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NORDIC CONFERENCE ON ENVIRONMENT AND

Wwho would have thought a quarter of a century ago €
environment and development would stand out clearly a
major challenge facing mankind today,

as many years
early sixties

than it is now.
and - seemingly - with good reason.
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'rates were soaring.

hese past 25 years we have witnessed an

body of 'evidence that development has not

We have become increasingly aware

v has been destroying

We have certainly been on a
t not on ghe right track.

COnferencé on the Human Environment in 1972
of growing concern among an informed public

and of a political cxry for action.

And the Stockholm conference was only the first in a series
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al ¢onferences which have been held in
ustration among people and nations. The

' Environment Programme emerged from a strong
cy. The QOnferences on water supply, food,
ettlements, new and renewable energy sources,

ng people's access to the means to chose the
family, all offered a hope of improved

major issues. Yet, a sense of frustration
prevailed. The world was growing closer, but

the gaps between us were widening.
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The World Commiss
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established by the Gener

1983.

The cal

ion on Environment and De%elopment was
al Assembly of theiUnited Nations in
1 from the General Assenbly was an urgent one

and the Commission's broad mandate reached,around the globe.
When the Secretary General asked me to establish and lead
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Poverty is both a cause and effect of envxronmental
degradation.' 5 | ’

Population growth is lnextrleably linked . to environment and

developnent issues and our success in the fight against poverty

will largely, *etermzne our success in StablllZlng the world's
population some time Quring the next century. This year it is
estimated that the global population will exceed 5 billion.
Close to 100 million people will be added to the world every

year. i

I

90 per cent o . this growth will take place in developing
countries. The demands for education, health, housing,
access to food and energy, especially by the poorest of the
poor in rural jareas, where population growth rates continue
to increase,! represent enormous challenqes. While demand in
the rural arees will cont;nue to increase, we can expect
millions of poor people move to the cities, to a life they
believe will' éntazl opportunities to leave poverty and
misery bohlnd‘

But what they leave behind often consists of remnants of

once arable lands which are now threatened by

desert;flcatlon. That threat is more than real, Forests

the size of Denmark are lost every twelve weeks, every nine
months an area the size of Switzerland is turned into desert,
and world-wide soil erosion is now considered to be Problem No
1'by the Foo? land Agricultural Organlzatlon.

If we cont;nuq to burn fossil fuels at preSent rates we can
be almost certazn that at least the world's oil reserves
will be used’ up during the coming century. .The combustion
itself releases carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. The
resultlng greenhouse effect threatens to gradually warm up
the globe as'solar heat is trapped near the surface of the
earth. Global climatic changes could well be the outcome,
entailing dramatlc 1mpllcatlons for food production and
settlement. There is scientific evidence whlch indicates
that a global Warm up would raise the level of the sea
enough to flood many low-1v1ng coastal cities and river
deltas. ; !

Ac;dlfzcatlo%, which is too well known to us in this part of
the world, is igradually becoming a global problem. Other
industrial gases threaten the protective ozone shield, and
we know of no method that can restore it. We face the
pOSSlblllty oﬁ its deplet;on, which could result in an
increase in the incidence of cancer and in the extinction of
life forms at ithe base ﬁf the marine food chaln.

All these phenomena stand out as solid evidence of serious
mismanagement ©of vital global issues. They make it

absolutely 1mperat1ve for us to chose a new and better

course for the future. {

I r

Faced with the facts, one could perhaps expect that the Report
of our Commzssaon would palnt a gloomy plcture, that we would
see no way out, that we woulo join the ranks of the pessimists
. 1
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- sustainable. - It requ1res more equitable dlstrlbutlon and

equal opportunltles within and among nations. It must be a
goal for all’ natlons, developed and developing alike. Indeed

it is a goal: for the global community as a whole.

5.

i

But sustalnable developm%nt cannot, and w;ll not, be
achzeved in a %orld ridden by poverty. Ouxr Commission has
therefore callpd for a new era of economic growth, cone that
is forceful,' ‘global and at the same time environmentally
sustainable, qlth a content that enhances the resource base
rather than degradlng it. We are deeply conv1nced, as Sonny
Ramphal so eloquently illustrated yesterday, that world wide
growth is the only remedy for overcoming mass poverty. But
we are equallf convinced that sustainable grewth ¢can create
the Capac1ty to solve environmental problems, The process
of economic develoPment must be more soundly based on the
realltles of: the stock of capital that sustain it . The
envernment must become an ally, not a V1ct1m of
development.; : 1
|'\ i
To pursue a new eta and cuality of growth we need to breathe
new life and fore51ght into international econcmic
relatlons, Whlch beset by a variety of problems, work
against the 1qterests and ocpportunities of the developing
countries in sO many ways. The challenge to the future lies
partly in the complex web of national lelCleS, both in rich
and in poor countrles. And it lies not least in some
genuine dllemnas we faCE when trying to attack the problems.
For example,fas industrialized countries use less materials
and energy zn:thelr production, they provide smaller markets
for commodltles and mlnerals from the developlng countries.
Yet, if developlng nations focus their efforts upon
eliminating poverty and meetzng essential human needs, then
the domestic' demand will increase for agrlcultural products,
manufactured goods and services. The very logic of
sustainable development requires internal stimulus to Third
World growth. : } ]
On the global;level, greuth is belng stlfled by heavy debt
burdens, depressed commodity prices, protectionism in many
Lndustrlallzed countries and stagnating flows of
deve10pmene flnance. Certaln short-term p051t1ve
developments Qave ‘been offset not least by a considerable
| worsening Bf. terms of trade. Real commodlty prices have not
f been as low s;nce ‘the 1nternatlonal economic depression in
the 1930s. The countries of Africa that are almost entirely
dependent on one or two commodities for export revenues are
drawing especmally heavily on non-renewable resources in
order to obtain the trade surplus needed to service their
| Qebts, El 1 |
: ; I

We in the 1ndustr1allzed countries will have to accept the
i oblzgatlon torsee to it that international economic
relations help rather than hinder the p0551b111ty of
ecologlcelly sound development, This is our duty. Buk it ig
i also in our own selzhlnterest. : i
| :

:
|
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people to exexcize thelr right to choose to limit the size
of their famllles. i =f
The productlon of enougg food to feed a doubled world
populatlon seems within our reach. But securing access to
food for those who need it, and ensuring enVLronmentally
sustalnable agrlcultural practices, will' requlre fundamental
policy changes. The Commission calls for a shift in global
agrlcultural pro&uction ‘patterns. Northerq agricultural
production systems often run on the basis of large-scale and
short- sightedisubsidiesf- and on the intensive use of
fertllzzers and pest1C1des. It over-explolts farmland and
introduce haxmful chemicals into food and Water The rich
1ndustr1al countrles need to examine very carefully the
1mpact of thelr agr1cu1tura1 surpluses. The practice of
dumplng surpluses must be halted. At present, these
surpluses often go to developing countries  in ways that
depress prices for local farmers, margmnallze the poor,
undermine agrlculture and suppress the polltlcal reform
whlch is s desPerately neeced i

We call for a reorlentatlon of these po11C1es,~ to secure
farm income, while enhanc;ng rather than undermlnlng, the
resource base. Much greater resources are .needed to promote
sustalnable agrlculture in the Third World, using technigues
adapted to loqal condltlons. Western style plowing has been
a major cause iof soil erosion in many areas., Furthermore,
oVergrazlng,,land clearance, commercial logglng, and
slash-and- burn agriculture rob soil of its cover and reduce
agricultural ylelos. We call for a shift of the centres
of food production to where the demand is, in Third World
countrles, and to’ promote this, for a change in the terms of
trade in agrlcultural products.

[
The threat to ‘the dlverslty of living 59e01es - the genetic
resource base |- is as closely linked to unsustainable
agricultural practices as it is to 1ndustr1al practlces and
energy use. Today scmentlsts believe that 'living species
are becomlng extinct at alarmlng rates. On the average,
nature S own. extlnctlon 'rate is estimated at 1 species a
year. Due to|the act1v1ty of man the present rates are a
hundred times higher, and the species that 'we endanger are
thoee which have been least documented. j

|
The genetic matarzal in wxld species contrlbutes billions of
dollars yearly to the world economy in the form of improved
crops, new drugs and med1c1nes, and raw materlal for
1ndustry. We'cannot afford to continue losing these
resouroes that cannot pOSSlbly be restoredq We commend the
UNEP and ooher organizations for their untiring efforts to
promote the conservatlon of spec1es and ecosystems, but the
¢collective en leavours are tiny given the magnitude and
implications of the problem. The Commission calls for a
broad Spectrum of measures at all levels, local,
governmental; regloral and global. We call for sanctuaries
to be establlshed, inventories to be kept, agreements to be
worked out, includlng the investigation of a global species

1
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I have enaeavourea to n;gnllﬂnc some of the priorities
described in "Our Common Future” The task which the
Commission set out to accomp llcn was to make an analysis of
the issues andirecon.enq actions about what needs to be done !
to change the present clearly un .sustainable trends and
policies. One of the greatest barriers to change is the
organisation of society on the national as well as the
lnternatlonal ;eve - :

&
Our analysis is clear. Environment is not a separate
sector, dlSulﬂCt fron key economiC sectors such as
industry, ag*lcul*u*e and energy. Environmental agencies
need to be upgraded politlcal‘v and expanded financially,
yes, but the real changes will only cocme about when
central economic agencies, such as ministries of finance,
energy and others, are held respon nsible for the
enV1ronment31 lf‘ect.s ol the 5 o polzcwes.

Th;s implies shat eccromy and ecclogy will have to merge.
Environmental concerns must beccme an integral part of
decision making at all levels. Sustainable development must
become the overriding goal of all governments - also in
their external relations . Development assistance agencies
which manage ana direct 4/5tnhs of the total ODA must
reorient their policies and ensure that all projects
support sustainable development.

. , ;

Qur Reporc caﬂ
in a ;lobal ra
success in acqze
political will an
governmenhs anﬂ i
The Norwec"antuovern ment has now rsguested all ministries to
réview and stucdy the Commission's Report and to compare our
domestic and foreign policies against its ,r1“c1ples and
recormendations. They have been asked to note where our
present policies differ, and if they do, to con51de. what
steps can be taken to bring them Into line with the Report's

serve as a new motivation
able development. But

ion will reguire increased
ie pressure to hold
onsible.

1d I hope, will
ition to sustain
ving this transit
»d hightened pub
ns titL“‘O 1S res

an
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recormendations. qus DrDuESS will be gulﬁeA Jy a Board of

tate Secretaries and taxin v4ﬂa from a broad natwonal
hearing soliciting the views of trade unicons, industr
farmers' associations, f;sner._n, municipal ‘h:ﬂOrlulES and
private organizaticns, etc. A broad information campaign is
already under way sceking to inspire a nation-wice
discussion of the report and its :mplicaticns. A concrete
example of naticnal political stezs tnat nead o be
stimulated was yesterday's decisicn TO DrCODOsSS to Parliament
an import duty reduction Zoxr cars which sztigiy the stricc
US exhaust gas reguirenants.

|

We will pursue "Cur Common Futurs® on a broad international
basis. e will use it actively t2 influence the policies of
internaticnal organizations. <Ths coming menths will provide
ample opportunity for this., The meetings & Ry GRIE,
UNFDPA, U¥CTAD VviI, UREF's Zovernilg Ccuncil, w#HO, ILC, FAO,
etc., will be events this wvear, wheIs HNCIWaY, n soncers
with gther ceuntries, 11 promets the fondzots and
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pr;nczples con*a;ned in "Dur Common Future" Recent

examples of cooperat on,’ in particular with the other Nordic

countries at meetlngs of the World Band and the Asian

Developing Bank, were exce’lent starting po;nts of a lasting

process. . P :

wa | - |

We believe that sustainable development is a goal and
obllgatlon that will strengthen the UN and its specialized

- agencies, and help restore their credlbl’ley and status
globally. Sustainable develepment is a major chellenge. It
should glve added impulse to a revival of multilateralism, a
crucial issue }aeter years of isolationism and lack of
understandlng for our common responswbllltles.

| l
In this way Norway has entered into a process of national
and international eollow~up and implementation, a type of
procass that we would hope all countries would choose to
initiate. 5 - 1
§ :

Sustaznable development should not regquire the creation of
new internat ional lnst&tuelons. i
At the mulilateral level, there is consxaerable
institutional capac;ty ava;lable which should be redirected
to serve the cause of sustainable development. This will
have lmpllcatlons-eor bucgets, mandates, recruitment and
programmes of all international organizations; particularly
for the UN system .and its specialised agencies. The UN
itself and its Secretary General should take the lead in
this, COOrG*natl 1g the process of maklng the transition to
sustainable developrent. We call for a UN Board on
sustainable develcpment under the chalrmanshlp of the
Secretary General. We call upon the General Assembly to
transform “our Common Future" into a UN Action Programme for
SLSealﬂable Deve1onmept. We call for a strengthening of
UNEP to be the principal-source of environmental data,

assessment and reporting and the principal advocate and

agent for change and co-operation on critical environment

and natural resource protection issues. But its Fund must

be increased considerably to allow it to perform a cata-
lytic role.

1

The role of multilateral finance institutions is the key to
the tran51t;0n towards sustainable develcpment. The World
Bank has taken a positive attitude toward the World
Commission and its report, and I have a clear impression of
determlnatlonjtc make a fundamental commitment to
sustainable development. The World Bank can beccme the
trendsetter for other finance institutions.

It is not only governments or international institutions
that face a giant challenge. The call for change should
rest on a broad consensus. Scientists, industry, trade
unions, teachers, acn-governmental organizations, all have
important roles to play. I would call upcn them as well as
I did in London, Whasington and Brussels in meetings with
the NGO community and the European and international +rade
union movement, to use "Our Common Future" as a basis upen
which to judge their governments' and the International
ihstitutecﬂallco munity's efforts and commitment 0
sustainable development. In this way =he Repcrt can
ze

: P g
the creativity and energies of millions of sommit C
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in a global éffort to begin the process of change that is
called for. Humanlty has come to a hlstorlc crossroads., We
have the capacity to change planetary systems, for better ox
for worse. The interconnected issues of eqv1ronment and
development aptly illustrates the fact that national and
pol;tlcal borders will have to be made more transparent.
Ecosystems res ect no boundarles. We cannct act as if they
dld

i
Env1ronmental ;ssues teach us that we are all simply
neighbours, and that our acts and omissions affect
everybody. There is time for a new solidarity, and a new
ethzc. But we must begin now.
The Nordic countries have a special responsibility. We live
in a corner ofithe globe where social tensions are low. We
value equality and the just distribution of income.

We are few in gumber, but our opportunities are many, and
our respons;blllty is great. If we su"ceed in cooperating
with each other and w1th others, we can serve peace and we
cam improve ltS quallty.

|
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