
ISSN (Print): 2328-3734, ISSN (Online): 2328-3696, ISSN (CD-ROM): 2328-3688 
 

              

American International Journal of 
Research in Humanities, Arts  
and Social Sciences 
               

 

         
 

AIJRHASS 14-626; © 2014, AIJRHASS All Rights Reserved                                                                                                  Page 92 

AIJRHASS is a refereed, indexed, peer-reviewed, multidisciplinary and open access journal published by 
International Association of Scientific Innovation and Research (IASIR), USA 

(An Association Unifying the Sciences, Engineering, and Applied Research) 

 

 

Available online at http://www.iasir.net 

 

 

 

UN - ENVIRONMENTAL SUMMITS: THE NORTH-SOUTH 

RESPONSES. A CASE STUDY OF INDIA AND BRAZIL 
 

Ms. JOSEPHINE DIAS 

Associate Professor in Geography, Government College of Arts, Science and Commerce,  

Quepem, Goa, INDIA. 

 

  
I. Introduction 

Environmental ‘mega-conferences’ are distinct from other conferences on individual environmental issues in a 

number of ways. They address the overall trajectory of human development and its relationship to the 

environment. They take a broader overview of complex environment and development issues over a longer time 

frame, than is normal in national or regional policy negotiations. Hence they are consequently preceded by years 

of preparations and negotiations and are held less frequently and are large scale in every sense attracting the 

participation of heads of state and thousands of individuals and groups and therefore capture the attention of the 

world’s media. In 1972, the Stockholm conference marked the beginning milestone in the arena of environment. 

Subsequently in 1982 the UN (UNEP) meet in Nairobi for Stockholm+10 had a little follow up. The 1992 Rio 

Summit redefined the issues identified at Stockholm and took a broader agenda covering the ‘Rio Declaration’ 

and latter the ‘Agenda21’.This was followed by 2002 Johannesburg Summit on ‘Sustainable Development’. 

However, history shows that they did not produce many hard and fast regulations protecting the environment, 

but they did promote a long and slow change in attitudes. ‘Agenda 21’is a prime example of how an 

environmental mega-conference can provide global leadership to the lower tiers of governance. Taking a quick 

look at the comparative and analytical perspective, back home Globalization and Liberalization demanded rapid 

development from India and Brazil and were therefore forced to ignore environmental issues and join the rat 

race. Hence the concept of ‘sustainable development’ had been difficult to implement back home.  

Nations of the world did have a paradigm of global vision in the 1950s. That vision is fast fading out with each 

passing year. Every country in the North is worried about losing out and has therefore, entered into a mania of 

production and consumption, resulting in a mania of resource exploitation. This is a permanent phenomenon and 

terrible. It’s frightening if as a world we are dismissive of the equity of global space and resources. What is 

needed is not just a change in the financial situation by a few points, but an entire change in our concerted 

Abstract: Incredibly, it will be now forty-two years since the first United Nations Environmental 

Conference held at Stockholm in 1972, when the question of the ‘environment’ first caught the global 

attention of world leaders and common man. At that point of time, at Stockholm, among the participating 

developing nations from the South and South-East, India was the only nation whose then Prime Minister 

Mrs. Indira Gandhi was the only leader to attend the world meet and made the famous phrase, “poverty is 

the biggest polluter”, which was interpreted in many ways. Developing nations at that point of time were 

trying to articulate what ‘environment’ meant for them and how development would alter the delicate 

‘population: resource’ ratio which led to environment degradation. However at Rio in 1992, twenty years 

later, these developing nations sobered down and decided to put their foot down and assert their path to 

sustainable development. 

The recent Rio+20 Summit came at a crucial time when the world is facing a financial crisis, peaking oil 

prices, and when the world is in danger of losing its development dividend. The poor, who are already 

living on the margins of survival, are even more vulnerable with each natural disaster. The gain of 

development investment are now lost. So, on the one hand, the world has to reinvest the growth paradigm 

because it is costing growth itself. On the other hand, the world has to reinvest growth for it is costing the 

planet. Since the 1972 Stockholm Conference, one notable environmental destruction that took place was 

the rampant deforestation. Brazil and other Latin American nations including India witnessed 

unprecedented cutting of tropical forests, which led to a new series of natural disasters and economic 

issues. By mid-80’s the destruction of the tropical rainforest became the focus of intense international 

concern, and at this time numerous Conferences exhibits and environmental revolutions were sponsored by 

environmental NGOs and the United Nation Environment Summits. 

The paper makes an attempt to give an analytical review of Brazil and India at the major United Nations 

Environment Conferences. 
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vision. We don’t attach much importance to short-term situations, but in the long run, if we aren’t committed to 

a more equitable order, we don’t see how we can continue surviving. Isn’t it ironic that when the West has won 

its greatest ideological battle-the collapse of the Soviet Union and the victory of democracy and the market- it is 

nervous about the changing scenario. The second irony is that if we go back to the global order that we as 

countries had established in 1944-45, those who had drafted the order had assumed that if we open up markets 

globally, it could settle all our disputes without recourse to violence. We tried to make the world a secure place, 

by building institutions. But today, having done this, we find our world more insecure than ever. This is a global 

failure. The gain of development investment are now lost. So, on the one hand, the world has to reinvest the 

growth paradigm because it is costing growth itself. On the other hand, the world has to reinvest growth for it is 

costing the planet. 

In view of all this, some nations who latter became the strong UN lobby thought of ‘sustainable development’ as 

the solution to rising crisis and that theme was laid at the heart of the UN Earth Summit processes that followed. 

The journey thence towards sustainable development had not been straightforward and was far from being fully 

achieved. In the last 40 years a whole series of events have brought us to the wide-ranging interpretation of 

sustainable development that we see today. The concept of sustainable development dates back a long way but it 

was at the UN Conference on Human Environment (Stockholm, 1972) that the international community met for 

the first time to consider global environment and development needs. The Conference led to the formation of the 

UN Environment Programme (UNEP). The Stockholm Declaration and Action Plan which were also produced 

defined principles for the preservation and enhancement of the natural environment and highlighted the need to 

support people in this process. The Conference indicated that ‘industrialized’ environmental problem, such as 

habitat degradation, toxicity and acid rain, were not necessarily relevant issues for all countries. In particular, 

development strategies, were not meeting the needs of the poorest countries and communities. However, it was 

the pending environmental problems that dominated the meeting and led to wider public environmental 

awareness.  

The famous book by Rachel Carson titled “The silent spring”, gave a foretaste of the current view that, if 

international mode of development continues along their present paths, the world was rapidly heading for a 

major breakdown. Thus, in 1980’s the UN came up with the Brundtland Commission which produced “Our 

Common Future”, or the well-known Brundtland Report, which framed much of what became the 40 chapters of 

Agenda 21 and the 27 principles of the Rio Declaration in 1992. This was followed by the 2002 World Summit 

on Sustainable Development at Johannesburg. The Summits also created an opportunity to address critical 

questions facing international institutions, such as the UN family, Bretton  Woods Institutions (World 

Bank/International Monetary Fund) and World Trade Organization, as regards their role in meeting globally 

sustainable development, as well as to address the cross-over and complimentarity between different 

international, national, regional and local bodies. 

In 1972 at Stockholm in Sweden, representatives of 113 of the world’s nations took the first step on a journey of 

hope for the future of our “Only One Earth” 

In 1992 at Rio de Janeiro in Brazil, representatives of more than 178 nations met to rekindle that hope and give 

it a new substance and impetus. For despite significant progress made since 1972 in many areas, the hopes 

ignited at Stockholm remained largely unfulfilled. 

In 2002 again at Johannesburg in South Africa, 100 heads of state met again to forge ahead but with little 

respite. 

In 2012, the Rio+20 Summit was been hoisted by Rio de Janeiro in Brazil for the second time and was attended 

by 192 heads of state. It had two main objectives i.e. to secure renewed political commitment for sustainable 

development, assess the progress to date and the remaining gaps in the implementation of the outcomes of the 

major summits on sustainable development and address new and emerging challenges. The Conference will 

focus on two interrelated themes.  

1. A green economy in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication.  

2. The institutional framework for sustainable development. 

At the Stockholm Conference when Brazil and India were mere spectators and the issue of Ozone depletion was 

mildly discussed. When the Ozone hole was first discovered as a threat and declared world wide in 1978, 

nations of the world took the matter lightly. At next UN Summit in Rio 1992 Ozone depleting substances were 

told to curtail upon. Brazil, India took stock of the same and tried to reduce the CFCs production in an earnest 

attempt towards the responses to Agenda 21 implementation. The hole has continued to grow steadily during the 

1980s and 1990s, though since early 2000 the growth reportedly leveled off. At Johannesburg 2002 matters 

were casually taken thus in 2006 the largest hole ever recorded at a size of 27.5 million square km as 

documented by NASA’s Earth-observing Aura satellite. Today, the Ozone hole above Antarctica is now as big 

as North America as claimed by scientist spanning about 25 million square km, reaching its maximum annual 

size on September 14th 2011 becoming the fifth largest on record.  

II. BRAZIL AND THE UN SUMMITS 
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At the historic Summit in Stockholm in 1972, Brazil was a mere bystander country. When issues of 

deforestation, CFCs, Ozone Hole were highlighted Brazil was immune to the issues. Under the aegis of 

colonialism and global economic expansion in the 19century, deforestation of vast areas in Brazil and other 

countries of the world took place. Deforestation came about for two general reasons, both related to the rapid 

growth of industry, trade and international capital exports in the 18
th

 century. One was the direct exploitation of 

timber resources for export, and the other, more important, was the clearing of woodlands for grazing and 

agriculture oriented to exports to the industrial countries. Two decades ago, Brazil was on the defensive on this 

critical front. Two decades later, Brazil played a leading role in environmental issues. From Rio de Janeiro in 

1992 to Bali in 2008, no major international discussion on the environment has occurred without Brazilian 

participation. Since than, a number of structural changes- linked to redemocratization and the growing 

involvement of civil society in the policy debate- have led Brazil to address environmental challenges in a 

proactive and transparent way, both domestically and abroad. In the international arena, the fact that Brazil has 

actively helped to negotiate and adhered to all multilateral instruments designed to ensure sustainable 

development speaks volumes about the country’s commitment to the responsible use of the environment.
1
 

This change was brought about by the sudden change in the nature of consumption and hence a gradual 

improvement in all the sectors was an essential feature for a better performance in the environmental area, 

which  led the way for rapid deforestation, severe soil erosion, watershed destruction, declining agricultural 

productivity, decline in genetic diversity, agricultural and industrial pollution, lack of clean water and air, the 

spread of deadly illnesses, and the general exhaustion of renewable resources, not to speak of repressive counter 

insurgency programs, pose grave threats. In turn, the ecological crisis and related struggles contributed to the 

developments of economic crisis and reformist and revolutionary movements in many parts of Latin America 

including Brazil.
2
 A related effect of such uneven development concerns mainly deforestation, and the leading 

contemporary example being the rapid destruction of tropical rainforests of Brazil and the unique flora and 

fauna that these forests nurture.
3
 On the other hand, Brazil sought ‘combined development’ which meant that 

capital seeks to combine social and economic forms in the most profitable way; for example, 21
st
 century 

technology with 19
th

 century political (including work) condition. In Latin America, this largely took the form 

of import-substitution industrialization during the 1950s, which was eventually replaced with economic policies 

of ‘export-oriented industrialization’. 

At this juncture, the Rio Summit in 1992 brought environment and development issues firmly into the public 

arena. Along with the Rio Declaration and Agenda 21 it led to agreement on two legally binding conventions.   

1. Biological Diversity and  

2. Framework Convention on Climate Change.  

It also produced a statement on Forest Principles. The Earth Summit gave rise to a number of positive responses 

including the emergence of thousands of local Agenda 21 initiatives and an enhanced political profile of 

environmental issues. It led to the formation of the Commission for Sustainable Development (CSD). 

BRAZIL- is a large country, ranking 5
th

 in the world in terms of area and population and 11
th

 in GNP. However, 

significant forest, water, and biodiversity resources are unevenly distributed throughout its territory and 

considerable imbalance exists in the social and economic conditions of the different, as well as between urban 

and rural population especially regarding personal income and access to basic services. For those reasons, the 

most noteworthy changes during the 1990-97 periods took place in the economic and social areas, along with a 

process of institutional reform that had its effects on public policies, including those related to the environment 

and point to more sustainable perspectives in the medium term. 

The environmental problem that attracted most international attention in Brazil in the 1980s was undoubtedly 

deforestation in the Amazon, of all Latin American countries, Brazil still has the largest portion (66%) of its 

territory covered by forests, but clearing and burning in the Amazon proceeded at alarming rates in the 1970s 

and 1980s. Most of the clearing resulted from the activities of ranches, including large corporate operations, and 

a smaller portion resulted from slash-and-burn techniques used by small farmers. Knowledgeable experts placed 

the level of accumulated deforestation at about 15% in 1996 as opposed to 12% in 1991.Desertification another 

important environmental problem in Brazil, only received international attention following the UN Conference 

in 1992. Basic environmental problems related to the lack of sanitation, which developed countries solved long 

ago, persist in Brazil. These problems are sometimes worse in middle sized and small cities than in large cities, 

which have more resources to deal with them. According to many critics, the economic crisis in the 1980s 

worsened environmental degradation in Brazil, because it led to overexploitation of natural resources, stimulated 

settlement in fragile lands in both rural and urban areas and weakened environmental protection. 

A. COMPLIANCES 

Brazil however, as a developing nation has shown the pioneering pathway by adopting the statutes laid down at 

the 1972 Conference and the subsequent Rio Summit in 1992 on its own soils. The Brazilian Constitution is 

                                                 
1  Patriota, Antonio de Aguiar., George Washington International Law Review., The 2008/2009 . 
2  Alier, 1991. 
3 Bunker, 1985. 



Josephine Dias, American International Journal of Research in Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences,  8(2), September-November, 2014, pp. 

92-103 

AIJRHASS 14-626; © 2014, AIJRHASS All Rights Reserved                                                                                                  Page 95 

perhaps the first of its kind in Latin America to delineate general principles, guidelines and laws to govern 

issues such as environment in keeping with the swiftly changing times. Environmental management was gaining 

momentum in the early half of the 1990s just before the threshold of the Rio Summit. Concern about the 

destruction of the tropical rain forests in the Amazon basin located in Brazil was one of the factors towards 

willingness to consider international agreements formerly regarded as prejudicial to national sovereignty. There 

also appeared to be a growth of environmental concern about environmental management of natural resources 

among the better-informed sections of the population in the developing countries including Brazil. However, 

this management required a commitment from the public at large and the government in general to achieve the 

desired results. Thus, efforts from the government side were most urgent to bring about the necessary grades in 

environment and its resource management. This led to the inclusion of ‘environment’ in the Constitution of 

Brazil. Being a nation which house one of the world’s most important bio-diversity hot-spots in the form of the 

Amazonian rain forest, Brazil has shown the way for other nations namely India which also houses another 

equally important biodiversity hot-spot in the Western Ghats and the lofty Himalayas. The IBSA Forum also 

greatly helps Brazil and India to deal on these issues at a very rational level. Besides this Brazil has actively 

participated in all the Summits that have followed suit after the Rio Summit.  

A look at the carbon reduction plans submitted by some major polluters to the UN in the month of January 2010, 

Brazil attempts to reduce emissions in the range of 36.1 percent to 38.9 percent by arresting deforestation of 

rainforests; using efficient farm practices; more bio-fuels; increasing energy efficiency.
4
 Today more than 50 

percent of Brazil’s energy comes from renewable sources-80 percent of is electricity is from hydroelectricity 

projects and use of ethanol as motor fuel is increasing. However, contradictory to this, dozens of power stations 

burning natural gas, fuel oil or coal have been built in recent years; critics complain that Brazil’s energy mix is 

now 30 percent dirtier than fifteen years ago. Hydro power stations in Amazonia seem a lesser evil than thermal 

power. Concessions to build more wind, solar and biomass projects are auctioned out but the contribution from 

these sources will be relatively small. A series of research projects aiming at producing hydrocarbons such as 

diesel, aviation fuel and petrochemicals from sugar cane juice is underway. ‘Second-generation’ projects to 

allow ethanol to be made from cellulose such as sugarcane waste and wood chips are also in the pipeline. 

IV. CONTEMPORARY ENVIRONMENTAL INITIATIVES: AN UPDATE 

Under the implementation of the Agenda 21 programme in Brazil certain areas received high, medium and low 

priorities. However, Chapter 8 on Integrating Environment and Development in Decision-making was given 

medium priority. High priority was accorded to Chapter 9 on the Protection of the Atmosphere, besides Chapter 

11 on Combating Deforestation. Medium National priority was given to Chapter 12 on Managing Fragile 

Ecosystems combating desertification and drought. However, very high priority was given to Chapter 15 on 

Conservation of Biological Diversity. High priority was also given to Chapter 17 on Protection of the Oceans, 

all kinds of seas, including enclosed and semi-enclosed seas, and coastal areas and the protection, rational use 

and development of their resources.
5
 Brazil is probably the first developing country that initiated a programme 

of laying down laws that govern environment. In fact, the different states within Brazil too laid down specific 

laws in this regard. On 9 November 2009, Sao Paulo Governor Jose Serra signed Law No.13.798 the Politica 

Estadual de Mudancas Climaticas or the State Climate Change Policy. The law commits the state to reduce its 

carbon dioxide emissions by 20 percent by 2020 using 2005 emissions as a baseline.
6
  

V. DRAWBACKS 

 Since Rio, a massive failure of implementation has been evident and the ecological debt by the Global North to 

the Global South has increased. The root causes of this are a neo-liberal trade agenda pursed at the WTO which 

failed to support sustainable development coupled to the assumption that corporations are helping deliver 

sustainable development when they are not. The biggest problem with the Rio Conference had been its petty-

mindedness. It has consistently refused to look into the basic processes that lead to environmental destruction. 

The world’s political leaders have shown great fear of the economic and political restructuring that such an 

approach would demand. Today it is time for Green Gadgets- though they were not very much in the spotlight, 

many scientists who were present in Rio had stressed that while the development of Science and Technology has 

been held responsible for the present ecological crisis, the solution too lie in the harnessing of science to meet 

the ecological needs of today. With the run up to the World Summit on Sustainable development (WSSD) at 

Johannesburg, leading business establishments across the globe scurried to portray their respective sectors as 

sustainable. And one such segment was the mining industry. Brazil and India are also leaders in the given 

sectors but have grave environmental consequences to face and suffer back home. According to an UNEP 

report, efforts to reduce the impact of business and industry on nature are falling short. Very few companies in 

each industry are actively integrating social and environmental factors into business decisions. Furthermore, 

improvements are being overtaken by economic growth and increasing demand for goods and services. 

VI. INDIA AND THE UN SUMMITS 

                                                 
4 DOWN TO EARTH (New Delhi), 16-28 February, 2010, p.9. 
5 http://www.un.org. Country Profile-Brazil. Accessed on 3 July 2010. 
6 For greater details see Art. 32 (1). 
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INDIA- India is among the top 12 mega centers of the world in terms of its genetic diversity. It has a wide range 

of geo-climatic conditions and a rich and varied flora and fauna, as well as a long standing tradition of 

environmental sensibility and concern that goes to the very roots of its millennia-old culture. Harmony with 

nature has been an integral part of the ethos of Indian society. The Prime Minister of India, Mrs.Indira Gandhi 

was the only foreign Head of state or Government to participate in the UN Conference in 1972, at a time when 

international concern over environmental issues was yet to fully crystallize. At that session she emphasized that 

the environmental concerns cannot be viewed in isolation from developmental imperatives of developing 

countries. India has consistently played an important role in the evolution of an international consensus to tackle 

major global environmental issues. It was an active participant in the process leading up to and culminating in 

the convening of the UN Conferences on Environment and Development in Rio in 1992 and the Earth Summit 

in 2002 at Johannesburg. The Rio Conference affirmed the importance of sustainable development, which 

encompasses both development and environmental protection. Agenda 21 adopted by the Rio meet, provided a 

blueprint on how to make development socially, economically sustainable.  

A. COMPLIANCES 
The Department of Environment was established in India in 1980 to ensure a healthy environment for the 

country. This later became the Ministry of Environment and Forests in 1985. The constitutional provision are 

backed by a number of laws-acts, rules and notifications. Thereafter, a large number of laws came into existence 

as the The EPA (Environment Protection Act), 1986 came into force soon after the Bhopal Gas Tragedy and is 

considered an Umbrella legislation as it fills many gaps in the existing laws.problems began arising, for example 

Handling and Management of Hazardous Waste Rules in 1989. Following is the list of the environment 

legislation in four categories, namely, General, Forest and Wildlife, Water and finally Air.
7
 

Directly or indirectly the efforts made by government as well as by people to reduce energy consumption have 

included, 

a. Emphasis of energy conservation. 

b. Promotion of renewable energy sources. 

c. Abatement of air pollution. 

d. Afforestation and wasteland development. 

e. Economic reforms, subsidy removal and joint ventures in capital goods. 

f. Fuel substitution policies. 

                                                 
7 1986-The Environment (Protection) Act.1986-The Environment (Protection) Rules. 

1989-The objective of Hazardous Waste (Management and Handling) Rules. 

1989-The Manufacture, storage, and Import of Hazardous Rules. 
1989-The Manufacture, Use, Import, Export and storage of hazardous Micro-organisms/Genetically Engineered Organisms or Cells Rules. 

1991-The Public Liability Insurance Act and Rules and Amendments. 

1995-The National Environmental Tribunal Act. 
1997-The National Environment Appellate Authority Act. 

1998-The Biomedical waste (Management and Handling) Rules. 

1999-The Environment (Sitting for Industrial Projects) Rules, 1999. 
2000-The Municipal Solid Wastes (management and Handling) Rules, 2000. 

2000-The Ozone Depleting Substances (Regulation and Control). 

2001-The Batteries (Management and Handling) Rules. 
2002-The Noise Pollution (Regulation and Control) (Amendment). 

2002-The Biological Diversity Act. 

2. Forest and Wildlife 

1927-The Indian Forest Act and Amendment, 1984. 

1972-The Wildlife Protection Act, Rules 1973 and Amendment 1991. 

1980-The Forest (Conservation) Act and Rules,. 1981. 
3. Water- 

1882-The Easement Act. 

1897-The Indian Fisheries Act. 
1956-The River Boards Act. 

1970-The Merchant Shipping Act. 

1974-The Water (Prevention and control of Pollution) Act.  
1977-The Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Cess Act. 

1978-The Water (Prevention and control of Pollution) Cess Rules. 
1991-The Coastal Regulation Zone Notification. 

4.Air- 

1948-The Factories Act and Amendment in 1987. 
1981-The Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act. 

1982-The Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Rules. 

1982-The Atomic Energy Act. 
1987-The Air (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Amendment Act. 

1988-The Motor Vehicles Act. -Environment policymaking in India- The process and its pressure, TERI report. 

Indian Environmental Legislations, list from the MOEF website. 

Strengthening Environmental Legislations in India, document by Centre for Environmental Law, WWF. 
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 The National Action Plan on Climate Change (NAPCC) was also launched by the government on 30 

June 2008. The NAPCC identifies measures that promote development objectives while also yielding co-

benefits for addressing climate change effectively. There are eight ‘National Missions’ which form the core of 

the national action plan. They focus on promoting understanding of climate change, adaptation and mitigation, 

energy, efficiency and natural resource conservation. Their 8 missions aim at,  

 National Solar Mission. 

 National Mission for Enhanced Energy Efficiency. 

 National Mission on Sustained Habitat. 

 National Water Mission. 

 National Mission for Sustaining the Himalayan Ecosystem. 

 National Mission for a Green India. 

 National Mission for Sustainable Agriculture. 

 National Mission on Strategic Knowledge for climate change.
8
 

The government of India in response to the Rio Summit and all the other Summits took comprehensive 

initiatives. In continuation of its efforts to strengthen wild life protection in India, the MoEF has prepared a 

Draft Wild Life (Protection) Amendment Bill 2000 on 22 June 2010. This Bill, which is the product of extensive 

consultations with a wide spectrum of stakeholders, is intended to greatly strengthen the existing provisions for 

penalties, traps, criminal procedures etc.  

The Tata Institute of Social Sciences (TISS, Mumbai) organized with the support of the ministry an international 

conference on “Global Carbon Budgets and Equity in Climate Change” on 28-29 June 2010. The conference 

discussed “equity”, a fundamental issue in climate change negotiations, from the perspective of carbon budgets. 

During the inaugural the minister for Environment and Forests Jairam Ramesh noted, “Ensuing that climate 

change deliberations are based on the principles of equity and fairness is of prime importance to India”.
9
 

Delegates from India, Brazil, Germany and UK attended this conference. The Defense Institute of High Altitude 

Research (DIHAR), in collaboration with MoEF, had organized a workshop on “National Mission on Sea 

Buckthorn in Leh (Ladakh) on 14 July 2010. Sea buckthorn is well-known for its health-promoting properties, 

and can play a crucial role in preventing soil erosion and help nitrogen fixation in cold, desert areas. The 

ministry had initiated to release summary of major initiatives in 2009-10. In 2009-10, the ministry started a 

number of initiatives and gave renewed impetus to several existing programmes. 

The Green India Mission Draft Document was released and it was followed by a national consultation on 24 

May 2010 in New Delhi. The ministry released a draft mission document for the National Mission for a Green 

India, one of the eight missions under the National Action Plan on Climate change. Among other initiatives, 

India has started a post-Copenhagen Domestic Action. It has also made a strong case for REDDt (Reducing 

Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation), to join the Oslo Forestry Partnership. Report on India’s 

GHG Emissions 2007 released along with the BASIC ministers discussed the roadmap to Cancun that 

emphasized equity on the 25 April 2010. Meanwhile, India alongside the BASIC countries calls for fast-tracking 

climate negotiations under UNFCCC. Delhi becomes first Indian state to launch action plan on climate change 

on 5 November 2009. India and China sign an agreement on climate change Cooperation on 21October 2009. 

The BLY was launched in New Delhi on 29 April 2010, and was conceived as CDM programme of activity 

(POA) for mass distribution of compact fluorescent lamps (CFLs) in India, has been registered from India and 

only third in the world. The programme enableS state electricity distribution companies to distribute CFLs at 

about Rs.15 per piece and in return take back working incandescent lamps (ICL), thus promoting energy 

efficient lighting. 

Also released was the draft regulatory framework for wetlands conservation for comments. The Pollution Index 

for major industrial clusters was also released in for 88 key industrial clusters in India, using a series of 

objective criteria. While releasing the report, Ramesh emphasized that the assessment must serve as a basis for 

enhanced and urgent action, especially in those clusters that are critically polluted. The National Green Tribunal 

bill is passed in Parliament on 5 May 2010, and intends to set up specialized environmental courts across the 

country. The Bill envisages the setting up of Green Tribunals comprising judicial and expert members to 

adjudicate substantial question of the environment, and award civil penalties. Finally, the Indira Paryavaran 

Bhawan, foundations were laid down in 2009. It will be the proposed MoEF building and a book was launched 

titled “Indira Gandhi on Environment and Forests” published by the Ministry of Environment and Forests.
10

 The 

legislation on Environment, Forests and Wildlife was updated in September 2009.
11

 

                                                 
8 http://pmindia.nic.in. Accessed on 9 April 2011. 
9 http://articles.manupatra.com accessed on 17 June 2011. 
10 http://moef.nic.in/modules/Fellowships_and_awards. Accessed on 5 July 2010.  
11 A. Water Pollution. 
B. Air Pollution. 

C. Environment Protection. 

Coastal Regulation Zone. 
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Unlike Europe, which was able to ease the pressure of its burgeoning population through colonial conquests in 

America and Australia, India had few options when countries like the US and Australia have limited 

immigration to a trickle. Partition further aggravated the situation for India when the best naturally irrigated 

lands went to Pakistan and Bangladesh. Even a cursory look at the map will demonstrate how Pakistan and 

Bangladesh are blessed with a unique natural network of rivers. Pakistan is ideally situated for the construction 

of modern dams and is a power surplus nation but its unyielding hostility towards India means that India cannot 

avail of those natural resources. Post Rio Summit in 1992 witnessed some important multi-lateral environmental 

agreements (MEAs) that were being negotiated and signed at different stages and at various moments of time. 

The UNFCCC, which belongs to the extended forum of MEAs, through its instruments of CoPs, under UN 

comprising of national governments, had given a clarion call for “Climate Summit” in Copenhagen in December 

2009 leading to derive climate negotiations beyond Kyoto Protocol that left an enduring impact on Global 

economy and on all our lives in terms of tackling climate change in favour of climatic injustice.One general 

observation that can be drawn about Indian environmental movements is that, it was mostly spear-headed by the 

women, for instance the first global Conference on Environment in Stockholm was attended by then Prime 

Minister Mrs. Indira Gandhi who also addressed the nations of the world at this international platform. The 

Chipko movement in the Gharwal Himalayas in Uttarakhand in March 1974 was led by the women of this area, 

similarly the famous Narmada Bachao Andolan led by Medha Patkar in 1986 are a few instances which indicate 

the female active environmental participation in India. Besides this, the Green, Blue and white Revolutions in 

India under taken by Indian farmers, fisherman and dairy folks has shown that local people are ready to 

incorporate environment friendly technology but it is the governing bodies and politics that plays grimy. 

Awareness among the elite people about the use of solar heaters, cookers, lamps is slowly picking up though 

highly viable in the Indian context is due to the high initial cost of installation, which means that the Western 

developed nations had been able to pass on the technology in communications but not in the basic amenities 

sectors thereby creating a continuous dependency on the developed nations.  

 

TABLE NO.1 
YEAR DATE  CO-

ORDINATOR 

COUNTRIES TOPIC NGOs HIGHLIGHTS 

 

LOGO 

1972 5th-16 

June 

Maurice 

Strong 

113 Human 

environment 

400 Declaration of 

26 Principles 
 

 
1992 3rd-14th 

June 
Maurice 
Strong 

172 Environment 
and 

Sustainable 

Development 

2400 Agenda 21 

 

2002 26thAug-

6thSept 

Daniel Mittler 100 Sustainable 

Development 

22000 Conference of 

Parties (COP) 

 

                                                                                                                                                        
Delegation of Powers. 
Eco-marks Scheme. 

Eco-sensitive zone. 

Environmental Clearance- General. 
Environmental Labs. 

Environmental Standards. 

Hazardous Substances Management. 
Loss of Ecology. 

Noise Pollution. 

Ozone Layer Depletion. 
Water Pollution. 

2-T Oil. 

Public Liability Insurance. 

National Environment Appellate Authority. 

National environment Tribunal. 

Animal Welfare. 
Wildlife. 

Forest Conservation. 

Biodiversity. 
IFS 

ALL 
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2012  Brice Lalonde 192 Agriculture 45000 The Future We 

Want 

 

TABLE NO. 2 
COUNTRY RURAL POPULATION % URBAN POPULATION % 

BRAZIL 17 87 

INDIA 72 26 

 

TABLE NO. 3 
CATEGORY BRAZIL INDIA 

Agriculture 7% 52.7% 

Permanent crops 1% 1.4% 

Meadows & Pastures 19% 4.2% 

Forest & Woodland 67% 21.6% 

Other uses 6% 9.9% 

Non-agriculture - 5.2% 

Cultivable waste - 5% 

Biodiversity 
Two Hotspots 

1.The Mata  
Atlantica 

2.Cerrado 

 

1.NE Himalayas 
2.Western Ghats 

 

VIII. INDIA HIGHLIGHTS 

 Many of India’s environmental controversies are a result of the high density of India’s population. One of the 

most interesting initiatives launched by the Indian government is the Bachat Lamp Yojana (BLY) which 

becomes world’s third CDM PoA. 

1. India sees the upcoming UN Conference on sustainable development (Rio+20) in 2012 as an 

opportunity to bring back global focus on the sustainable development agenda. India would work for 

securing a renewed political commitment for sustainable development, in particular the RIO principles 

and to situate Green Economy in the context of sustainable development poverty eradication and 

inclusive growth. 

2.  India would support an Institutional framework for sustainable development that ensures the primacy 

of poverty eradication.  

3. As part of the preparatory processes leading to Rio+20 Conference, India has hosted a Ministerial 

Dialogue in October 2011 on the Green Economy.  

4. India is a party to numerous multilateral environmental conventions which contribute to the protection 

of the environment and to sustainable development. These include the UN Framework Convention on 

Climate Change. The convention on Biological Diversity, the Vienna Convention on the Protection of 

the Ozone Layer, the Montreal Protocol on substances that deplete the Ozone layer, the Ramsar 

Convention on Wetlands of International importance, the Basel convention on the Transboundary 

Movement of Hazardous wastes, the Convention on Combating Desertification, and the convention on 

the International Trade in Endangered Species of wild flora and fauna.  

5.   India is also an active member of the Commission on Sustainable Development that was set up after the 

Rio Conference to monitor the implementation of Agenda 21. 

 6.   India believes that there must be equal attention to all the three Rio conventions on Climate Change, 

Biodiversity and Desertification if a meaningful implementation of the sustainable development 

framework for global growth and development has to be achieved.  

7.   India sees the finalization of the Access and Benefit sharing Protocol at the CBD Cop meeting in 

Nagoya, Japan in 2010 as a major step forward in this regard. It will now push for early 

implementation of the Access and Benefit Sharing Protocol to create an enabling environment for 

developing countries to get due benefits from their biotic resources. 

8.   India’s efforts at the UN Framework convention on Climate change are to ensure that the negotiations 

move forward expeditiously leading to an ambition, balanced and fair outcome in adhering to the 

principles of equity and common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities.  

9.   India also believes that a global understanding on GHG reduction must be preceded by a paradigm for 

equitable burden sharing and an equal sharing of atmospheric space for all human beings.  

10.   At the next UNFCCC CoP meeting in Durban, India will strongly push for a second commitment 

period of the Kyoto Protocol and seek to ensure that mitigation and adaptation actions are adequately 
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supported through the provisions of finances and access to technology in a manner affordable for 

developing countries. 

The result of the Johannesburg Summit have been critized in subsequent years as being too vague and for setting 

weaker goals than those agreed upon in previous summits. The resolutions passed at the summit also lack the 

provisions for substantial enforcement, making it difficult to assess what progress was actually made. NGOs 

such as the Global Peoples Forum and Friends of the Earth have set forth recommendations to strengthen the 

Johannesburg goals, and the Earth Charter Initiatives has proposed an Earth Charter as a replacement for the 

current political declaration. Whether or not the UN decide to make changes to the original Johannesburg 

documents, the real impact of the 2002 summit should become more clear in the coming decade. 

 Perhaps the most important common ground that was arrived at Rio was the understanding that we are all in 

this together. No place on the planet can remain an island of affluence in a sea of misery. We’re either going to 

save the whole world or no one will be saved. We must from here on in all go down the same path. One country 

cannot stabilize its climate in isolation. No country can unilaterally preserve its biodiversity. One part of the 

world cannot live an orgy of unrestrained consumption while the rest destroys its environment just to survive. 

Neither is immune from the effects of the other. 

IX. RIO SUMMIT LANDMARKS 

1. One of the important achievements achieved by the Rio Conference was the submission of the Country 

Profile Series by the participant countries.  

2. The impact of the 1992 Rio Earth Summit is difficult to overestimate; it provided a primary foundation for the 

Precautionary Principle and fostered an agreement on the climate change convention (UNFCCC) which in turn 

led to the Kyoto Protocol. The 20
th

 anniversary of the Earth Summit will be marked by the UN Conference on 

Sustainable Development in Rio de Janeiro. 

2. Agenda 21 adopted at the UN Conference at Rio in1992, underscored the important role that states play in the 

implementation of the Agenda at the national level. It recommends that states consider preparing national 

reports and communicating the information therein to the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD) 

including activities they undertake to implement Agenda 21, the obstacles and challenges they confront and 

other environment and development issues they find relevant. 

As a result, in 1993 governments began preparing national reports for submission to the CSD. After two years of 

following this practice, the CSD decided that a summarized version of national reports submitted thus far would 

be useful. Subsequently, CSD Secretariat published the first Country Profile Series in 1997 on the occasion of 

the five year review of the Earth Summit (RIO+5). The series summarized on a country-by-country basis, all the 

national reports submitted between 1994 and 1996. Each Profile covered the status of all agenda 21 chapters.  

The purpose of Country Profile is: 

1. Help countries to monitor their own progress. 

2. Share experiences and information with others. 

3. Serve as institutional memory to track and record national action undertaken to implement Agenda 21. 

 

Earlier Earth Summits have demonstrated that the biggest successes are achievable when developed and 

developing countries come together to create a common vision and join forces to turn that vision into a reality. 

At Rio 2012, the world was looking forward to India to reconcile divergent perspectives and demonstrate the 

kind of solution-oriented leadership that India displayed at the UNFCCC’s Copenhagen and Cancun 

Conferences. It was also looking to India and other countries to come prepared to take additional steps to create 

a more sustainable future. 

X. THE WORLD WAS LOOKING FORWARD TO RIO+20. 

During a visit to Brazil by the President of the Global legislators Organization (GLOBE) the Right Honorable 

Lord Deben- The objective of the visit was too seek support from the Governor and Mayor of Rio and the 

government of Brazil to hold a world summit of legislators in Rio just ahead of the formal United Nation 

Rio+20 Summit begins. This event which has never happened before has brought together the President of the 

Senates and Congress of the world to agree a legislator’s protocol on the environment. The Legislator’s Summit 

met just ahead of the formal UN process and it is intended that the law makers will address two key issues that 

they argue were missing form the original Rio Agenda some 20 years ago. In particular that there must be a 

major focus at Rio on the need to recognize national legislation within the formal UN conventions as a credible 

form of commitment by countries. This respects countries national sovereignty and places parliaments at the 

forefront of driving international commitments into national legislation and monitoring their implementation. 

Legislators have a key role to play in oversight and scrutiny of government commitments that they make at 

international summits and this should be recognized by heads of government. 

The second area that legislators have a keen interest is to examine how we can modify our economic models to 

account for the true value of the environment that we all depend- otherwise known a Natural Capital. This is 

crucial to the Rio Agenda that will focus on the GREEN ECONOMY. At present the green economy debate is 

very broad theme and legislators are keen that a focus on incorporating natural capital into government 
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economic processes would create deeply significant changes in the way all countries value the natural services 

and resources provided to us by the environment. Lord Deben also said that it was essential that Rio+20 is a 

success for Brazil and the President Dilma. He also said- Brazil has the potential to reignite the vision of the 

original Rio summit that met 20 years ago. Under President Dilma an ambitious agenda could be forged that 

would bring world leaders together in Rio ‘not to talk- but to commit’. We need to agree to a set of specific 

measures that would change the way we run our economics. He believes that President Dilma has a unique 

opportunity to recast the international process and confirmed that legislators would be a key part of delivering 

this agenda. GLOBE Secretary General Adam Matthews said; “This will be the first time a world summit of 

legislators will have taken place. This GLOBE event will add a new important dynamic to the international 

process that will both drive international commitments into national legislation and also serve to scrutinize the 

delivery of the commitments that governments make. 

Originally the Rio+20 summit was billed as an event on the GREEN ECONOMY and better governance. Many 

see Rio as a moment to redefine the entire idea of development, making it less about GDP and growth and more 

about quality of life and environment. However the Rio+20 Global Development Summit co-coordinator Brice 

Lalonde is pushing for a tight focus on agriculture in an attempt to inject new energy into the landmark event. 

Such a departure from UN traditions could be controversial, but Brice Lalonde, the UN’s co-ordinator for the 

meeting argues it would be more effective than the traditional laundry list of aspirations in pushing countries to 

meet clearly defined goals. His view is that, when you work on agriculture, you can do it with all the goals 

associated with it, land use, biodiversity, women’s empowerment, energy and water. He points to Africa, where 

most farmers are women; any gains in agriculture will automatically improve the status of women. The Summit 

organizers have settled on a slogan “The future we want”. There is an ongoing debate about how the summit can 

rise above the deep disappointment of the UN’s other big experiments action- implementing the millennium 

development goals and acting on climate change.  

 The 2012 summit was expected to agree on a political document that will guide action on sustainable 

development policy for decades to come and give birth to a World Environment Organization (WEO). 

Contributions to the summits discussions were submitted by UN member states, major stakeholders and 

international organizations ahead of the meeting. Rio+20 is a precious chance for decision-makers to take stock 

of where the world went wrong in the last 20 years and plan intelligently for the next 20. Hopefully, the 

proceedings of Rio+20 will deliver a jolt of political will to the global environmental agenda, as well as a smart 

plan to get the planet back on track. 

In view of the past 20 year’s performance by nations across the globe, the 2012 Earth Summit was held to 

generate specific “deliverable”. And each of the “deliverable” should consist of; 

1. Specific short-term commitments by countries, communities, corporations and civil society groups. 

2. Commitments to work together where appropriate, including sharing technical assistance and 

coordinating actions and 

3. Provisions for monitoring and reporting to ensure that the commitments are delivered on the ground. 

 Time is short. As individuals, we each have a right, a role and a responsibility to contribute to 

sustainable development. Clearly the more people and organizations who are willing to contribute to the Earth 

Summit process, and willing to encourage other to do so, the more likely that the process will begin to build 

momentum and that the summit can be a starting point for a new level of implementations. Before Rio it was 

said that:-“while the Earth Summit will constitute a test of nations willingness to institute fundamental changes 

in economic behavior, the challenges ahead will be far more daunting. Change is seldom easy”. 

Sustainable development is a dynamic process and it is one that will continue to evolve and grow as lessons are 

learnt and ideas re-examined. By reinvigorating the spirit of Rio we can begin to move to a deeper and broader 

level of sustainability. It is obvious to the UN leaders by now, that the current way of doing things will not 

survive another 20 years. Our world cannot wait for a Rio+40 to curb climate change, repopulate the oceans and 

restore lost forests. 

‘A journey of thousand miles begins with a small step’. Hope the Rio+20 Summit hears the common man’s 

voice who is the main constituent who can tip the tables either side. What the common man does either in Brazil 

or India, the learned and the educated like us can only write upon on the consequences. Better machines, latest 

technology is only helping the educated man to cut down trees faster, mine our areas better and so on…So let’s 

pause and think what do we really want and look forward to ‘THE FUTURE WE WANT’. 
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