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Dr. Bert Bolin Maurice F. Strong
(Sweden) (Canada)

Professor Emeritus at the University of = Chairman of the Earth Council
Stockholm

As 1995 marked the 100th anniversary of the
birth of Kenji Miyazawa, excerpts from his lit-
erary works on nature were featured in the 1995
awards ceremony slide presentation. The boun-
tiful gifts of nature and humankind’s hopes for
the future were depicted in the photographs of
Takeshi Hosokawa, an eminent nature photog-
rapher.
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His Highness Prince Akishino and Her Highness
Princess Kiko at the congratulatory party.

The prizewinners receive
their trophies and certificates
of merit from Foundation
Chairman Jiro Furumoto.

Dr. Syukuro Manabe, the first
Blue Planet laureate, asks a ques-
tion from his seat in the audience
after Dr. Bolin’s lecture.
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Alf M. Vahlquist (left), ambassador of Sweden to Japan, and
Donald W. Campbell, ambassador of Canada to Japan, congrat-
ulate the award recipients.




Profile

Maurice F. Strong

Chairman of the Earth Council

Professional Activities

196670 Left the private sector to head Canada’s International Development Assistance
Program and subsequently guided its growth into the Canadian International
Development Agency

1969  Served as visiting professor at York University, Toronto

1970-72 Served as secretary-general of the UN Conference on the Human Environment

1973-75 Served as executive director of UNEP, Nairobi, Kenya

1976-84 Held top positions at major corporations, including president, chairman, and CEO of
Petro-Canada ‘

1985-86 Served as undersecretary-general of the United Nations and executive coordinator of
the UN Office for Emergency Operations in Africa

198690 Held the position of chairman at Strovest Holdings, Inc., and served on the boards of
several utilities and natural resource related corporations | '

1990-92 Served as secretary-general of the 1992 UN Conference on Environment and
Development (the Earth Summit)

1992-95 Chairman and CEO of Ontario Hydro, North America’s largest utility

1995—~  Appointed senior advisor to the president of the World Bank ,

1997  Under-Secretary General and Executive Coordinator for United Nations Reform

Maurice F. Strong served as secretary-general of the UN Conference on the Human
Environment, the United Nations’ first international conference on the environment, which
was held in 1972 in Stockholm. Twenty years later he was again called upon by the United
Nations to organize the 1992 UN Conference on the Environment and Development in Rio de
Janeiro. As secretary-general of both conferences, Mr. Strong smoothed the way for important
environmental initiatives, including Agenda 21.

Prior to 1970, Mr. Strong spent many years in the business world and in the Canadian gov-
ernment, and from 1972 to 1992 he served in various capacities at the United Nations. He was also
active as chairman of Canada’s government-owned oil company, Petro-Canada, and served as a
director of many utilities and natural resource related corporations worldwide. Widely acclaimed
in academic circles, Mr. Strong is the recipient of honorary doctorates from 40 universities.

Today, Mr. Strong’s many activities include chairing the Earth Council, the World
Resources Institute, and other nongovernmental organizations. He also serves as Under-
Secretary General and Executive Coordinator for United Nations Reform and Senior Advisor
to the President of the World Bank. Thanks to Mr. Strong’s untiring efforts, environmental
issues now rank high on political and business agendas worldwide. In all his many undertak-
ings, Mr. Strong has steadfastly supported the concept of sustainable development.
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Essay
The Rio +5 Forum:;

Taking the Earth Summit from Agenda to Action

Maurice F. Strong

April 1997

Many dedicated organizations and individuals are committed to the Earth Summit’s goal of
sustainable development, including finding innovative ways to reduce pollution and use our
natural resources more wisely. Indeed, some remarkable progress has been made, particularly
at the local level, where much of the basic work in implementing Agenda 21 must be done. But
far too many governments, companies, institutions, communities, and citizens have yet to
make the choices and changes necessary to advance the mutually reinforcing goals of sustain-
able development. That is why the Rio +5 Campaign was launched and the Rio +5 Forum was
held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, from March 13 to 19, 1997.

Rio +5 was coordinated by the Earth Council in partnership with a broadly representa—
tive group of other civil society organizations. The Earth Council is an international non-
governmental organization established in San José, Costa Rica, as a result of the Earth Summit
in 1992. The Earth Council promotes and advances the worldwide implementation of the Earth
Summit agreements. We do this by raising public awareness of the issue of sustainable devel-
opment, facilitating public participation in relevant decision-making processes, and building
needed cooperation between governments and the important representatives of civil society,
who must participate directly in all aspects of this effort.

The key goal of Rio +5 was to forge new alliances and set in motion new initiatives to
move the sustainable development pledges of the 1992 Earth Summit “from Agenda to
Action.” To that end, the Forum aimed to develop recommendations for regional and global
governance of sustainable development to present to the United Nations Commission on
Sustainable Development (UNCSD) in April and to the subsequent Special Session of the UN
General Assembly in June 1997. Rio +5 was specifically designed as an opportunity for civil
society institutions and actors to provide input to the parallel review processes of the UN,
much the same way thousands of nongovernmental organizations participated in the “peo-
ples’” summit, the Global Forum, during the United Nations Earth Summit in 1992.

Among others, the Earth Council was joined in this extraordinary endeavor by the
World Resources Institute, the ‘Women’s Environmental and Development Organization, the
World Conservation Union, the World Business Council for Sustainable Development, the
International Council of Scientific Unions, the Brazilian NGO Forum and the Brazilian
Foundation for Sustainable Development. Members of the National Councils for Sustainable
Development from 66 nations, as well as some 450 representatives from business, industry, cit-
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izen groups, nongovernmental organizations, philanthropies, international financial institu-
tions and United Nations agencies also participated.

All of the organizations that took part in this effort share the fundamental concern that
despite progress in many areas, the world has failed to make sufficient progress towards
achieving the vision of the Earth Summit: an environmentally sustainable and socially equi-
table global economy. The passage of nearly five years has witnessed a waning in the excite-
ment and momentum initially generated by the Earth Summit. Through the Rio +5 Campaign
and Forum, and in the period immediately following, the Earth Council will reinforce and revi-
talize commitment to the agreements reached at the Earth Summit as the issues that were
raised in Rio and the challenges it addressed have not diminished.

A particular disappointment since the Earth Summit has been the fact that most of the
industrialized countries will not meet the initial targets set for reduction of carbon dioxide
emissions. And developing countries.have reason to be especially disappointed that the “new
and additional resources” identified at Rio as essential to enable them to make the transition to
sustainable development have not been forthcoming. A welcome exception has been J apan, as
the leading provider of Official Development Assistance and the strongest supporter of the
Global Environmental Facility, the only new financing mechanism to emerge from the Earth
Summit. On the whole, despite significant progress in some areas since Rio, the processes of
environmental deterioration continue while its underlying causes persist—continued growth in
the human population and in the scale and intensity of human activity.

On the positive side, many developing countries have responded positively to the results
of the Earth Summit and some, like China, have enacted their own national versions of Agenda

21 despite the fact that the additional international funding they had expected as a result of Rio
has not materialized. Most encouraging is the progress that has been made at the level of busi-
ness and civil society. Professional societies, notably engineers, architects and educators, have
made a commitment to sustainable development. Some 1,800 cities and towns are developing
their local versions of Agenda 21. Important industrial sectors, including the road transport
industry and the tourism and travel industry, have developed their own Agendas 21. A recon-
stituted and expanded World Business Council for Sustainable Development with a growing
number of regional and national counterparts, is leading the moyement to sustainable devel-
opment within the business community.

Some 100 National Councils for Sustainable Development, bringing together represen-
tatives of both government and civil society, have been established in every region of the world
as primary instruments for implementation of the results of Rio in their own countries. These
National Councils for Sustainable Development were at the core of the Rio +5 process. I am
particularly pleased that Japan has recently taken steps to form its National Council, which par-
ticipated with some 90 other National Councils in Rio +5. Many of these countries produced
valuable National Reports for the Forum.

The forum also called for establishment of a Global Environmental Organization, build-
ing on the foundations of the United Nations Environment Program, with a status and strength
equivalent to that of the major international trade and economic organizations. The first meet-
ing of the Earth Charter Commission also produced a benchmark draft of the Earth Charter,
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which it presented at Rio +5 and the participating organizations undertook to take a lead in
ensuring its wide dissemination and promotion of consultations and dialogue by people
throughout the world, which will be the source of the credibility and authority of the Charter
when it is presented to the United Nations in the year 2000.

Five years after Rio, at the Rio +5 Forum, we were presented with an opportunity to pin-
point the obstacles which need to be overcome if the agreements reached at the Earth Summit
are to be fulfilled and extended.

Today, the demographic, social, and economic forces that drive unsustainable develop-
ment remain dominant. Although the conventional approach to development has been highly
successful at expanding economic activity, it has not proved to be a panacea for all of the
world’s people or for generating a sustainable future for the planet. It has yet to benefit many
countries. Although economic development remains at the top of most nations’ political
agenda, it has failed to reduce income differences or satisfy the basic needs of the world’s poor-
est one billion people. Making a real difference in the lives of these people requires a revital-
ized commitment to Agenda 21 and the vision of Earth Summit—a formidable challenge, yes,
but as Rio +5 has made clear, still within reach.

Now we must focus our collective efforts on the next phase of work: putting sustainable
development into practice, particularly at the level of civil society, so that 10 years from now,
the world will be a more sustainable place.

Achieving this vision will require the development and strengthening of indicators,
tools, operational policies, business practices, institutional arrangements, public understand-
ing, and commitment. Fortunately, we do not have to start from scratch. Many of the best
achievements outlined above are participatory in their design and action, involving citizens,
civic organizations and governments, nongovernmental organizations, businesses, labor
unions, and other stakeholders.

In building sustainable development from the ground up, all sectors of civil society, as
well as business and government, have essential roles to play in applying its principles. It is
only through unrelenting follow-up and implementation that the vision of the Earth Summit—
so enthusiastically proclaimed and welcomed the world over—can be fulfilled.
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Lecture

Japan: Leading the World to

a Sustainable Civilization
Maurice F. Strong

I think those of you who know me know that the lecture platform is not my natural habitat. I
am a practitioner, an operator, one who tries to translate the guidance that scientific leaders like
Dr. Bolin give us into practical measures and actions. And I want again to say what a great priv-
ilege it was yesterday to receive the honor of the Asahi Glass Foundation’s Blue Planet Prize.

Lalso have to say that this is a very auspicious place to be delivering these lectures, con-
sidering my lifetime of association with the UN and, indeed, a long association with the UN
University, and a great friendship with Rector de Souza.

I'am also particularly delighted to return to the land of the rising sun. Since my very first
visit here more than 40 years ago, I have developed a strong affinity for this precious and dis-
tinctive land, and an immense admiration and affection for its exceptional people. During my
first visit here, which was very much in the rural parts of Japan, I was deeply impressed by the
dedication, the resourcefulness, and the resilience of the J apanese in rebuildin g their war-shat-
tered society. I’ve spent a great deal of my time over the years in rural Japan, and I’ve come to
appreciate that much of the strength and the character of the Japanese people, and the distinc-
tiveness of Japan’s culture and value system, is rooted in the lives of its farmers and villagers,
in the spirit of musubi.

One of the first things that I came to admire about Japan was not its great economic
growth, but the respect of the Japanese people for nature and the profound degree to which this
isreflected in Japanese art, poetry, and culture. While this reverence for nature, it must be said,
has to some degree been subordinated to Japan’s commitment to economic growth in the post-
World War II period, it nevertheless remains at the core of Japanese traditional culture and
value systems. And I'm encouraged by the signs I see today of revitalization of Japan’s deep
affinity with nature, and the fact that the current generation of Japanese young people in fact
is rediscovering this affinity. When I visited Japan in preparation for the first World
Environmental Conference held in Stockholm in 1972, a heavy pall of gray, polluted air hung
over Tokyo, making it no longer possible, most of the time, to see Mount Fuji from the Tokyo
television tower. And I've seen the resolute and effective manner with which J apan dealt with
these problems, reducing levels of air and water pollution more than any other industrialized
country. But I'm sure my Japanese friends would be the first to say that there are still many
problems yet to tackle.

Improvement in air and water quality, though, is evident everywhere today, and one can

"The Commemorative Lectures were held at the United Nations University in Tokyo.
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now see Mount Fuji again from the Tokyo Tower, though they have kept me so busy during this
trip that I have not been able to do so this time. At the same time, Japan’s awareness of its
dependence on external supplies of energy and raw material, which became acutely evident
during the oil shock of the late 1970s, was an opportunity for Japan to achieve the highest level
of efficiency in the use of energy and raw materials of any major industrial nation. And again
as I come to Japan today, I see Japan confronting the consequences of the worst economic slow-
down it has experienced since World War II. And I am confident that it will again make the
adjustments and apply the lessons of this experience to the task of ensuring that Japan will con-
tinue to be a prime leader in shaping the future of the human community in the 21st century.

No country is more vulnerable to a breakdown in the sustainability of the world econ-
omy than Japan. Japan cannot have a secure and sustainable future in an insecure and unsus-
tainable world. There is, therefore, a strong incentive for Japan to be the world leader in sus-
tainable development, to be the first country to make its economy truly sustainable in
environmental, social, as well as economic terms. The progress it has made to date has laid the
foundations for this. But it will take a good deal of resolute work and commitment to build on
these foundations.

In April of 1992 I had the great privilege of addressing the Eminent Persons’ Meeting
on Financing Global Environmental and Development Issues, just on the eve of the Earth
Summit. And I have to say that meeting made a very important contribution to the positive
results of the Earth Summit. And I want here to record my profound gratitude to the three emi-
nent Japanese leaders who co-chaired that event: Mr. Noboru Takeshita, Mr. Toshiki Kaifu,
and Mr. Gaishi Hiraiwa. Their leadership meant a tremendous amount to the Earth Summit and
its follow-up. Again last October they hosted the Tokyo Conference on Environment Action,
which made a number of important proposals, including one for the establishment of the
National Council for Sustainable Development in Japan, and an International Strategic Policy
Research Institute for Sustainable Development here.

Japan’s capacity for leadership is reflected nobly and practically in the Asahi Glass
Foundation’s own guiding principle, to contribute to the creation of a richer, more vibrant
society and civilization, and in its recognition of the fact that the global environment is the
most important topic as humanity moves toward the 21st century. I am persuaded that the 21st
century will be decisive for the human species, for all of the evidences of environmental degra—
dation that we have seen to date have occurred at levels of population and human activity that
are much less than they will be in the period ahead. Theoretically, one can make a case that
these problems will be manageable. But in practice, to manage them would require a degree
of social discipline and cooperative management that only a few of the more successful mod-
ern societies like Japan have thus far evidenced. In many countries of the world, and particu-
larly in some of the newer developing countries, the political and institutional structures are
fragile and vulnerable.

In my view, the only answer is a new global partnership for security and sustainability.
This would not require world government, but a world system of governance and management.
It would require agreement on the fundamental boundary conditions that all nations and peo-
ple must respect to ensure that our collective behavior does not transgress the thresholds of
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safety required to ensure our common survival and well being. We don’t have to agree on
everything, we don’t have to be homogenous. But we do have to agree on those limits, those
boundary conditions that we must all respect for our common survival and well being. This
will require a major extension and strengthening of the system of partnerships that is now
emerging within civil society, as well as a new impetus to strengthening the multilateral sys-
tem of institutions through which governments cooperate. As we mark the 50th anniversary of
those institutions, particularly the United Nations, the need for them has never been more
compelling. But the will to support them has never been weaker since the time of their creation.

One institutional driver that we think of today on the eve of the APEC meeting here in
Japan is, of course, the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation, an institution that is helping to
influence and promote sustainable development in the Asia-Pacific region. The intensification
of economic growth and integration within the APEC region will clearly have very broad and
far-ranging environmental impacts. '

At times when so few nations are meeting their commitment to contribute 0.7% of their
gross national product (GNP) for official development assistance, I want to commend Japan as
the No. 1 provider of development assistance. However, as you know, the ratio of Japan’s
overseas development assistance (ODA) to GNP is still relatively low, about 0.25%. By share
of GNP, then, Japan, despite its good record in all, would still be only No. 12 among the
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) donors.

I'd like to mention the non-governmental role in respect to Japan’s activities. Japanese
non-governmental organization (NGO) aid to developing countries is only slightly more than
1% of its ODA. A particularly encouraging development, though, is the creation in May 1993
of the Japan Fund for Global Environment to support environmental activities of NGOs. It has
already supported, I understand, more than 400 projects amounting to some ¥1.6 billion. And
I'hope that there will be further additions to this budget and a strengthening of this very promis-
ing organization, which basically is an instrument for strengthening the kinds of partnerships
which I believe are so important. And I see encouraging signs in Japan of an increasing inter-
est among universities, professional associations, and other nongovernmental actors in extend-
ing their interests and activities, and sharing their skills with the international community, par-
ticularly the developing countries.

May I say that the world community today needs a greater and more active involvement
by Japan’s non-governmental actors. And I hope that Japan in its own distinctive way will
develop more effective mechanisms for doing this. I find that Japan is sometimes left out of
some of these initiatives and only brought in later on, because those developing these initiatives
outside don’t always know where to plug into Japanese society, they don’t know where to con-
nect, they don’t know which are the appropriate institutions. I would invite our Japanese
friends in your own way to improve and develop these mechanisms so that you can be in at the
beginning, where we need you, where your ideas and contributions are needed to shape these
initiatives and not just to wait to be asked to respond to them. We don’t need just a Japan that
can say “no,” we also need a Japan that can say “‘yes” without waiting for everybody else to say

Japan’s economy has come from being historically one of the most self-sufficient
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nations on earth with little contact with the outside, to one of the most dependent, the least self-
sufficient, relying to such a great extent on imports of petroleum and other raw materials to sus-
tain the economy and on exports for its economic performance. It is, therefore, intrinsically
unsustainable and more dependent than most on a secure and sustainable political and eco-
nomic system. It is therefore in Japan’s own interest, as well as that of the world community,
for Japan to continue to assume the international leadership and responsibilities that inevitably
accompany its economic strength. It is also essential to assure the future security of Japan and
the sustainability of its economy.

Less than three and a half years after the Earth Summit, it is still too early to pronounce
final judgment on its ultimate results. After all, Rio called for fundamental changes in our eco-
nomic life, and fundamental change does not come quickly or easily. Nevertheless, it has to be
said that the process of following up and implementing the results of Rio by governments has
in many respects been disappointing. But there have been bright spots, and Japan is one of
those bright spots. You enacted a new basic environmental law that I commend as highly pro-
gressive. And you have increased your development assistance in the environmental field, in
particular.

Some other nations have also moved to implement the agreements made at Rio. In May
1994, your great neighbor China launched its own national Agenda 21 in response to Rio’s
agenda, and it is one of the most extensive and comprehensive of any national sustainable
development agenda. But in some countries, notably the United States, there has been a reces-
sion in the political will for change ignited at Rio, accompanied by a movement to reverse,
even, some of the progress made between Stockholm and Rio.

I firmly believe that the risks that we face in common from the mounting dangers to the
environmental natural resource and life support systems of our planet are far greater as we
move into the 21st century than the risks we face or have faced in our conflicts with each other.
And these risks can only accelerate as the levels of population and human activity continue to
grow in the period ahead. All people and nations have, in the past, been willing to accord high-
est priority to the measures required for their own security. We must now give the same kind
of priority to ensuring the security and sustainability of the life-support systems of our earth.
This will clearly take a major shift in the current political mindset and the priorities for allo-
cating resources. Necessity will compel such a shift eventually. The question is whether we can
really afford the costs and risks of waiting. We have become addicted to a wasteful and destruc-
tive mode of economic growth that is not sustainable.

I am an economic practitioner myself, running a great utility company, so I feel it—I am
part of this system—trying to change it from within. But I am convinced that our pattern of
economic growth is like a cancer that is eating away at the vital organs of our society. By the
time its symptoms become more acute, it may well be irreversible. Significantly, a new gener-
ation of enlightened leaders is emerging in both business and government who realize that our
present industrial system is not viable, that we must make a fundamental transition to a sus-
tainable economy. Some of you will recall the report to the Rio conference which I commis-
sioned, headed by the Swiss industrialist Stephan Schmitai and involving some 50 other chief
executive officers, including some of your leading executives. Their book, Changing Course,
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called for fundamental changes in our industrial life based on eco-efficiency, or efficiency in
the use of energy and resources, and in the prevention, disposal, and recycling of waste. Eco-
efficiency is good for business, as well as for the environment. It must ultimately lead to a new
industrial ecology in which wastes are reused or contained within closed-circuit industrial sys-
tems. This is essential, and it does not mean a diminishment in our economic life, but a reori-
entation. And those who see in this the new opportunities that it creates will be at the forefront
of the new eco-industrial revolution.

I know the Japanese businessmen are keenly aware of these possibilities. Japanese
industry is facing formidable challenges but is responding to them with typical realism, fore-
sight, and determination. Through Keidanren’s Global Environmental Charter and the guide-
lines of MITI, Japanese business leaders are demonstrating that they are not only on the lead-
ing edge of technology, but also in the vanguard of environmental awareness and action.

Energy is at the center of the environment-development nexus. Already, consumption
of commercial energy by the developing countries of Asia is growing faster than in OECD
countries. And the World Energy Council’s task force on energy for tomorrow’s world esti-
mates that by 2020 developing countries will need some $30 trillion in new investment to
meet their energy needs. This is nearly 50% greater than the entire world GNP, clearly an
impossible prospect in economic terms and also in environmental terms.

We still do not have environmentally sound alternatives to fossil fuels. I know as one
who has to take decisions on our future energy supplies how difficult it is to create a good bal-
ance of choice. Nuclear has attractions, but it also has some disadvantages. These are not easy
choices. That is why energy efficiency is so essential. My own corporation, Ontario Hydro, has
made a massive commitment to energy efficiency and has joined with others to create a Global
Energy Efficiency Collaborative to foster energy efficiency throughout the world. In Japan
you’ve done a good job. You use only about half the amount of energy for a unit of GDP than
is used in the U.S.A.

In the past three decades, we have become increasingly aware of a new set of risks to
our common future from the same processes of modernization and economic growth that have
created such unprecedented levels of wealth and well-being for the privileged minority of the
people on the planet, to whom most of its benefits have accrued. Yet, these risks are shared by
rich and poor alike and accentuate rich-poor differences, both within and among nations.

When preliminary news of the latest report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC), chaired by Dr. Bolin, appeared in our newspapers in Canada, there were some
people who were quick to point out that the evidence is not conclusive. True, but surely the
degree of scientific consensus is impressive, and surely, too, on an issue that affects the fate of
humankind we cannot afford to wait for the certainty of a post mortem, especially when most
of the things that we must do in the short term to avert the problem make good economic and
environmental sense, in any event, particularly energy efficiency. There were some in my own
country who suggested that Canadians really should not worry, as it might actually improve
Canada’s climate. And Canada’s climate can, in fact, do with some improvement. But to act
on this dubious premise would be both reckless and irresponsible.

As you know, Japan will host the third conference of the parties to the framework con-
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vention on climate change in 1997, just before the special session of the UN General
Assembly, which will review the results of the Rio Earth Summit after five years. And it will
represent a very essential opportunity to move the process of agreement very much forward
and faster than now. And the report of the IPCC will provide the basis for this.

Some 40 months have now passed since an unprecedented number of world leaders and
people representing every sector of civil society gathered in Rio to frame a new vision for a
secure and sustainable future of the human community. Now it didn’t do everything that we
wanted, but it did agree on two important framework conventions, on the Declaration of
Principles and a program to give effect to them, Agenda 21. Despite shortcomings, it’s still the
most comprehensive agreement for the future of our planet ever to be agreed upon by world
leaders. Ironically, the progress we have made in dealing with many of the most visible and
acute environmental problems of industrialized countries, as you have done here in Japan, is
fostering in some a growing sense of apathy and complacency. Some of you may have heard
of or read the recent book by Greg Easterbrook, the environmental journalist, called A Moment
- on the Earth, which strikes a responsive chord in many when he says that environmentalists
have been too pessimistic. But he also concedes that the progress that has been made in our
industrialized countries has come about largely as a result of government regulation and incen-
tives. And rather than providing a pretext for getting rid of these regulations and incentives, it
provides evidence that they are in fact what is necessary to produce change.

If the sense of common risk, then, is too distant and remote at this stage to drive con-
certed action, it is important that we make a stronger case for the positive elements of common
interest, which can derive from a new sense of partnership, or what I call cooperative stew-
ardship. Again, the Rio agreements, particularly Agenda 21, and the conventions on climate
change and biodiversity, provide the basic framework for this partnership. The need for such
new partnerships was highlighted by the Commission on Global Governments, co-chaired by
Prime Minister Carlsson of Sweden and former Commonwealth Secretary General Sir Sridath
Rampath. A wide variety of new governmental actors is now emerging and leading the
processes of change and the development of the new complexes of partnerships necessary to
effect change. In a thoughtful article in the summer 1994 issue of Foreign Affairs, Lester
Salmon compared the growth in numbers and influence of voluntary nongovernmental orga-
nizations in the last half of this century with the emergence of the nation-state system in the
18th century. This is a process that is clearly occurring in Japan, but again will occur in rela-
tion to the distinctive nature of Japanese society.

Many of the seeds planted are beginning now to bear fruit in a proliferation of initiatives
by various civil society actors and grassroots organizations. Let me just mention a few. The
Business Council for Sustainable Development has been expanded and reconstituted as the
World Business Council for Sustainable Development, including some 120 of the world’s
principal business leaders. Some 15 million engineers have committed themselves to sustain-
able development and their own Agenda 21 through the World Engineering Partnership for
Sustainable Development. A process launched in The Hague, Netherlands, is picking up on an
important piece of unfinished business from Rio to produce an earth charter for presentation
to the United Nations in 1997 with the object of having it accepted by governments by the year
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2000. On the initiative of the International Union of Local Authorities, in partnership again
with the Earth Council, some 1,600 cities and towns have established their own community
partnerships to launch their own local Agenda 21. The World Tourist and Travel Council and
the World Tourist Organization, together with the Earth Council, recently launched in London
an Agenda 21 for the tourist industry, which is the world’s largest single industry. One of the
most promising results of Rio has been the establishment of National Councils for Sustainable
Development in some 100 countries, bringing together representatives of government and the
various sectors of civil society in a new species of public-private partnership type organization,
which I very much hope will soon arise in some fashion here in Japan.

The Earth Council, which has been associated with most of the initiatives that I have just
mentioned, is in the business of developing partnerships, linking people at the grassroots and
community level with the larger policy- and decision-making processes which affect them. Its
headquarters in San Jose, Costa Rica, a developing country, links together some 30,000 part-
ner organizations around the world—some of the largest, yes, but also many very small local
grassroots organizations.

The more rapidly developing countries of Asia and Latin America, what I call the New
South, are leading the revitalization of the global economy, challenging its domination by the
traditional industrialized countries, and reshaping the geopolitical landscape. And I don’t need
to say that if these countries continue to grow, particularly as we have grown, they will bring
us beyond the safe thresholds of the environmental margins that we must respect for a sus-
tainable future. Indeed, the immense geopolitical implications of this shift of economic power
have not yet begun to be reflected in the existing world order. And I’'m sure that I can say with
a sobering degree of confidence that our environmental future will in fact be largely settled in
developing countries. Paradoxically, these threats will come not only from their rapid eco-
nomic progress, but also from the other extreme of poverty, which continues to afflict these
countries. The gaps between rich and poor, privileged and underprivileged, are deepening both
within and among societies, and this if not reversed will inevitably lead to greater social ten-
sions and potential for conflict. The Economist, hardly a radical publication, recently said in a
review of the world economy that one of Karl Marx’s main premises may yet be validated in
the emergence of a new rich-poor war.

I'don’t want to give you a catalog of doom and gloom. But I do want to make the point
that there are evidences everywhere of the fact that even at present levels of population and
human activity we are effecting vast amounts of damage—immediate damage to our environ-
ment, and long-term deterioration of the conditions that make life possible, notably in terms
of global climate. To effect fundamental change, we need a new set of partnerships between
North and South—not just a new set of dependency relationships, but true partnerships. These
must be based on the understanding that our future is being decided to a large extent in the
South, and that the South’s future depends very much on our setting an example of sustain-
ability in our own economies and in our own behavior as nations, individuals, and enterprises.
Japan is a major source of private capital for developing countries, as well as development
assistance. And Japan, I hope, will join the process that a number of us have initiated of trying
to develop guidelines and criteria for the greening of private capital and for new and innova-
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tive ways of raising funds for sustainable development. Foreign aid is no longer sufficient. We
have to find new ways. A voluntary green tax on products from developing countries is one that
the Earth Council is trying to launch. We’re also trying to launch a new global environment
trading system to provide a mechanism for trading CO» emission permits, so that the monies
available to reduce emissions can be spent in the places where they will buy the most reduc-
tion, and that’s normally in the developing countries.

There is an intrinsic complementarity between the economies of developing countries
and the economy of Japan. And there will be an increasing degree of interdependence between
Japan and the developing world in the period ahead. This is an area in which Japan’s leader-
ship is needed and would be welcomed by the world community. Leading the world toward the
establishment of a sustainable civilization in the 21st century would surely be fully consistent
with Japan’s national character, its values, its traditional respect for nature, and its objective
interests. What finer challenge, what more noble role could there be for a nation and a people
that have shown such remarkable ingenuity, perseverance, and resourcefulness in building one
of the world’s truly great nations?
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