggested that the AALCC could identify
these problems and prepare a framework and certain guidelines to help
transfer of such technology. This could be useful for the countries in this
region and facilitate the transfer of needed technology.

The Delegate of Kuwait referred to Principles 15, 23 and 24 of the
Rio Declaration on the Environment and Development. She recognized
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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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. 1 lici or
d

not supplant, such national efforts. Review of natrona ~o l~les .
an .. . . f andatory gUldelines 10lans by external agencies, or imposition 0 m
p t rs as forestry or energy would not be acceptable.
seco . hI d countnes may ave

Environmental standards applicable to deve o~e t in developing
. d arranted social or economiC cos s

inappropnate an un~ d if global environmental standards may
tri es and harmoDlze or UDlormcoun .

ot therefore, be apphcable. . .
n , .. t I concerns into pohcies

In his view the inte~ratlOn of e~vdlfeOvnemlOepn:ent should be carried out
cernmg economiC

and pro~ammes .con form of conditionality in aid or development
without lOtroduclOg a new b d as a pretext for erecting new trade
financing. It should also not e use

barriers. di
. . fade uate new and additional fun 109 to

Moreover, prov.islOn
0 ld bqy its~lf not suffice; the transfer of

d ling countnes wou .eve op hnolozi to countries which do not possess
environmentally sound tee no ogles
them would have to be ensured.

multilateral funding institutions or mech~~isms to tackle
.t-astly, I bl ms should be democratically admlDlstered, and not

envlronmenta pro e
donor dominated.
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