
No commitment to 
T 

HE theme of this 
conference “Envi- 
ronment and SUS- 
tainabie Develop 

ment” underscores the 
importance of the imple- 
mentation of the Agenda 21 
of the 1992 lTnited Nations 
Conference on Environ- 
ment and Development 
KJNCED). 

At the’Rio E;arth Summit, 
my colleagues, both from 
the developing and devel- 
oped countries, had agreed 
to work together to achieve 
sustainable development on 
the recognition that people 
cannot have a healthy soci- 
ety nor a vibrant economy 
in a world steeped in abject 
poverty, unsustainable life. 
styles and environmental 
degradation. 

Economic development 
should not cease but must 
however, adjust its course: 
given the incrrasin 7 <i&m,?l,tli 

V ,‘,’ at various levels 0 society 
for an f?llvircJn~letlta~~~~ 

sound development process. 
Rio gave rise 10 htrptz t)i a 

new global partnc~rship 
where both thi, South and 
t.he North, as wrll as the 
peoples of the world, would 
C(JhCtiVrl\ nut-k tmvards 
halting environmr3ntnl tieg:- 
radation and promoting sus- 
tnlnable devr~lopmt~nt. It 
also appreclales the need of 
developing countriw to 
catch up with the rest of the 
world to whicvc our con- 
mon objoctivc for global 
sustainable dcvclopment. 

The transition towards 
sustainable developmenr w 
quires international part- 
nership based on wch (‘on 
siderations as common but 
differenti:rtrd rcqxmsihil- 
1t1es. a !4lp~~~~l’tl~v’ Putcr!?:!! 

economic environment and 
taking into account the spe- 
cific social and economic 
conditions of individual 
countries and their sustain- 
able development priorities. 

Yet, regrettably two years 
and four months after the 
historic UKCED in Rio. the 
global communlt> is run 
ning the risk of Inaction. 
The fundamental probltm 
currently confronting the 
implementation of t hrl Rio 
decisions revolves :~rnnnti 
the issues of nlr~ans of imple- 
mentation, i.e. new and ad- 
ditional financial resources 
and technology transfer. 

The global 
that was agree I! 

artnership 
to at Rio 

was the explicit understand- 
ing and commitment that 

the developed countries 
would assist the developing 
countries in making the 
transition towards sustain- 
able develo ment with the 
provision o g new and addi- 
tional financial resources. 

A great cause for concern 
of the developing countries 
is that the commitment of 
substantial new and addi- 
tional financial resources 
has not been translated into 
reality. 

UNCED had estimated 
that about US$625 billion 
per year was needed by de- 
veloping countries to fi- 
nance activities related to 
Agenda 21. Of this amount, 
ahout IJS!&OO billion per 
gear would have to come 
from domestic resources 
generated within develop- 
ing countries while the esti- 
mated external flows from 
the developed to the devel- 
oping countries was US$125 
biliion per year. 

WE would be less than 
honest if we do not discern 
the prevailing general sense 
of disappointment among 
the developing countries 
vis-a-vis the commitment 
towards implementing the 
decisions we took at Rio in 
1992. Agenda 21 remains far 
from being implemented. 

At Rio, the industrialised 
countries reaffirmed their 
commitments to reach the 
accepted tar et of 0.7 per 
cent of Gross a ational Prod- 
uctfor Official Development 

Assistance (ODA). I observe 
the great disappointment 
that the resources under 
ODA are falling instead of 
increasing. 

In fact the OECD coun- 
tries’ development assis- 
tance to developing coun- 
tnes fell sharply in 1993, 
from US$60.8 billion in 1992 
to US$54.8 billion 1993. The 
overall ratio of develo 

‘I 
ment 

assistance to GNP fel from 
0.33 per cent to 0.29 per cent. 

The only new money 
available is in the restruc- 
tured Global Environment 
Facility (GEF). The new 
GEF has been replenished 

z:: ?zzzl~~$;6~,~~ 
to cdver programmes under 
the scope of GEF as well as 
the conventions on climate 
change and biodiversity. 

US$2 billion is but a drop 
in the ocean in comparison 
to the requirements esti- 
mated at Rio. Regrettably, 
the situation is made worse 
in the sense that the release 
of funds for project imple- 
mentation is subject to con- 
ditionalities. 

Matters related to the im- 
plementation of financial 
commitments contained in 
Agenda 21, include those re- 
lated to terms of trade, com- 
modity rices, market ac. 
cess, de t relief *ZIficial !I 
Development Assistance 
and other ri<asures. 

The issue of financial re- 
sources and mechanism was 

reviewed by the Commis- 
sion on Sustainable Devel- 
opment at its second session 
held in New York in May 
1994. I am greatly disap- 

! 
ointed that discussions on 
mance have not led to tan- 

giie advancement on this 

It has become fashionable 
at recent international 
meetings and conferences 
for developed countries to 
state that the onus of identi- 
fying and mobilising re- 
sources is at the national 
level, thus shifting their 
share of the burden bypush- 
ing for internally generated 
resources in the developing 
countries through ,restruc- 
:;r$F p,u,“,8e,o~;;;~;~~- 

reordering of priorities and 
reduction in military spend- 
ing. 

ternational community. 1 
call upon the developed 
countries not to backtrack 
on their existing cotnmit- 
ments. . 

While I believe in the im- 
portance of national Gov- 
ernments to implement 

% 
lans of action, this would 
e incomplete without the 

concomitant role of the in- 

nies or purchases of their 
exports. 

Developing countries 
have none of these advan- 
tages. I see the continued 
attempts by certain devel- 
oped countries to introduce 
more conditionalities in the 
international trade regime 
as disguised protectionism 
to erode further not only the 
insignificant competitive 
advantage of the developing 
countries but also to impose 
an unbearable burden on 
the developing countries. 

In fact, some academics in 
developed countries are al- 
ready arguing that trade be- 
tween developed and devel- 
oping countries is damaging 
to the economy of the devel- 
oped. 

Developin 
f 

countries 
must strong y resist all 
these moves which will 
have very negative impacts 
on their economic develop- 
ment and may result in 
more unemployment and 
aeterioratlon of the living 
condition of the people. 

Malaysia shares the grow- 
ing concerns of the develop- 
ing countries regarding the 
transboundary movement 
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Malaysia shares the concerns of the 
other developing countries in other 
issues relating to sustainable 
development, especially in the areas 
of international trade, transboundary 
movement of toxic, hazardous and radio- 
active wastes, forestry and biodiversity. 

implement Rio deal 
on all timber -roducts, in- 
cluding those rom temner- ip 
ate and boreal forests. - 

On biodiversity, the de- 

risks involving the disposal 
of tanker sludge. 

The interest of littoral 
states must be safe&warded 
In this respect. the Internd 
tlonal ?vlarltime C)rg:arli5a 
tiun (IMO) sh~,uld seriousi.. 
addles. t htx- ~,ohle~~~s 

hi fort:9r ., tht de\elop- 
mg countries. especictlly the 
t@ical timber producers, 
are victims of misguided 
canlphigns. These .impacts 
n~gativrly on tropical tim- 
hdr 

cludin 
Fi 

law makers like 
yourse f. What is most ur- 

veloped countries have been 
utihsing freely the rich bio- 
diversity resources of the 
developing countries with 
no benefit accruing to the 
resource owners. 

gent at this stage is to focus 
on the means of implemen- 
tation of the various agree- 
ments. 

Malaysia sh’ares the con- 
cerns of the other develop- 
ing countries in other issues 
relating to sustainable de- 
velopment, especially in the 
areas of international trade. 
transboundary movement 
of toxic, hazardous and ra- 
dio-active wastes, forestry 
and biodiversity. 

The share of the develop- 
ing countries in world trade 
is small. Many developing 
countries are not competi- 
tive in the international 
market place as they are 
mainly dependent on the ex- 

P 
ort of raw materials and 
ow technology goods. 

Chea er labour cost is 
still a F orm of competitive 
advantage most developing 
countries are relying on out 
of necessity. But in the 
quest to seek and develop 
markets in which they can 
be internationally competi- 
tive, the developing coun- 
tries face fresh and unjusti- 
fied impediments such as 
the linking of non-trade is- 
sues like eco-labelling, im- 
position of social clauses, 
global minimum wage and 
YE;?; lmEiF$@& ;;t 

what remains of the trade 
prospects of the developing 
countries. 

As it is, the developing 
countries already possess 
competitive advantages in 
proprietary technology, ac- 
cess to rich domestic mar- 
kets, capital, management 
skills. credits extended sne- 
cifically for the purchase-of 
their own ex orts and 
grants by their c! ovemment 
conditional upon projects 
being given to their compa- 

of toxic and hazardous 
waste. The dibcussions by 
the parties to the Base1 Con- 
vention in Geneva on March 
24-25, 1994 are certainly go- 
ing in the right direction. 

Malaysia supported the 
ban on the export of hazard- 
ous wastes from the OECD 
to the non-OECD countries. 
The position taken by Ma- 
laysia is based on our strong 
belief that to knowingly pul 
lute your neighbour’s land 
and to cause ndii to his 
family is ai* environmental 
crime that violates human 
rights. 

Malaysia will certainly 
support any call for intema- 
tional co-operation .in the 
strengthening of institu- 
tions to assist Governments 
and industries in the adop- 
tion of clean technologies as 
well as for the prevention of 
pollution and in the han- 
dling, treatment and dispos- 
al of hazardous wastes. 

I would also like to high- 
light the possible damage 
inflicted by foreign ships 
carrying toxic and radio-ac- 
tive materials through their 
seas, especially through 
narrow straits. 

Such disposal of toxic, 
hazardous and radio-active 
wastes as well as oil spills 
and desludging activities on 
the high seas have serious 
and negative impacts on 
both marine and land re- 
sources. 

As a littoral state faced 
with a situation where more 
than 360 vessels daily ply 
the Straits of Malacca and 
the South China Sea, there 
is an urgent need to take al! 
the necessary precaution- 
ary measures to prevent 

In developing biodiversity 
for the benefit of mankind 
there must be fair and equir 
table returns to resource 

if the developed countries are genuinely 
concerned about the sustajnabiiity of the 
forest utiiisation and management, the 
standards and criteria imposed on 
tropical timber should be applied fairly 
and equally on ail timber products, 
including those from temperate and 
boreal forests. 

Their timber exports are 
increasingly subjected to 
new and arbitrary require- 
ments and conditionalities 
related to certification and 
labelling and new interpre- 
tations fur sustainability of 
forest management. These 
conditionalities have result- 
ed in the rejection of tropi- 
cal timber products by mu- 
nicipalities of some 
European countries without 
giving fair assessment to 
the source of timber. Even 
the Do-It-Yourself people 
have been pressured to drop 
tropical timber products for 
their use. 

If the developed countries 
are genuinely concerned 
about the sustainability of 
the forest utilisation and 
management, the standards 
and criteria imposed on 
tropical timber should be 
applied fairly and equally 

owners, e.g. in developing 
pharmaceutical products by 
the western trans national 
Corporations. 

Certainly the developing 
countries would not want to 
see a repeat of the “Periwin- 
kle” case of Madagascar 
where two drugs derived 
from this plant are reported 
to earn for its multinational 
corn any US$lO0 million an- 
nua R y, but no appropriate 
and equitable financial 
benefits given to the re- 
source owners. 

I would urge the develop- 
ing countries-which own the 
largest share of the world 
genetic resources to develoo 
a strong and common stand 
pertaining to the modes of 
collaboration with foreign 
partners. 

To achieve sustainable de- 
velopment requires the par- 
ticipation of all players, in- 

The present approach to 
sustainable development 
and the implementation of 
conventions relating to en- 
vironment is seriously 
flawed. It has lost its focus 
and this has unforttmatelY 
come about because the de- 
veloping countries require 
financial assistance and 
technology transfer to fulfil 
the objectives of the conven- 
tions. This need has subject- 
ed them to conditionalities 
set by the developed cotm- 
tries. 

I get the impression that 
during discussions on the 
implementation of the varl- 
ous environment-related 
conventions, the developing 
countries are treated like 
beggars for aid. I also ob- 
served with great disa - 
nointment the undesirab e P 
iendency of the developed 
countries to treat the envi- 
ronment-related conven- 
tions as an ODA exercise 
with all its obnoxious and 
patronising undertones. 

Tt’ is my sincere hope that 
during this oonference all of 
you could establish proce- 
dures and arrangements tq: 
monitor and assess the per- 
formance of the developed 
countries in honouring 
their commitments to exist- 
ing conventions and indeed 
their own performance with 
regard to sustainable devel- 
opment in their countries. 

Your initiative in this 
matter would contribute 
usefully to deliberations at 
the Commission on Sustain- 
able Development which 
was established to monitor 
:“N”,;i$;~im~n;,ation of 
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