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Dear Colleagues  
 
On behalf of the EU member states we would like to forward a first short 

statement to give the ECE Secretariat a general idea of what the EU 

member states expect to be included in the ministerial declaration.  

For the time being a harmonisation of all the proposals and text versions 

submitted by the member states was not possible via email. 

To achieve an agreement, the EU MS will discuss all comments and pro-

posals in the WPIEI meeting, to be held in Brussels on 27 March 2007. 

At the end of March we will forward a detailed consolidated proposal of 

the EU MS concerning the draft ministerial declaration. 

 

Yours sincerely 

Silvia Reppe 
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Environment for Europe 

Possible elements for the draft Declaration of the Belgrade Ministe-
rial Conference  

General comments of EU MS 

• We would like to point out, once again, that our agreement was to 
end up with a short political declaration, which focuses on the pos-
sible future of the process. 

 
• Other highlights could be described in the Chairman's summary.  

It would be important to go through the paper and try to spot all top-
ics/text that we could move into the chair's summary. The impression 
of disintegrated messages is a relevant problem. The Chairman's 
summary should be used to avoid this impression.  
For example para 6 , the Belgrade Assessment only 3-4 main mes-
sages + decision on the next report in the declaration, the rest of the 
findings should be in the chair's summary.  

 
• A check of the document is needed that everything is in the right 

place. 
 
• We should look on the overall balance of the declaration and to avoid 

any overlapping. 
 
• Declaration should reflect the findings and recommendations regard-

ing the implementation of the EECCA strategy after Kiev. Although 
it is called a partnership, it was clearly the main instrument through 
which progress was to be achieved, 

 
• The main sectors, which should be reflected in the declaration: 
 

o climate – energy – energy efficiency 
o environment and security 
o water, incl. EUWI  
o chemicals 
o biodiversity, PEBLDS 
o sustainable consumption and production 
o education for sustainable development 
o future of the process 
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• Even though “Biodiversity/PEBLDS” will be tackled in a parallel 

process only, we would like to see a reference on biodiversity in the 
Ministerial Declaration. Considering the commitment of the Envi-
ronment Ministers to stop the loss of biodiversity by 2010 in the Kiev 
resolution, the Belgrade Ministerial Declaration should reinforce this 
commitment. 

 

• In the chapter “I. Evaluation and Implementation” the dimension of 
delivery is almost completely missing (see also EU Paper on Bel-
grade Conference)! The following processes/topics should be listed 
with regard to their progress in implementation/delivery (see also 
some aspects under point II. capacity building): 

o UN ECE Conventions 

o EAP Task Force / PPC 

o Development of Partnerships 

o EECCA-Strategy  

 
• We should discuss possible ways how to adapt the EfE process 

efficiently to the present situation. If we should not find more ade-
quate instruments to support the EfE process, we should at least con-
sider holding ministerial conferences in less frequent cycles. 

 
• Apart from the ministerial level, we see the need for significant 

changes of the EfE process itself, for example:  
 

o The need of stronger commitment of EECCA countries in or-
der to achieve stronger interests of donor countries.  

o We should avoid any overlaps with comparable existing proc-
esses. 

o The future process should not aim at establishing new pro-
gramme instruments.  

o We see significant potential in the future of the RECs and 
should find ways to shift more substantial work to them. 

o The EAP Task Force should continue its excellent work and 
cooperation with the RECs. The cooperation between RECs 
and EAP Task force should be intensified in order speed to up 
the aforementioned process. 
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o As the usefulness of the PPC is, in our view, questionable, we 
should find new ways of closer cooperation between the PPC 
and EAP-Task-Force or merge them to one body.  

 
• The evaluation of progress in implementing the EECCA environ-

mental strategy and a possible update/adjustment of the strategy 
based on needs assessment has to be done by the EAP Task Force Se-
cretariat together with the EECCA countries. 

 
• A gap seems to be "education". Serbian Government has kindly in-

vited both environment and education ministers from each country. 
Provisions for capacity building and Strategy for education for SD 
are not enough to attract education ministers to participate. 

 
• Some of the proposals for new partnerships are too vague (e.g.the two 

referring to UNECE CEP on page 4).  These bullet points really are a 
shopping list, we should be realistic about future commitments. 

 
• We propose that the Secretariat uses the British outline (annex) for 

restructuring the text. We believe that following this outline would 
improve the structure substantially and will help to sort the elements 
in a more digestible manner. The British proposal also reflects the 
comments made by the Russian delegate during the meeting in Ge-
neva. 

 
 


