This chapter examines the =Y 3&41¥ H foed-TsHita 4
growing significance of wiawer 3R HIEAl oh 9@
environmental as well as  ggg &1 ==f &1 T 81 1960 &

res_oyrce ISSues in V\!Ol‘ld <YM 9 qFia0T oh A9a A S
politics. It analyses Iin a

comparative perspective 1 PSIl gl ISSYqfH &l &aF |/

some of the important TEH T e | $9 Hewaqol
environmental movements TIGUI-3T]iel i TerlcHS

against the backdrop of =4 $1 TS 21 9 G U<

the rising profile of sk 1%[??:[ 1 it fauad’ 3
environmentalism from the
YROMST o aR ® o 9g|

1960s onwards. Notions of
commonhn property
resources and the global
commons too are
assessed.
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We also discuss, in brief, 39 31&4F %l Jgh{ Y G&i9 4
the stand taken by India in <19 ¥&d @ & iR @ J=t
more recent environmental g %1 s89l & 9RG 7 FHE-G1

de_bates. Next follows a qe1 for %I b 9 ST )
brief account of the

geopolitics of resource SRR @ SSUEIREED
competition. We conclude TSHId st T Wi« ==l i

by taking note of the TS 21 AA™ &1 9H99 I8 «dd
indigenous peoples’ voices gu ferar 1o @ fo GHhIEA
and concerns from the forga-TsHifa § S1RIT W @<l
margins of contemporary

world politics. HoIarEt Sl (Indigenous

people) o 31 Hdell 9 &1
&R 2 3R 9% = gi=dt 2
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS IN GLOBAL POLITICS

Throughout the world, g o A qfu o
cultivable area is barely 319 his deiad &l 8l Wl

expanding any more, and a ggfy Hi§I IS oHHA & TH
substantial portion of 52 e ) sdar &9 8 @@

existing agricultural land is . )
losing fertility. Grasslands g1 IRATEl & 9R A &R Hl

have been overgrazed and 7 S T-veR W W )
fisheries overharvested. S 1 Uiy agt dsit 9

Water bodies have %9 g3 ¢ 39N YUYl 91 @)
suffered extensive —_—

399 WrE- 3IdET H Al 3 W@l
depletion and pollution, 3 s

severely restricting food
production.
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According to the Human ¥3¥ USHH &l AMT &/

Development Report Rgie (2016) = ATEAR
2016 of the United famrasiial 330 &1 66.3 HUs
Nations Development ST &l T3 Sl 3YeTsy &l

Programme, 663 million 1 stk 7=r 571 <t e 9ia
people in developing FUE A GHE-gHE &
countries have no access : Y

gfaur @ afaq &1 39 aviE 4 30

to safe water and 2.4 . N
billion have no access to ¥ SIS I o IS

sanitation, resulting in & Rar gl 2l
the death of more than

three million children

every year.
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Natural forests — which %’Fﬁ CE wc"aﬁﬁ Tqfera
help stabilise the @ H 7SS & ®, 38 S

climate, moderate water i Gqfea o1 war & iR =
supplies, and harboura gt o yrdi =1 S9-fafaydar &1
majority of the planet’'s  gex gy war 2 dfe @ =
biodiversity on land—are # we @ @ 2 sk @

being cut down and Freerfad @ @ ¥ Y9 fafqea

people are being
displaced. The loss of & B SR @ S 3HHT SR

biodiversity continues ? 31 walarat &1 fawy <

due to the destruction of Sa-ysifaal & #a ¥ Uqg =

habitat in areas which
are rich in species.
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A steady decline in the ¥l oh FY AgHSA H S
total amount of ozone in 19 $1 961 | AR & 8l

the Earth’s stratosphere w21 38 S WA ® 3<% '
(commonly referred to as Tt wEd D) Y it @

the ozone hole) poses a sk 3
real danger to ecosystems Ad™ oh IR 9 T dsl

and human health. T aq qsU @I 2|
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Coastal pollution too is R fava & wqzada &= &1

increasing globally. ygHUl ot §g @1 |1 FAfd WE
Although the open sea is &1 ALISd] WM 39 A YT
relatively clean, the w5 ¢ dAfed a9 deadl
coastal \‘i,vaters are - %ﬁ v 3 ;FI
becoming increasingly ) AR
polluted largely due to @ Bl @ 3 9 s
land-based activities. If gollehl | Sl il HeM S8
:nchecke}:lt,I inten:iv;e S & 3 5g Ygfd W AR A
uman settlement o Tt gt IUER
coastal zones across the qu ; o il

globe will lead to further
deterioration in the quality
of marine environment.
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You might ask are we not 3kt o Sendl g fw 3 at
talking here about ‘natural 3gfifed seAT & 3R 3HT
phenomena’ that should be gepE ysHifg faa@ &+ S
rather than in pofitical TN il e & e s
aifeq) <ifed 50 fvy 9 "ifau)

science. But think about it

again. If the various A & JHhE ¥ I8 fo
governments take steps to #Hel &I 99 HYC HI TS & I
check environmental W Ry WA & fau R

degradation of the kind ffi=r 2ot = ¥
mentioned above, these . .
33t @ df S "HYell o1 giurfa

issues will have political )
consequences in that 39 el o yeHifaes g

sense.
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Most of them are such that 37 #9al ® sifyswisr ©@ 2 fo
no single government can f&dl T I Hl GIEHR TH1

address them fully. U0 GHIY 3Tehel H T &l
Therefore they have to g&dtl 39 a5 9 A qud
become part of ‘worid

faya-usHifa =1 feoqr 99 S

politics’. Issues of

environment and natural F1 de%ETd, iR 3R Ukhfas
resources are political in  FEEAl & A9d TH AR TER

another deeper sense. 31ef & uoHifas &1 9 gafawo
Who causes environmental =1 <«

IhYH YgArdl 82 39 W Uk
degradation? Who pays the 3 18 iﬁw Yt
price? SHlk U HTH o

fnga! 82
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And who is responsible for Yl o Wiehfdeh UIEl W
taking corrective action? fHas! foha? U 6T &% 272

Who gets to use how much g gaet & S9« Sgdl 39 9
of the natural resources of 8 fryifg =1 %. 5 T 391

the Earth? All these raise
the issue of who wields feha T AThael 21 39 W@ A

how much power. They Tae TR Y ¥ eHifaw

are, therefore, deeply
political questions.
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Although environmental glailieh Tl 4 I8 il
concerns have a long history, 1 &a1 sfae™ @ <fea stfds
awareness of the fara & HRU wEfaRe | B

environmental consequences a1 3R =1 f5ar 3 1960 &
of economic growth acquired
an increasingly political [ o AL H ToHiah AR

character from the 1960s Teu foam afyas At 4

onwards. The Club of Rome, U{&R W@ dld T& fagd 9
a global think tank, published ‘goq 219 99’ 3 1972 &

a book in 1972 entitled Limits . )
fafeg < My’ v 9 T
to Growth, dramatising the B C\ﬁ :

potential depletion of the .
Earth’s resources against the 91 61 J&dl SHUET

backdrop of rapidly growing  3Ticiish H YTehfdeh QUIEHl oh
world population. famer & 319 & <<t gst 4
St 2
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International agencies, QIF TCHE TR0 Hrden
including the United gfed 3H® AaU= ma‘rﬁ E|
Nations Environment wIieRor @ St guEel W

Programme (UNEP), began T O SR T fawE W

holding international
conferences and ST i el ! ASS Exll

promoting detailed studies =Y W %1 I8 THIGLUT hi
to get a more coordinated THEE W AR HITR 3R

and effective response to gosit g3 UecIha(Hdl i I[H3M

epvironmental problems. - o0 qet @ waiarr faw
Since then, the

environment has emerged 19 #1 Th HEEqUl Wl

as a significant issue of CRIRIRIL
global politics.




ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS IN GLOBAL POLITICS

The growing focus on 1992 ® HIF TCHE I
environmental issues Taferur 3R fawm™m & g2 W
within the arena of global J5fiq e e, e & o
politics was firmly | T\'ﬁ'ﬁ?ﬁ .l_;l gaml 3@ 1195ﬁ

consolidated at the United
Nations Conference on T (Earth Summit) $@l

a1
Environment and 31 39 ¥ | 170 3?1, T
Development held in Rio  T@WI4dt 989 d 3%

de Janeiro, Brazil, in June ggyedy fomt 3 w9 feam
1992. This was also called Sfoas Tofa & e o

the Earth Summit. The ; R I .

summit was attended by : .
170 states, thousands of %l 39 oA H T 319 &Y

NGOs and many e
multinational corporations.
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Five years earlier, the 1987 =Y ged 9 Uie 91 9gd

Brundtland Report, Our (1987) ‘3R &M HET

Common Future, had it Il e a9 ot

warned that traditional o o 9T T O fR etk
atterns of economic \

P fa o =19 dR-adeh 3w

growth were not

sustainable in the long Ja fehts aifaq &1 &l
term, especially in view of fava o <fyuit feed & siraifite
the demands of the South g +1 ¥ R 99a & 31

for further industrial o o =@ gard @ AaEHt €t
development. T off)
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What was obvious at the Rio fE-ae o I8 9 gae

Summitwas thattherichand g =R & fava & o+t 3ix
developed countries of the First fofad 297 ar 399 Tiene
World, generally referred to as

the ‘global North’ were pursuing 9211 RIS R fashrasiiar 3

a different environmental T <RI Mg 9Tl <h
agenda than the poor and -3 3T & HHR 2l
developing countries of the 3 . = -
Third World, called the ‘global M H e

South’. Whereas the Northern W $t 3% IR dAfyasw GIEE|FA
states were concerned with (Teligd afH) ot dAhT il
ozone depletion and global 2TUTY T
warming, the Southern states it < A SR

were anxious to address the {0l YaY+ oh 3 W. g =t
relationship between economic Yeloi & foit sART fafaa o

development and environmental
management.
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The Rio Summit produced fa-ame Sy -ufiEd,
conventions dealing with Sa-fafaygar st aif el & 9«9y

climate change, biodiversity, 9 fTaHER EEIEG! gu|

forestry, and recommended a o ‘sTefei21’ % ®7 9§

list of development practices .
called ‘Agenda 21°. Butitleft TFT8 F F8 -l

unresolved considerable AT U cifed 3qah 9]
differences and difficulties. T 3 3 wfsar=ar =i

There was a consensus on Gl 9¥oq ® 59 91d 9 geHfd
combining economic growth S i anfefs afig 1 @t

with ecological responsibility. ;
This approach to THT B Afe 6 g6y

development is commonly & IHEE 7 wRdl 30 fews

known as ‘sustainable fasm™@’ &1 dlRT sl T
development’.
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The problem however was Ti%1 & I8 4t & ‘fewre
how exactly this was to be fa&™E’' W 3 9 fohar
achieved. Some critics ST S A=l &1 Hel @
have pointed out that fF ‘SeiE-21" &1 IS TATET

Agenda 21 was biased in .
favour of economic growth &I & ghi=a 0 & a9

rather than ensuring afefe gfs w1 9 81 ST,
ecological conservation. 319 el &1 df¥ges TsHifd

Let us look at some of the g; S faarfed ,1-@ W TF Tl
contentious issues in the =Terd é'l

global politics of
environment.




ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS IN GLOBAL POLITICS

T geat hl AT Bl b 4l
3R TRiT 39 & TIRT | TR
g7




THE PROTECTION OF GLOBAL COMMONS

‘Commons’ are those qrsit 99sT 39 gigAl i shed
resources which are not g 1 | et w &1 T8

owned by anyone but rather gfes 1—} U™ &1 SUER 2
shared by a community. This 3 HE IRAR F TR

could be a ‘common room’, a :
‘community centre’, apark or 11T, 03, P AT TR W

a river. Similarly, there are UL & IJEA0 2| TH e
some areas or regions of the fava & H® & 3k a7 fodl

world which are located T& 291 a; qyy AR 4
outside the sovereign e g 2 THiferT ST geue

jurisdiction of any one state,
and therefore require arg dR W A qaerE g

common governance by the a1 STl q
international community.




THE PROTECTION OF GLOBAL COMMONS

These are known as res g% ‘dfyas "@usr’ ar o
communis humanitatis or %1 Greil fad’ s S 2l
global commons. They zqd gedl &1 aHSd,

include the earth’s _ cacs g aqs) ude IR T
atmosphere, Antarctica (see :
Box), the ocean floor, and FHafer i < é\FQEIE U
outer space. Cooperation Dl GR&T & Fdrd W AR

over the global commons is  T&IT HEH T 2Bl R 2

not easy. There have been 5q faen & o9 weqel qat
many path-breaking X3 bt

chicehl 9T (1959)),
agreements such as the 1959 . ( - )
Antarctic Treaty, the 1987 Aifedd =ErER (FiEiHia 1987)

Montreal Protocol, and the 31X SieTehfest wiawuiig

1991 Antarctic Environmental <I==R (1991) 8t ﬂﬁ? 2
Protocol.




THE PROTECTION OF GLOBAL COMMONS

A major problem underlying  TTRfErfaet ¥ J8 & AEd
all ecological issues relates to 911 T ST UL 98 TSI @
the difficulty of achieving for rqee dwnfe el ik

consensus on common T 5 S Taee e

environmental agendas on , .
the basis of vague scientific gid 81 @ § Tk g

evidence and time frames. In T 3TSisT W Weafd w1ad
that sense the discovery of T H¥hal Bidl 21 39 Ief o

the ozone hole over the 1980 <h <ITh % A H
Antarctic in the mid-1980s

: 3crehfchl oh W IS TWd |
revealed the opportunity as e 9 @ ' 3
well as dangers inherent in gisl T 3E ™

tackling global environmental arelt T 71
problems.

C *\




THE PROTECTION OF GLOBAL COMMONS

Similarly, the history of outer % Sl W@ df¥a® TR & €9 A
space as a global commons  «R{d AdR& o sfier@ 9 ot wd

sl;:l\:vs that the_m;nagemlﬁnt Tl & 6 39 89 & geuT W
of these areas is thoroughly Riroft 2 \
influenced by North-South ﬁ 3R ieflg o < ‘*%
inequalities. As with the EISS STHHII pT ST 9t el
earth’s atmosphere and the ¥l & aRHSA 3R T AdE &

ocean floor, the crucial issue THH J&( *ft Hew@qul wHel

here is technology and e 3R e S/ &1 2
dusivial development. The 2 ;50 ¢ vl a0
saler ¥ St - B ® § T

benefits of exploitative

activities in outer space are R T R Wel § e fae

far from being equal either for s & 3 7 3 =) difgai &
the present or future fema
generations.




COMMON BUT DIFFERENTIATED RESPONSIBILITIES

We have noted above a S B @ foh wHiawun i
difference in the approach &Y 3T 3R it Mg o
to environment between 23 & WA A TaT 21 I h
the countries of the North frfad 391 TR & e W

and the South. The . .
developed countries of the 3H w9 # F=i w0 AR 2

North want to discuss the 99 M ¥ TG0 9 WIS
environmental issue as it @)

stands now and want

everyone to be equally

responsible for ecological

conservation.
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The developing countries of  SI&U oh fasmazitel et 1 doh
the South feel that muchof @ f& fava & wififeufast =i
the ecological degradation in  ggr srfymrsaan faswfaa 2o
the world is the product of ¥ it e 9 q‘é’%r‘ 3
industrial development . _
undertaken by the developed s fatad %ﬂi R Elﬁ
countries. If they have caused IS Jh I Y™l g dl 3=
more degradation, they must 39 JHUH &1 TR &t IR
also take more responsibility  «ff sy 3 =ifewl T
for undoing the damage now. ST, FyTasier 297 o7
Moreover, the developing ’

teitenor &1 gfwar 9@ TR @

countries are in the process .
of industrialisation and they g SR I @ fF 37 W 3

must not be subjected to the gfdsy 7 o <t fawfad 29 W
same restrictions, which LIRS | E B

apply to the developed

countries.
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Thus the special needs of 39 THR AAUST TGO ST
the developing countries o fmiv, YT 3R e &

must be taken into fasTaeier 231 &l fafyrse
account in the STELdl 1 &AM @l SHT =lfeul

development, application, . ‘ .
and interpretation of rules 9\ 1992 4 gU Yool gHed H

of international §H doh %l O fen T sk g9
environmental law. This ‘ATt W AT 3T

argument was accepted in i’ w1 fagia S8 ™
the Rio Declaration at the

Earth Summit in 1992 and
is called the principle of
‘common but differentiated
responsibilities’.
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The relevant part of the Rio 39 HgH U f&@-=iwomas <
Declaration says that “States ®e1 @ f& p /it &

shall cooperate in the spirit of yfifeafaat 957 1 3Eedr 3R
global partnership to e 1 FETel qReT Al

conserve, protect and restore
the health and integrity of the &1 o foq fafe=1 <=

Earth’s ecosystem. In view of [a¥a-S4T &I A 9 A9

the different contributions of &I HIT | qHiaOT S

global environmental fovaaTdt omqerg ¥ fafa= oot

Common but differentisted 71 AT srem-aem 21 54

responsibilities. i‘@ﬁ gq fafu= Tl“ﬁ £ 'mﬁ
R Ser-3rer fergEr’ s




COMMON BUT DIFFERENTIATED RESPONSIBILITIES

The developed countries faehfaa et o @IS *
acknowledge the aAfyas qHieR W a9 A& @
responsibility that they bear 37y =57 291t & qg faqa

in the international pursuit of Wit w§ faia gareq ¥ =
sustainable development in

view of the pressures their Sep U [ChTS: T9hTH *

societies place on the global IR Y@ # fasfad ¥
environment and of the I T Sl iR &l

technological and financial 1"
resources they command.”




COMMON BUT DIFFERENTIATED RESPONSIBILITIES

The 1992 United Nations “@1g o ufEdT ¥ Hafia
Framework Convention 9JH U89 & faa=ER Al

on Climate Change A3 AH HhHeh HAIM A
(UNFCCC) also provides  gqrzae 31 (UNFCCC-
that the parties should 1992) & «ft %er T 2 fr Tg
act to protect the climate afg ® R $9 9 25
system “on the basis of

: : YT AT oh ITEY, Y0

equity and in accordance
with their common but o que™ ® Il fewRl o

differentiated 3MYR T AT W 3T 3Tl

responsibilities and fIfEr fa 8T gaiaer &t
respective capabilities.” Y & AH HIT|




COMMON BUT DIFFERENTIATED RESPONSIBILITIES

Certain gases like Carbon ™isal AT &1 ufEeT d fava
dioxide, Methane, Hydro- <l dIYHT dedl 2 3 4t oh

fluoro carbons etc. are Sitaq o fau g8 o9 s<t
considered at least partly qgR @i 2 ST %

responsible for global . . ’
warming - the rise in et 7 1997 ° 39 Yictdhid W

global temperature which geufa s+ 1992 ¥ 39 GO
may have catastrophic & fau s fagial @ feu g
consequences for life on o 3 foa=Td =i =g ®RW I
Earth. The protocol was Y Yy Bhads HavH

agreed to in 1997 in Kyoto 9 . :
In Japan, based on A FALHE 99 T el

principles set out in gU &R g |
UNFCCC.




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

India signed and ratified the  HIld 1 2002 9 I Giethid
1997 Kyoto Protocol in (1997) W g&eR fou 3R
August 2002. India, China and ELeC | Wﬂ fean 9, EiC|
other developing countries IR T fywTavie oW Elﬁ

were exempt from the )
requirements of the Kyoto el Yieishia &I sSregarst |

Protocol because their ®< & g T Fifeh ArenienLor
contribution to the emission ér? <R ® iRy 4 o

of greenhouse gases during 3SI oh HHA H 35 C

the industrialisation period g ARE e o st

(that is believed to be causing

today’s global warming and % SR HI AR dfves qets
climate change) was not AR e I-qfadd &1 fSsR

significant. HET ST @)




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

However, the critics of the Jeield, Hiel Yieihid &
Kyoto Protocol point out that  3Tcii=si A waM feamn @ &

sooner or later, both India and 31 fgemgefia <9 4feqd ara
China, along with other s 9 o Y & T

developing countries, will be ., S .
among the leading ot & IsiT o A A

countributors to greenhouse fawfaa el 1 Afd SFrell HAR

gas emissions. At the G-8 " TSR 3T 2005 b S H
meeting in June 2005, India  yy_g 3 3w =T dS=% TSI A
pointed out that the per R ERCGICIRE]

capita emission rates of the

developing countries are a forehraRitar <@ | fﬁ:' JEUIRE
tiny fraction of those in the &1 Ufd =afed I8siA X faefaa
developed world. 29 & g A e ?)




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Following the principle of |rEil g 3tert-3ter st
common but differentiated & fagia o I[EY ARA &1
responsibilities, India is of the fgqgr 8 fo SgSA-T o &4l
view that the major g <A f
responsibility of curbing BT B N . A
fasrfaa 2o &1 @ *Ffw =

emission rests with the
developed countries, which QM+ Teh el Iafy dh «gd
have accumulated emissions <A IS fHaAT 2

over a long period of time.




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

India’s international YT UHE o STy - IadH
negotiating position relies 4 gefya it fAIER
heavily on principles of UNFCCC) h 3T®Y R4

historical responsibility, as : .
enshrined in UNFCCC. This o0 ¥ ¢ SIqUisla wodl

acknowledges that " S "f'“[ NERIRE 3?[{\” I
developed countries are 1 qoh 1@l B 39 qoh
responsible for most ITER Ue>T 4 o
historical and current %1 tfaeifas 3k rﬁ%[ S[arEe gl

greenhouse gas emissions, SR fawfad 2ot & 3 zaw

and emphasizes that
‘economic and social ST AT HEl T g fh

development are the first ‘fawravita M+ Teelt SR
and overriding priorities of 3qfEerRf wufawar snfefe qun
the developing country it fae™ &t 21

parties’.
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So India is wary of recent B H "I TEHH & 39 fammER
discussions within UNFCCC about (UNFCCC) & 3idid 9= dcil fo dsil
introducing binding commitments 4 3fi=ifits gid 291 (|43 wTSitd, <A
on rapidly industrialising countries  3i\y qrqg) fEEER FT TTEATST 1
(such as Br_azn, China and India) to g 3 §U RS ' % segsi
reduce their greenhouse gas % T | TG TG T F F 3

emissions. India feels this
contravenes the very spirit of 3ga1 7T @ f a7 9 3w FEmEr

UNFCCC. Neither does it seem fair ®! & HIEHT & fagg 21 9Rd W 39
to impose restrictions on India W& i AN ™S T S Hi

when the country’s rise In per 21 9d | 2030 9% ST S gfa
capita carbon emissions by 2030 IS g sl 92 & e[ favd o
likely to still represent less than (T 2000) 3ﬁ1‘|?r (3.8 =7 9

half the world average of 3.8
tonnes in 2000. Indian emissions afed) oh e @ A % M 2000

are predicted to rise from 0.9 deh ARd w1 9fd =afed IS 0.9 <

tonnes per capita in 2000 to 1.6 o1 3R ATHE © b 2030 T T@ =GN
tonnes per capita in 2030. qghY 1.6 <1 Yfasafaa st St




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

The Indian government is 9Rd &l WHR fafa= EORER
already participating in oh SIU qgiau] 9 gdiyd
global efforts through a Afvas =l 7 PBred Y @
pumber of POGTAMIMGS. ¢ fe h fr o 3 are
) S 3 !
National Auto-fuel Policy . 31121? xS i |
mandates cleaner fuels for TId a&dl o AT TWe@ U

vehicles. The Energy arferd &t fear 21 2001 &
Conservation Act, passed  g5i-gwm fufam i@ g2

in 2001, outlines Initiatives
B'Flﬁ S0l b AT HIOR slﬂnla
to improve energy

efficiency. Similarly, the ! Teawadl 1 7 21 i w4l
Electricity Act of 2003 @ 2003 o fasielt sAfaf=m o
encourages the use of Al (CHSHSHUH) Sell o
renewable energy. SEIHT i SQral fean T 2




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

natural gas and o3 HiFgd oh I Y TR
encouraging the adoption gi=ifirel €l R &+ WE T&H
of clean coal technologies g 2 Y var ot & R 9Rd
show that India has been W qaT o fereT @ 9
making real efforts. The

government is also keen to <1 3ol &l &1 HRd ARt
launch a National Mission ¥ dsfud T Usa faerm war
on Biodiesel, using about o fdu #f e 21 39 Adlda
11 million hectares of land 9011-12 9% IFIENT R B[
to produce biodiesel by i 3R T 1 HAE 10 @
2011-2012. And India has ga%_q_{ ’:Lﬁ:[ F1 Sﬁ'qﬁf ml

one of the largest . A
renewable energy qdiehd B ATt el o qad

programmes in the world. € ®E%Al & & Th 9Rd &
9o @1 2|




INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

A review of the TRd o gedi-aeed (RAt) o
implementation of the gagal o fearaa &1
agreements at the Earth Uaaied 1997 & fham saet
Summit in Rio was yen frend g o fp fasrasitar

undertaken by India in 1997. : ;
One of the key conclusions 3w # ferd @ W TR SR

was that there had beenno  31fafia fa<ila wam qen
meaningful progress with qqiaul o 9gH # S8l gifdad
respect to transfer of new B aret denfieet gear s R

and additional financial 1 faon ¥ F1E arefs wfy =
resources and 3
environmentally-sound gﬁ |

technology on concessional
terms to developing nations.



INDIA’S STAND ON ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

India finds it necessary that  HIRd ¥ dld & TEA A ©
developed countries take fon fawfaa Su1 fawmasia <30
Immediate measures to S fad ggieq 9o O35
provide developing countries e i) ,1%_8" TAL :
with financial resources and . + forg 4t
SUT HR difer fammasite 29

clean technologies to enable
them to meet their existing ‘BHah HAIM 3 FARHS

commitments under 99’ &t Iﬁ?ﬁl yfaagarstt i

UNFCCC. India is also of the ERUE T 951 9Rd &1 98 9

countrios should adopta " & ‘I8’ sasr0) A
IMHA W G0 & GqE

common position on major .
global environment issues, so dfva® AUEl W TF H T

that the region’s voice carries <& dif 9 & & 3ET
greater weight. I & ol




ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENTS: ONE OR MANY?
We have, so far, looked atthe  TITeRUT BT i Tfaan 9@

way governments have faed o fau & [ 4

reacted at the international e @R 9 St vreedt
level to the challenge of 3 ) % o .
environmental degradation. eH SH N e |
But some of the most Afee 37 Al o TR F

significant responses to this WUl UIHIHAT WEHRT &t
challenge have come not from qrm 9 72 sfes fava &
the governments but rather = 9t o gfea gater %

from groups of environmentally

conscious volunteers working  J1d ¥4 &r®aistt 3 i I
in different parts of the world. F&qisl & &S d AW

Some of them work at the T W 3R 9 A W 9T
international level, but most of Bpg &

them work at the local level.




ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENTS: ONE OR MANY?

These environmental
movements are amongst the
most vibrant, diverse, and
powerful social movements
across the globe today. lt is
within social movements that
new forms of political action
are born or reinvented. These
movements raise new ideas
and long-term visions of what
we should do and what we
should not do in our individual
and collective lives. Here are
just a few examples to show
that diversity is an important
trait of contemporary
environmental movements.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENTS: ONE OR MANY?
<ol 239 wger Afewent, 44,
)

The forest movements of the
South, in Mexico, Chile,
Brazil, Malaysia, Indonesia,
continental Africa and India
(just to list a few examples)
are faced with enormous
pressures. Forest clearing in
the Third World continues at
an alarming rate, despite
three decades of
environmental activism. The
destruction of the world’s last
remaining grand forests has
actually increased in the last
decade.
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