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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m. and the human relationship with biodiversity was necessary
to preventing the adverse impact that human activities had on
biodiversity. The Convention’s Subsidiary Body on Scientific,

Agenda item 94: Environment and sustainable Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) had
development(A/53/25, A/53/72-S/1998/156, A/53/95-  geveloped into a leading source of scientific advice on

S/1998/311, A/53/96, A/53/156-5/1998/78, AIS3/165- pjodiversity. The secretariat had received over 100 national
S/1998/601, A/53/371-S/1998/848, AI53/416, AI53/425jodiversity reports, which represented the most significant

Al53/487) source of information on biodiversity at the international
(b) Protection of global climate for present and level. The Convention therefore had a significant contribution
future generations of mankind (A/53/449 to make to the deliberations within the United Nations on

. h m rs.
(c) Implementation of the outcome of the Global those matters

Conference on the Sustainable Developmentof 4. Mr. Diallo (Executive Secretary, United Nations
Small Island Developing StategA/53/65- Convention to Combat Desertification), introducing the report
E/1998/5, A/53/358) of the Secretary-General on the implementation of the United

. . . . . Nations Convention to Combat Desertification in Those

(d) Convention on Biological Diversity (A/53/451) Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or

(e) Implementation of the United Nations Desetrtification, Particularly in Africa, (A/53/516), said that
Convention to Combat Desertification in Those  to date 143 countries from all regions of the world as well as
Countries Experiencing Serious Drought and/or  regional economic integration organizations, including the
Desertification, Particularly in Africa (A/53/516)  European Union, had ratified or acceded to the Convention.

1.  Mr. Zammit-Cutajar (Executive Secretary, United The organization in Recife, Brazil, of the first forum between

Nations Framework Convention on Climate Changefiffic@ and Latin America and the Caribbean on the
introducing the note by the Secretary-General (A/53/4495nplementat|on pfthe Convention, w!th the financial support
said that the most significant outcome of the third session @t the International Fund for Agricultural Development
the Conference of the Parties had been the Kyoto Protoc8fAD) and the Governments of France, Germany and Spain,
which was as much an economic instrument as &§monstrated that the Convention was increasingly at the

environmental one. The fact that the next session would p&art of the environmental concerns of the various States

held in a developing country, Argentina, underlined the globR2ties-

nature of the climate change problem. The outcomes of ttiat  One of the main issues on the agenda of the second
session would be more in the form of action plans, and firgession of the Conference of the Parties was the
deadlines for action on the part of the Parties. The ageneigerationalization of the Global Mechanism. The Conference
reflected the concern of Governments to achieve a balarweuld be invited to endorse the text of the Memorandum of
between Convention issues and Protocol issues. One pointAgreement with IFAD on the modalities and administrative
which there was a very clear difference of views, was theperations for the Global Mechanism. He thanked all the
question of whether and how to debate the future developmentintries and international organizations that had sadpd

of commitments under the Convention. to the Secretary-General’'s appeal for voluntary contributions

2. The review of the administrative arrangements thif the trust funds established for the participation of
linked the Framework Convention on Climate Change and {#§Veloping countries in the meetings of the Conference of the
secretariat to the United Nations proper would be conductE@"ies and in support of the Secretariat's activities, and paid
by the General Assembly at s fifty-fourth session and by trapecial tribute to the Government of Japan for its contribution
Conference of the Parties. However, it had been agreed tRE$1,800,000 for 1998.

administrative responsibilitiehsuld be shifted increasingly6.  Mr. Dengo (Department of Economic and Social
from Geneva to Bonn. Affairs), introducing the report of the Secretary-General on
3. Mr. Johnston (Convention on Biological Diversity), P!ans and projects for the sustainable development of the
introducing the note by the Secretary-General contained§fi@!l island ~developing States implemented, under
document A/53/451, said that in his view, ther@ention’s IMPlementation or envisaged for the period of 19992003 by
effectiveness basically depended on its being able to generdi{gteral donors, United Nations organizations and regional
sound scientific information for use by planners and decisidld non-United  Nations international organizations

makers. Developing scientific understanding of biodiversif/53/358), said that, the information it provided was helpful
in assessing the responsiveness of the international



A/C.2/53/SR.22

community to the Programme of Action for such countries and  States had been and were making considerableuang stre
seemed to suggest an increase in projects sit@®4. efforts at the national and regional levels. Unfortunately, those
However, since only sketchy information had been made endeavours were not being adequately complemented by the
available by respondents regarding projects to be international community in line with commitmaertsaken
implemented in the coming five years, it was premature to  under the global conference to operationalize and implement
judge whether that increase would be sustained. THoser the Programme of Action. The bilateral andtitateral donor

agencies that had not provided inputs, or that wished to community must provide adequate financial resources and
update their inputs, should do so prior to the donors’ technical assistance to enable the small island developing
conference. States to address their special socio-economic development

7. Mr. Wibisono (Indonesia), speaking on behalf oftheCOnStraintS more effectively.

Group of 77 and China, welcomed the signing of the Kyoto  10. Turning to the Convention on Biological Diversity, he
Protocol by over 50 States. While the Kyoto session was said that it was gratifying to note that the Parties had been
widely seen as a significant first step towards limiting the carrying out their work programme on agricultural
unbridled growth in greenhouse gas emissions, there were biodiversity in close cooperation with the Food and
numerous scientific, technical and economic uncertainties  Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO). The
about the new mechanisms and their implications. One basic Convention was an important instrument for translating
concern was that they moved essential domestic action off international commitments into national action, but for that
shore. It was therefore important not only to develop agreed to happen resources had to be increased so that the needs of
international standards for monitoring and verification but, the developing countries could be addressed more adequately.
above all, to determine a non-compliance regime pursuantto The Group of 77 and China therefodousdo make

article 18 of the Protocol. adequate financial resources available through the Global

8. Inthe view of the Group of 77 and China, the activitiegm’irc_mme_nt Facility (GEF) and through other sources,

to be undertaken by Annex 1 Parties under the né\WFIUd'ng bilateral sources.

mechanisms should be supplementary to domestic actions. 11. The countries affected by serious drought and
Early and committed action by the developed countries was desertification were giving priority to restoring and protecting
critical and fundamental, since they were the countries their national and global environments, but the eradication
historically responsible for the problem and currently had the of poverty was still the key strategy for combating
capacities to produce effective results. It was unfair and desertification and achieving sustainable development. The
unacceptable that the developing countries, which were Group of 77 and China hoped that the Global Mechanism
struggling to attain decent standards of living, should be asked  wouatdesafully mobilize resources and channel them to

to curtail their industrial activity and share in the efforts to  the developing countries, particularly to those in Africa. It
reduce emissions so that the industrialized countries could appealed to all countries to agree to the establishment of a
continue with their unsustainable production and consumption  cditteenon the review of the implementation of the
patterns. In accordance with the principles of common bubnv@ntion, and reiterated the appeal made by the Conference
differentiated responsibilities, developeauntries must take of Parties to the developed countries, the multilateral and
the lead and not merely reduce emissions, but also modify bilateral financial institutions and the private sector to make
their production and consumption patterns. voluntary contributions to the Global Mechanism.

9.  The Group of 77 and China reiterated the importance 12. With only a few days before the fourth session of the
of the Programme of Action for the Sustainable Development Conference of the Parties to the Framework Convention on
of Small Island Developing States and appealed to the Climate Change and the second session of the Conference of
international community to participate actively in the the Parties to the Convention to Combat Desertification, the
activities planned fo.999, including thelonor conference  Group of 77 and China considered that the principle of

and the special session of the General Assembly on small common but differentiated responsibilities clearly agreed
island developing States. Concerning the report of the upon atthe United Nations Conference on Environment and
Secretary-General contained in document A/53/358, the Developmentand in Agendadd tse fully applied, and

Group welcomed the positive developments in some of the the seskmuld 8ot be distracted by issues extraneous to
priority areas of concern, in particular the action by the the letter and spirit of the two Conventions.

United Nations in support of the system-wide implementati%_ Mr. Biaou (Benin), speaking as Chairman of the

of the Barbados I_Drogr_amme of Action and endorse_d tt&‘?rican Group on the United Nations Convention to Combat
conclusions contained in paragraphs 23 to 26. Small island
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Desertification, said that there was only one African State energy efficiency and conservation, Brazil had not only
which had yet to ratify the Convention, and all were drawing  significantly reduced its rate of deforestation but had also
up national programmes of action. They were confident that reduced its levels of carbon dioxide emissions, which on a per
once they had adopted national, subregional and regional capita basis were no more than 0.3 tons of carbon per year.
programmes of action, partnership agreements would be Thatcompared with 5 tons in the United States of America,
concluded with the developed countries, the financial 4.3 tons in the Russian Federation, 3 tons in Japan and 2.5
institutions and the private sector. At the same time as tonsin Europe. In terms of Gross Domestic Product, Brazil's
drawing up their national programmes of action, they were carbon dioxide emissions did not exceed 0.05 tons of carbon
taking steps to establish national funds for combating per US dollar of output, which was one fifth of the United
desertification. States figure and one third of that for Europe and Japan.

14. In each of the five subregions steps were being taken 20. With the approach of the fourth session of the
to establish a facilitation fund to finance the elaboration and Conference of the Parties it was hoped that a clear indication
implementation of the respective subregional programme of would emerge as to whether annex | countries would live up
action. to their commitments and effectively take the lead in

15. At the regional level, the process of elaborating igternational efforts to address climate change or whether they

regional programme of action for Africa had been initiate}f]’OUId continue to Iag behind in thos_e efforts. The clean
in 1998 with the holding of regional workshops to build itgev_elo_pment mechanl_sr_n S_hOU|d be given precedence over
basic structure of seven networks. A regional coordinatigin!SSIon trading and joint implementation among annex |

unit would be operational by 1 January 1999 at the latest, aﬁ‘a“”t”e?- It WO‘%"?' _allow non-annex | coqntrlgs to benefit
in parallel with it would be a regional facilitation fund. from project activities and at the same time introduce an

element of flexibility that would help annex | countries to
16. Atthe interregional level, there was now a forum ogchijeve their reduction targets. It also had the potential to
implementation of the Convention linking the countries adnhance the contribution by non-annex | countries in reducing
Africa with those of Latin America and the Caribbean, whiclyjopal warming in a manner consistent with the Convention
had produced a six-point platform for cooperation. and also advantageous to all parties. Its success would very

17. Atthe international level, since African countries werBluch depend on the prior establishment by the annex |
fulfilling their obligations and undertakings, they alsgountries of strict national regulations limiting their
expected their bilateral and multilateral partners to do tt&missions, and on the establishment of a strict set of rules
same by strengthening their financial support. He noted tHgnalizing non-compliance with the emission targets agreed
in June 1998, the Organization of African Unity had offere@t Kyoto. Credits under the clean development mechanism
US$ 300,000 to finance implementation of ther@ention should accrue only to annex buantries that were capable of
at the regional level. It was hoped that that would encouragémonstrating significant reductions in domestic emissions.
development partners to continue with their support in ternfgnission reduction targets for annex | countries should be
of financial contributions. based not on purely political compromise but on objective
technical and scientific criteria relating historical emissions

18. Mr. Cordeiro (Brazil) said that, based on the : . :
. ; . . . to their measured effect in terms of global warming.
misleading argument that the effectiveness of international

efforts to address the issue of climate change would depehtt  Brazil attached the highest importance to
on the “meaningful participation and engagement by kdjplementation of the Convention to Combat Desertification.
developing countries”, attempts were once again being madecent studies had shown that land degradation affected
to revive the proposal to establish “voluntary commitmentspproximately 11 per cent of its national territory, and mostly
to reduce emissions by developing countries. The md§tan area which was home to the largest and poorest rural
conspicuous of the many false assumptions lying behind tigpulation. Desertification in Brazil caused estimated
proposal was that developed countries were taking the leg@Pnomic losses of US$ 300 million per year, and it had been
in fulfilling the objectives of the Framework Convention orfstablished that the cost of reclaiming the affected regions
Climate Change, and the implication that developingould be close to US$ 3.8 billion. The Brazilian Government
countries were not contributing their share. Nothing could Bgas firmly committed to implementation of its national plan
further from the truth. to combat desertification and drought and of the Latin
American and Caribbean annex to the Convention. Brazil had

19.  As a resu!t.of a sene; of f'S(.:‘."“’ industrial an%I’Tered to host the third session of the Conference of the
technological policies, along with specific programmes f%arties in Augus1999
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22. Mr.Isakov (Russian Federation) said that his country that the General Assembly could play a useful role which
was interested in a constructive solution of the problem of should be further elaborated.

global climate change, and was committed to the course et

by the General Assembly at its nineteenth special session. %1;
Russian Federation continueq to mee_t in full its obligatiorgﬁ10u|d result in tangible progress in clarifying principles,
unde_rthe Framework C(_)nventlon on CI|_ma_te Change, and es and guidelines to facilitate the ratification process,
considerably reduceq its level .Of emission of greenhou_ﬁ?cluding the necessary work on operational elements of the
gases as compared with .1.990.' His Government was Work'ﬁ] ibility mechanisms in a way which ensured cost-effective
on issues related to ratification of the Kyoto Protocol, a itation of gas emissions in accordance with the provisions

believed that an eff!me_nt and fair |nte_rnat|ona| SVS“?”‘ Ut the Kyoto Protocol. In that regard, it was important that the
greenhouse gas emission quotas trading should not |mp9§g

h tainabl ic devel t of Stat " &sion finalize as much as possible of the remaining work
€ sustainable economic development of Stales parties H& establish a clear timetable for tasks which required more

should be based on voluntary principles. It should stlpulah e

the parties’ right to choose between accumulating unused

emission quotas to be realized in the future and using thed®.  Turning to the Convention to Combat Desertification,
for trading and attracting foreign investments. he said that land degradation and food insecurity were first

23 Turni he C . Biological Di v h of all problems of poverty, which was frequently a result of
' urning to the onvent|onlon lologica |ver5|ty, & lack of power and control over resources. The Convention’s
welcomed the fact that attention was being paid to “Earticipatory approach was therefore vital. Norway

Lmﬁ)or.taritd'lssug offgclcesds to genetic resourlces andb %ognized that the poorest and most seriously affected
lological diversity of inland water ecosystems. It was to ountries, particularly in Africa, would continue to need

hoped that the draft protocol on biological safety would b|‘?‘|ternational assistance in order effectively to combat

adopted. The Russian Federation had stepped up its effcHé%ertification: more than 50 per cent of Norway’s bilateral

to preserve b|0|0g|c§1I qllversny, Improving  its Iegalas istance and a substantial part of its multilateral assistance
framework and expanding its system of protected areas EWQ} already allocated to sub-Saharan Africa

conservation of endangered species. However, there remaine _ .
a fairly large number of problems, chiefly related to thé9. The fourth session of the Conference of the Parties to

unfavourable financial and economic situation in hisiotry. the Convention on Biodiversity had made good progress in
advancing implementation of the provisions with regard to

24. His delegation reaffirmed its principled interest "ﬁa)ctor-specific work programmes and cross-cutting issues.

accession to the Cpnvennon to Combat Desertification a rway attached great importance to a successful conclusion
expected that the interests of Central and Eastern Eurg %he negotiations on a protocol on biosafety.

would be taken into account and reflected in the additiona . . -
annex to the Convention. It was ready to cooperate with &P- Much remained to be done to implement the &iobs
the Parties to the Convention in that regard, and was alggogramme of Action for the Sustainable Development of

ready for constructive cooperation within the framework omall Island Developing States; insufficient resources, as
the Convention. well as the El Nifio phenomenon, had contributed to making

its full implementation more difficult. Norway intended to co-

25. Turning finally to the pro.blem of SUStair.‘ablesponsor the draft resolution on the El Nifio phenomenon.
development of small island developing States, he pointed to

the need to complete work on the vulnerability index for thel. Mr. Boucher (Barbados), speaking on behalf of the 32
and to ensure that it was duly taken into account wherfates of the Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS), said

drawing up the policy of their sustainable development. that with the adoption of the Framework Convention on
Climate Change, the international community had affirmed

26. Mr. Kolby (Norway) said it was necessary to ensurES determination to protect the global climate. There was

policy coherence and synergy among the various lega Yrong scientific evidence that such interference was already

binding conventions and protocols - concerning th&t high and even dangerous levels. The Alliance had
environment in order to advance their effectiv

) . X ?epeatedly stressed the dangers its members faced as a
implementation. Although the Conferences of the Parties we gnsequence of climate change, the most immediate being sea

agtonomous fboi?lez, the;y sriiould bel-dencmiraiged tt()) 13&el rise, which had already resulted in shore erosion and
advantage of the beneiits that could result from betigh;ine infijtration of freshwater sources in almost every

coord_matlon. Norway supported UNEP s central rqle I[Pegion. In addition, devastating hurricanes had rampaged
following up the relevant recommendations, and con&der%ough the Caribbean, wiping out in a matter of hours

He said that the fourth session of the Conference of the
rties to the Framework Convention on Climate Change
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economic development which had taken somerdries years irigutional mechanisms to deal with major challenges facing
to achieve. the global environment. Its work was made all the more

32. The Alliance had expected that the developaantries S'dnificant through the great progress many countries

in particular would move ahead quickly with the necessafj)€Mselves had achieved in working towards sustainable
domestic actions or “no regrets” measures recommendedd§jy€/0Pment on a national and regional basis.

the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Steps to 37. Referring to some of the forthcoming key international
improve efficiency in the use of fossil fuels and develop environment meetings, she said that the fourth Conference of
alternative sources of energy would constitute a good the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on
beginning. However, there was resistance even to such a Climate Change represented an important opportunity to
modest approach to reducing waste of natural resources. He advance the implementation of the Kyoto Protocol. The
viewed with concern the entrenched behaviours in certain  flexibility mechanisms provided for were a vital means of
guarters which continued to cling to short-term gains and ensuring that emissions commitments were implemented at
worked to undermine thed@vention to the detriment of all.  the least possible cost. Devising mechanisms that provided
for the most cost-effective outcomes would be critical to the

33. The Kyoto Protocol was an important first step i r her o] |
forging alliances to foster international consensus on needgi@tocol’s success. Another issue central to longer term goals

actions. However, the emission reduction targets it set wep@s an effective global response to climate ch_ar_lge.
completely inadequate; the developed countries could aﬁammltments by_developgd (?ountrles would ”9‘ be sufficient
must do more. At the forthcoming Conference of the Partie© achieve the ultimate objective of the Convention. It was not
efforts must be made to ensure that the Kyoto Protocol wis duestion of evading or avoiding obligations or
not watered down. Stepping up the pace of implementatiﬁﬂmm'tmems’ itwas simply a fact.

of the Protocol was a matter of priority. 38. She paid tribute to the tireless efforts by the Executive

34. As preparations for the special session of the Geneﬁaqcret_a_ry n implementing the Conventlo_n_ to Combat
Assembly to review the Barbados Programme of Action We;%esertmcatlon and looked forward to the positive results of
under way, Alliance members were particularly worried bgpe forthcoming Conference of the Parties in Dakar. The final
the current assessment that overall trends with respecpﬁgo_ﬂaﬂng sess_ion f°_r a biosafety proFocoI to the Convention
sustainable development were worse than they had beer?ﬂ18'0|og'cal Diversity would deal with the transboundary

1992. It sometimes appeared that the spirit of Rio ha{Hovementofliving genetically modified organisms and their

virtuallly disappeared. Since the Rio Conference, the rapr?(g)tential effects on biological diversity. It was essential, that
pace of globalization and liberalization had furthe"he Protocol _ShOU|d deal c_mly W'th their transb_oundar_y
underscored the vulnerdity of small island developing movement without attempting to dictate to Parties their

States. The seventh session of the Commission on Sustainzﬂﬂ@es“c management of such organisms. Its procedures must

Development would serve as the preparatory committee 1*6? consistent with multilateral trading rules that had b_een
the special session and would conduct a comprehensﬂfevebpw over many years. A workable protocol that assisted

review of the Barbados Programme of Action. Its focus 0I?]artles to protect their biological diversity while not imposing

ecotourism and oceans would underline two critical pi”al{sestrlcnons on international trade would promote confidence

for economic development of small island developing Statd8, @d shared knowledge of biotechnology and living
genetically modified organisms.

35. Alliance members felt that their concern with the , , . .
challenge posed by vulnerability for their sustainabl%g' Australia had continued to support the implementation

development was better understood than previously and tfi{1e outcomes of the Global Conference on the Sustainable
welcomed the growing interest in the work on an applicabBevelopment omeaII Island Developing States and had been
vulnerability index as an important tool in the analysis 0(]zloselylnvolved in efforts to further the Barbados Programme

national policies. Members of the Alliance believed in th@fAction in the South Pacific, including through support for

continued relevance of the Barbados Programme of Actigii€ continuing development of the Global Ocean Observing

the forthcoming special session could provide the necesszipiem- Itwelcomed the opportunity to support preparations

impetus and support to revitalize that programme and enstipé the special session.
that their goal of sustainable development would become a 40. Her delegation welcomed the report of the Task Force
reality. on Environment and Human Settlements. The report of the

36. Ms. Wensley (Australia) said that the internationalse‘?mt""?"General or(; ways alnd means of und_ertakmlg thde
community continued to make important advances in creatiﬁ‘:gv'ew ofprogress mage in Implementing conventions relate
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to sustainable development (A/53/477) would require careful resources between the developed North and the developing
reflection on the desirability and means of achieving better South. From that perspective, his delegation placed great
linkages between the various conventions dealing with global, importance on the need to protect the rights ofttesnmun

but distinct, environmental issues. to enjoy the fruits of their labour and to benefit from the use

41. Finally, the seventh session of the Commission (% the biological resources they nurtured and from their
Sustainable Development would consider many things Bti;rl‘lnntlunal_know_lehdghe. -:;he _Organlzatllog of Afr!carjo\Unr:ty,_m
particular interest to Australia, including oceans, small islarftf ah_oratlohn \cllwt the r:jwronmkenrt]a rotection Aut Qr';y
developing States and tourism. One of the challenges it woiHEtMOPIa, had organized a workshop on community rights
face would be how to establish linkages between tho@8d access to biological resources, and he hoped that the
themes. In conclusion, her delegation fully supported tﬁgcommendatlons of that workshop would be given due

proposal that the Committee should consider the environm@ﬁttem'on_ and WOUl_d _be taken into account during the
conventions in a single omnibus resolution. forthcoming renegotiation process of the TRIPS agreement.

42. Mr. Kebede (Ethiopia) said that, despite the45- Turning to the issue of environmental degradation in

commitments undertaken at the United Nations Conferen'ééhmp'a' he said that changes in climatic patterns coupled

on Environment and Development and despite energeWLIh anthropogenic calamities had made almost 73 per cent

institutional reform, progress had been slow and could n8{ the land in Ethiopia vulnerable to drought and

keep pace with new challenges. The international communiﬂﬁsert'f'cat'on' Accordingly, environmental issues and

therefore, needed to develop additional mechanisms s[gstainable development were at the top of its development

establish coherent links among existing internation&genda and it had prepared a national conservation strategy,
environmental conventions an environmental policy and a land use and forestry action

. ) . plan.
43. Among the issues which had been considered at that i ) )
Conference had been the need to conserve biologiéleﬁ' Finally, the dream of transforming the outcomes of Rio
diversity. Scientific opinion was united in its view thatjnto effective action would not come true unless sufficient

humanity was in the process of squandering an incalculaﬁﬁﬁources were mobili_zed. Without intern_ational collaboratiqn
important resource central to food, health and econonﬁ@d suppqrt, success in the area of environmental protection
activity. His delegation shared that concern, and Wé{gould be impossible.

surprised to find that decisions regarding intellectual property 4Vr. Shihab (Maldives) said that his delegation

rights had major implications for food security, agricultural attached great importance to the forthcoming special session
and rural development and conservation of the environment.  toreview the Barbados Programme of Action and he hoped
The Trade-Related Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) that the next session of the Commission on Sustainable
Agreement, which defined only the protection of inventions, Development, which would, in effect, serve as the preparatory
had formalized the trend to confer private or individual and committee for the special session, would incorporate the
exclusive rights to intellectual property, while the Convention outcome of the forthcoming meeting between the small island
on Biological Diversity recognized the role of local and developing States and prospective donors into the
indigenous communities in the conservation of biological documentation of the special session. His delegation also
diversity and considered biological resources as collective attached great importance to the Conference of the Parties to
property. the Framework Convention on Climate Change and the

44. More than two thirds of all plant species originated inporFunlty to negotiate on several new mechanisms
developing countries, and at least 35,000 of them h&gtaplished under the Kyoto Protocol.

potential medicinal value. Some of the most commercially 48. Withregard to the question of vulnerability, given the
attractive enterprises in the international market — immensity of the potential threat to small island developing
pharmaceuticals, cosmetics, seeds and biotelogy — were ~ States such as the Maldives, his delegation stressed the need
to a large degree based on biological resources from the for an economic and ecological vulnerability index in order
South. Yet those materials were often not paid for, being to reflect greater reality and balance in the criteria for the
simply gathered and taken away by those with the necessary designation of least developed countries. It welcomed the
knowledge. It was ironic that the packages of patented and report of the Secretary-General on that subject (A/53/65),
manipulated biological resources were being sold back to the  which outlined the extensive work airéadsiken by the

place of origin as private and exclusive property. There was Department of Economic and Social Affairs.

a widely recognized inequality in the transfer of biological
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49. For the Maldives, given the scientific proof of global enable them to fulfil their commitments under the Framework
warming, sea level rise and ozone depletion, the threat of Convention.
extinction were very real. Those on the front lines would ha

urgently was the development of proprietary patents based

50. Mr. Malkani (India) noted that some developed on biodiversity and the traditional knowledge of indigenous
countries were not only depleting natural resources but also  cortiesiwithout the prior informed consent of, or any
exporting their dirty industries and harmful chemicals that arrangements to share the benefits with, the developing
were banned in their own countries to the poorer countrieuntries that were the repositories of such biodiversity and

The special session of the General Assembly for the purpose knowledge. Effective protection must be guaranteed to
of an overall review and appraisal of the implementation of indigenous biotechnology, developed over the millennia.

Agenda 21 had recognized that considerable progress Bad 1 hing to the issue of coherence between the various

been made at the national level. Many developing Countrigﬁvironmental Conventions, he said that many of the

had set up, at cons'lderable costto themse!ves, . VersIgiinosals contained in the report of the Secretary-General
of Agenda 21. India had elaborated a national conservati

d i ) /5:'/53/477) required detailed examination. The report raised
strategy and policy statement on environment number of questions, including questions about the

development, a national forestry policy and a policy S"["J‘tem%tterreIationship between the Commission on Sustainable
on the abatement of pollution. A national action plan for thﬁevelopment and UNEP. In his delegation’s view, the
conservation of biodiversity was currently being debated [fy<4i - tive role played by the Commission and the General

Parllament.Abroad-ba:sedpartlmpatoryapproach,mvolwgssembly in facilitating holistic consideration of
n

all sectohrsdog soctlelt(y apddreCCJlgn!Z|ngt:;hthe (;ru0|T1I r?le vironmental issues and mainstreaming socio-economic
women, had been taken in developing the national policy @, ~arns should not be overlooked.

environment. An Environment Authority had been establishe
in order to ensure the transparency of environmental measupds Mr. Drayton (Guyana), speaking on behalf of the
and there were plans to create a national mechanism to d&gmber States of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM),
with accidents in onnection with the handling of hazardous@id that they attached great importance to the full
substances. His delegation was therefore deeply concerfBglementation of the Barbados Declaration and Programme
that industrialized countries had not fulfilled theifActionand felt that it was regrettable that relatively few of
commitments under Agenda 21 and were even attemptingth§ Projects listed in the report of the Secretary-General
erode the partnership forged at the Rio Conference/53/358) had been sgessfully implemented. In many
particularly the principle of common but differentiatecc@ses projects were discontinued after the donor-funded phase
responsibilities, by seeking to impose éishal obligations OWing to a lack of capacity-building at the national and
on the developing countries. regional levels. At the national level, that could be attributed
51 Indi | - ivelvin the fourth . tP limited human resources; project-driven development,
- _India would participate actively in the fourth session cfesulting in an overly sectoral approach; and a lack of

the Conference of the Parties to the United Natio operation from the private sector. At the regional level the

Framework Convention on Climate Change. He wished Kbstacles included the lack of an integrated approach to

Ir\jlterate thatf, Nat thei." redcegt megtmgh '3 Durba?'dtr}?rojectand programme planning, which often resulted in the
ovement of Non-aligne ountries had appeale Rsufficient mobilization and utilization of resources; the

developed countries to take action at the domestic IevelisgSence of effective information-sharing mechanisms;
'mp.'e'“f‘e”t their _commltments .under the K_yoto Protoco hstitutional weaknesses; and limited human and financial
Emissions trading for the implementation of thos?esources

commitments could not commence until agreement had been

reached on the principles and modalities of such trading®- Inresponse to those deficiencies, the Community had
including the initial allocation of emissions entitlements tgdopted a declaration in 199@ccording top priority to

all countries on an equitable basis. He also reiterated thgman resource development and stressing the importance
urgent need for immediate action to provide developir@]f regional institutions and mechanisms. The recent
countries with the necessary financial and technologicgRribbean Ministerial Meeting on the implementation of the

resources and environmentally sound technology in orderB@rbados Programme of Action had recognized that the
establishment of a permanent regional implementation
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mechanism was crucial to project execution. While technologyand human resource development were issues of
recognizing that the small island developing States bore pressing concern to such States.

primary responsit_nility for the im_plemenFation of the59. Noting that his delegation had first proposed
Programme of Action, a favourable international ECONOMG, sideration of the issue of climate change by the United

environment a_nd the continued _support of developme rations, he urged the international community to accelerate
partners were vital. In that connection, she noted that, at e implementation of the Kyoto Protocol with a view to

nineteenth special session of the General Assembly, ?(ing an integrated approach to the stabilization of

international community had reaffirmed its commitment to ﬂ:%eenhouse gas levels. Noting that Malta had been among the
implementation of the B_arbados Prog_ramme of Action a st signatories of the Kyoto Protocol he invited all States that
acknowledged that natlonal_and reg|onql effort_s must l?w%d not yet done so to accede to it. Of course the Clean
sup_plemented by external _assst_an_ce, particularly in the ar elopment Mechanism developed under the Kyoto Protocol
of |'nfrastructure, capacity-building and the Fransfer ould not be sufficient to reverse the harmful effects of
eavm;nrgentallytsgund tf[echnok?[gy. tThhe ]E:otr;?mun.lty th(;ereforc(ﬁmate change; the main polluters must take action to reduce
a a;: c grteab 'n;p?(; §n<I::e bo e19%r9 ;:omlr;g h finorﬁweir greenhouse gas emissions. His delegation hoped that the
con erlgnce ° (ta etf 'ln ebruary Or WRICH Tt W& rth session of the Conference of the Parties would bring
comptiing project portiolios. significant progress to that end.

6. The Community welcomed the report of the Secretar, 0. His delegation attached particular importance to the

Qeneral on the'development of a vulnerability ‘”qex for SMpediterranean Action Plan coordinated by UNEP. Malta was
|slaqd o!evelopmg States (A/53/65) and noted, in particul ost to the Regional Marine Pollution Emergency Response
the findings of the ad hoc expert group. It was pleased that t, &ntre for the Mediterranean Sea and a member of the

World Bank, the Interna'monal Monetary Fund and th1%/Iediterranean Commission for Sustainable Development,
Commonwealth Secretariat had agreed to work together, ose main purpose was to implement the principles of

support a task force for the study of the special circumstanc’gaenda 21 in the Mediterranean region. It would also shortly
confronting very small economies with a view to formulatin%e hosting a meeting of the Contracting Parties to the

a universqlly acceptable yulnerability index and hoped th nvention for the Protection of the Mediterranean Sea
thg upcoming special session of the General Assembly wo ainst Pollution, adopted in Barcelona, to be held in
witness further progress to that end. October 1999, and, within the framework of the priority

57. The Community was working, both on its own and with  action programme, was preparing a coastal zone management
its development partners, to provide input to the seventh plan for the Maltese archipelago.

session o.f the Commlssmn_on Sustgmable DeveIopmenth. Owing to its size and geographical location, Malta was
prepar.atu.)n ,for th.at spgmal session. It hopeql that ﬂ& ected by desertification and land degradation. It had
Commlssmns deliberations on a number Of. ISSUes cently ratified the United Nations Convention to Combat
parﬂcglar relevance to small island .developlng. StateB sertification and organized a national awareness seminar
mcludmg- oceans and- seas, Sustamable tourism the issue in collaboration with the Convention secretariat.
consumptlon_gnd production and consumption patterns, WOW ould also formulate a national action plan and cooperate
lead to specific outcomes. with other northern Mediterranean countries in that area. His
58. Mr. Hili (Malta) called for a stronger political delegation believed that environmental education and
commitment by all countries and greater cooperation and information and the participation of the public in decision
coordination within the United Nations system to halt the making were key Ilong-term tools for redressing
degradation of the world’s natural resource base. As a small environmental problems.

island State, Malta attached great importance to the Agengda Young-ju Oh (Republic of Korea) said that being

fqr Development, V\./h'Ch hlghllghted the — particular, g entirely dependent on imports for its domestic energy
circumstances of small island developing States and the neg uirements, the Republic of Korea attached the highest

for international support for their development. His delegatio&ichity to energy conservation and the limitation of
looked To’gward :3? the wo_rk ofhth%spbec(;al ssssmn of th reenhouse gas emissions, not only from an environmental
Ge_nera Ssem _yt_o r(_awewt € barbados Frogramme érspective but as a part of its long-term strategy for
Action. It was continuing its own work on the formulation Ofsustainable development and energy security

the vulnerability index for small island developing States, '

which it considered vital. In the meantime, the transfer §3. Her delegation welcomed the decisions taken at the
fourth session of the Conference of the Parties to the
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Convention on Biodiversity and noted that since development interconnected protected natural areas in which ecologically
of that treaty regime involved such areas as trade and tourism, friendly production and soil use, investment in conservation
it would be necessary to consider practical and substantial and the sustainable use of natural resources were promoted.
cooperation with the relevant international organizations. The corridor was being developed at the local, national and
While her delegation supported the adoption of a biosafety regional levels, largely with financing from the Global
protocol at the earliest possible date, it was concerned atthe Environment Facility, and had gained international
lack of consensus on several substantive issues, and hoped recognition. Examples of contributions to the corridor
that States parties would make every effort to expedite the included the commitment by Honduras to maintain 10
negotiation process. protected areas along the Atlantic Coast; a Nicaraguan plan

64. Her delegation attached great importance to the cld9gQprotect biodiversity and to enable its indigenous population
and cooperative relationship between the Convention use certain resources in a sustainable manner; an initiative

Combat Desertification and the other environmento Belize and Mexico to safeguard the largest coral reef in the
conventions. Early ratification of the Convention by majo}Nestem hemisphere; a Guatemalan init_iati_ve to_preserv_e its
signatories would be crucial in securing the financidpd'genous_ cultur_es knowledge_of _b|0d|ver3|ty an_d |t_s

resources needed for its successful implementation. T:fxlr&haeologlcal heritage; the consolidation and modernization

Republic of Korea was making every effort to speed its omf?]f biodiversity research facilities in Costa Rica and its

ratification process. Finally, her delegation looked forwaradOptIon O_f framework legislation on biodiversity; and_ ,the_
to the forthcoming special session to review thgonservatmn of the flora and fauna resources of Darién in

implementation of the Barbados Programme of Action. Panama.

65. Mr. Saenz Biolley (Costa Rica), speaking on behalP’: The Centr_al American countr_ies had adoptent e lic
of the Central American countries — Belize. the Dominicaffi€asures to stimulate conservation and the sustainable use

Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, NicaragLHI, biological resources. However, their efforts must be

Panama and Costa Rica — said that Central America Comaiﬁ@&nplemented by new as well as traditional forms of

more than 8 per cent of the world’s biological diversityﬂnanc'”g on the part of the international community. The

including 33 ecoregions and 20,000 plant species. Panam%logically poorer count_rie_s_, ofthe North, in particular, must
alone had 925 species of birds and Guatemala, more than #ggume their responsibility towards the preservation of
species of mammals. With a territory of 511,000 SquarIcgodiversityinthe biologically richer countries of the South.

kilometres and a population of nearly 33 million, Central 6&4r. Arbel (Israel) said that Israel had not fully
America was attempting to balance its economic development understood the long-term effdtitsatiicuarid and semi-

and the protection of its biological resources. In additionto arid land and it provided an interesting case study of the
integrating the Convention on Biological Diversity into their  synergies between the loss of biodiversity, desertification,
national legislation, the Central American Governments had deforestation and climate change. In Israel, the conversation
signed the Central American Alliance for Sustainable of rangeland into irrigated croplands had resulted in
Development, with a view to preserving biodiversity through, desertification, which, in turn had led to a loss of plant and
inter alia, the development of ecological zones and protected animal species and, subsequently, of topsoil and the potential
areas, and had established the Central American Commission for rehabilitating biodiversity. Such biodiversity losses had
on Environment and Development and the Central American further aggravated desertification.

Council on Protected Areas. Eacbuntry had established a

National Commission on Biological Diversity in order ©reduction in soil moisture and aquifer recharge as a result of

dgvglop .strategu.a.s and carry out cquntry stu@es Phcreased water evaporation. The loss of biodiversity and
biodiversity. In addition, the Central American countries ang/

The current prediction was that there would be a

: ) . - .green areas had aggravated climate change and initiated a
!\/Iexmo had established a Central American biodiversi icious cycle of desertification, global warming and further
information system. loss of biodiversity. However, unlike the climate system,

66. The number of protected areas in Central America had  which could be restored by reducing emissions, or desertified
soared from 25 to 415 in just three decades; half of them had  land, which could be reclaimed biyattabonce a plant

been designated within the past 12 years. By far the most or animal species was lost it was lost forever. Thus, the
important initiative to preserve biodiversity had been the predicted warming of Israel could well result in the loss of
establishment of the Programme for the Central American drought-sensitive species and impair its ecosystem.
Biological Corridor by the seven Central American countries

and Mexico in 1997. The corridor was a series of

10



A/C.2/53/SR.22

70. Inlsrael, the semi-arid region was the richest in flora
and fauna. Semi-arid regions were most prone to
desertification but, at the same time, their biodiversity could
be crucial to rectifying the effects of climate change.
Therefore, the natural habitats of semi-arid belts should be
protected from both desertification and uncontrolled
agricultural development. In the 1950s, Israel’s first rime
Minister had claimed: “If we don’t conquer the desert, the
desert will conquer us”. Israel had learned that the cost of
conquering the desert was the loss of biodiversity.

The meeting rose at 6.15 p.m.
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