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THEBRIGHT FUTURE?

We support the Environment for
Europe processto continuein
the Pan-European region—these
are the words repepated by
almost all speakers in the
morning session of the Future of
the Environment for Europe
process on 23 May. Many
speakershighlighted the need
for greater concentration on
EECCA countries in the
framework of thisprocess. The
Declaration’s chapter on the
Futurewasfully agreed by the
timeof thesession, sojust afew
countries highlighted their
position about thewordingsthey
would prefer.

So what is in the Declaration
about the Future of EfE process?
The conferences will be held
“regularly” every four or five
years. TheKiev Conferencedid
not agree on the next placeand
date for the ministersto meet.
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Ukrainian Minister Shevchuk
proposed to postpone the
decision until October 2003.

During whole preparatory
process, ECO-Foruminsisted
on the need to shorten the
period between ministerial
meetings and to hold annual
meetings. At the sesson onthe
Future, Victoria Elias, the
Chairperson of European ECO-
Forum, highlighted:

“We have been discussing the
issue of the frequency of future
Ministerial meetings. Weall have
witnessed these days how
packed the agenda was. EfE is
so rich, leads to so many
initiatives, that it justifies more
frequent meetings. To have
discussions that lead to real
leadership from Environment
Ministers confirming prepared
decisions and starting new
initiatives, we think there is a
need for annual, or in any case
more frequent ministerial
meetings.”

Russan Federation high-lighted
thegenerd satisfactionwiththe
process but emphasized that it
isdesirableto hold Ministerial
meetingsevery 3years. Russa
also proposed to hold regiona
meetings between ministerial
conferences. A number of
countrieshighlightedtheneedto
link EfE with the redesigned
Commission on Sustainable
Development.

ECO-Forum raised other issues
onthefutureof the process.

“We are concerned that the
Environment for Europe process
in practice focuses on the
European continent, Caucasus
and Central Asia is suffering
from political disagreementswith
UNECE countries that do not
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belong to this region. This
problem needs to be resolved.
We call upon a true Pan-
European process, connecting
EECCA and other parts of
Europe, responsibly picking up
Johannesburg challenges and
implementing common deci-
sions and agreements.”

ECO-Forum also stressed a
number of features to be
greamlinedinthe EfE. Victoria
Eliasstated that the EfE should
continuetowork at twolevels:

“First: theregion asawhole,
to promote progress towards
sustainable development. In
particular, we call upon
governments to start, in the
framework of the EfE work
on a pan-European regional
strategy to phase out
unsustainable production and
consumption patterns,
develop further the region-
wide Strategy on Education
for sustainable devel opment,
to implement legally-binding
and other agreementswithout
any delay, bring ethical values
back to the EfE agenda.”

The Second Level isassistance
to individual countries and
sub-regions. e welcome the
adopted Environmental
Strategy for EECCA as well
as other subregional
partnership initiatives and
call for their further
development and
implementation with full
involvement of all countries of



the region and all interested
stakeholders, especially
ECOs.”

NUCLEARISSUESOUT OF
THEDECLARATION

The Declaration of Kiev
Conference was agreed and
adopted by acclamation by the
Minigters. The European Union,
Norway, Sweden and ECO-
Forumweretheonly speakers
who criticised thetext.

Since nuclear energy did not
survive in the final text, the
European Union made a
Statement on thisissue. It says
that nuclear safety isamatter of
paramount importance. EU will
providetechnical and financia
assistance to enhance saf ety of
nuclear installations and will
continueto support phasing out
of thoseingd lationsthat cannot
be economically upgraded.

Norwegian Minister made a
brilliant statement, saying “I
regret that 120 km from
Chernobyl we could not agree
towork on phasing out unsafe
nuclear ingtallations. What kind
of messageisthisfromKiev?’

John Hontelez on behalf of
European ECO-Forum stressed
“We know that different types
of reactorsexist intheregion,
and that management can
make a differencein reducing
risks. But environmental
organi-sationsand large parts
of the publicintheregion are
convinced that sufficiently
safe nuclear reactors do not
exist. And besides that, it is
irresponsible to continue
producing, day by day,
nuclear waste, for which after

50 years of research still no
final solution hasbeen found!”

Thesentenceson mechanismsof
Kyoto protocol in para.24 of the
Declaration weredeleted from
the text. The Declaration
contains a reference to
Johannesburg text on Kyoto.
Norway commen-ted “ Wehad
hope that we will urge very
rapid and soon ratification of
Kyoto Protocol and now we
have to go back to
Johannesburg Plan” .

John Hontelez stressed that the
Declarationreflectsthegrowing
politicd divisonintheUNECE
regionsand the most worrying
element is the statement in
para.4. “ This paragraph
undermines the notion of
necessity of multilateral
agreements on the
international and regional
agreements and will help
countries that do not like to
join the Kyoto Protocol, the
Biodiversity Convention and
other crucial, badly needed,
international agreements, to
simply say: WEII: in Kyiv we
agreed, asUNECE countries,
that we can do our own thing,
as we like and how mich we
like! This message is the
opposite of what we expect
fromEnvironment Mnisters.”

NEW  NON-LEGALLY
BINDING GUIDELINES
FORINVESTORS

REC for CEE presented today
Guiddinesfor direct investments
into hazardous activities. Itisa
non-legally binding document,
which nevertheless provides
strict recommendations to
investorswho intend to invest

into hazardous industry and
other typesof activitiesin CEE
and EECCA. Similar
approachescan beusedin other
regionsaswell.

Guidelines describe corporate
rightsand obligations, relations
between countries accepting
investmentsand donors, suggest
principles of environmental
policy for companiesand public
participation. However itwould
be a problem to make
companies meet the require-
ments, which are not legally
binding. But on the other hand
companiesshould beinterested
to follow this guidelines to
improvetheir ownimage. Itis
important toinform them about
the new document and thisside
event during the Ministerial
conferencewasthefirst stepin
doingthis.
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