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MR. JOHN HONTELEZ, ON BEHALF OF THE EUROPEAN ECO-FORUM 

 
I would like to start with thanking you, Minister Shevchuk, for your cooperation in achieving a prominent 
presence and involvement of environmental organisations at this Conference. 
 
As environmental coalition we were allowed to observe the negotiations for this Declaration, and even to 
contribute suggestions in the early hours. We are grateful for this, and we see it as a logical part of good 
environmental governance on the international level. However, we are appalled by the results of negotiations 
on some important areas.  
 
Of course, the Declaration reflects the progress made in the Environment for Europe process, which is good. 
But it also reflects a growing political division in the UN-ECE region. The long discussion on the language on 
the Kyoto Protocol illustrates this, but the most worrying element of the Declaration is in fact the statement in 
paragraph 4, the one that the US representative welcomed so strongly just a few minutes ago. 
 
Many environmental problems are regional or international, and solutions need international coordination, 
also we live in a global economy, where market instruments used to improve environmental performance need 
to be coordinated. This paragraph undermines the notion of necessity of multi-lateral agreements on the 
international and regional agreements and will help countries that do not like to join the Kyoto Protocol, the 
Biodiversity Convention and other crucial, badly needed, international agreements, to simply say: Well: in 
Kyiv we agreed, as UNECE countries, that we can do our own thing, as we like and how much we like! 
This message is the opposite of what we expect from Environmental Ministers. Environmental Ministers 
should have, here in Kyiv, used the opportunity to make real steps forward in implementing the Johannesburg 
agreements, and, for this region, take up the specific responsibility resulting from being the region with the 
largest economies and the largest polluters in the world, a region also that is leading the rest of the world in 
the shaping of consumption and production patterns. Instead, we have seen negotiations where on the one 
hand, some countries made efforts to challenge others to make concrete steps forward, and others who were 
insisting not to agree on anything new, just reflect the status-quo, or even worse, go back on the status-quo. 
To this respect we would like to express our appreciation for the leadership role Norway has shown in 
convincing other countries in working on ambitious national and regional targets and timetables for increasing 
the share of renewables in energy production and we are disappointed by the lack of willingness of several 
other countries in accepting that challenge. 
The same appreciation we want to express on the role of the EU in the discussion on consumption and 
production patterns. 
 
Mister Chairman, Chernobyl is not far from here. It stands as a symbol for the dangers connected with the use 
of nuclear technology for energy production. We know that different types of reactors exist in the region, and 
that management can make a difference in reducing risks. But environmental organisations and large parts of 
the public in the region, are convinced that sufficiently safe nuclear reactors do not exist. And besides that, it 
is irresponsible to continue producing, day by day, nuclear waste, for which, after 50 years of research, still no 
final solution has been found! 
Environmental Ministers should have taken up their responsibility and call for phasing out of nuclear as soon 
as possible! 
 
And we call upon countries that at home refrain from nuclear energy or agreed to phase out, to express, in a 
footnote, as many did in Aarhus, their conviction that nuclear needs to be phased out. 


