
Fifth Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe” 
Kiev, Ukraine, 21-23 May 2003 

 
Item 13:  Development, priorities and perspectives of he “Environment for Europe” process 

 
MR. HUGO VON MEIJENFELDT (THE NETHERLANDS), 

CHAIR OF THE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 
 

Introduction 
 
Are we not finished with EfE, after 12 years from Dobris till Kyiv?  
 
Indeed:  
 
-Environment became the leading theme for better cooperation in the entire Pan-European region, between 
all countries, organisations and people, including ministers.  
-The state of the Pan-European environment has been assessed for the third time now, more broadly than 
before. 
-The environmental performance has been reviewed of 20 countries. 
-Many policies have been adopted (like on biodiversity & landscape, on energy, on phasing out leaded 
petrol). 
-Many legally binding instruments have been signed (like Espoo and Aarhus). 
-Capacities have been built (EAP Task Force) and investments improved (PPC). 
 
However: 
 
-These achievements are not widely known. 
-These achievements are not well used. 
indications coming out of environmental data are not taken serious enough; 
policies and binding instruments are not very well implemented; 
environmental NGOs are active, but business is not. 
 
-New issues came up: 
Regional implementation of Johannesburg as well as the sustainability strategy for the region itself; 
Conflicts and instability connected with health problems, degradation and resource depletion. 
 
Is there any added value in a region-wide process? 
 
Indeed: 
 
-Out of the 55 ECE member countries, within 1 year we have 25 countries in the European Union, and 
some 7 South-Eastern countries will follow eventually, all benefiting from the EU technical and financial 
mechanisms. 
 -The other countries have their bilateral agreements, as well as their global multilateral commitments. 
However: 
-A new division in Europe between EU member states and candidates on the one hand and non-EU 
countries on the other, should be strongly avoided. Participation of US and Canada implies that ECE 
members include most of the industrialized part of the globe. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

-Equality of individual countries is the starting point, not withstanding their freedom to join with others  
(like EU) or the give priorities to certain subregions (like South-East Europe or EECCA). 
-EfE has adopted some strong and successful instruments. Legally binding instruments often are more 
progressive than national or EU policies, like Göteborg protocol or Aarhus Convention. After country 
EPRs state committees for the environment have been transformed into a ministry. 
-Johannesburg and CSD 11 have requested for a regional implementation of sustainable development, 
which can be coordinated by UNECE. 
 
In conclusion: there is a great need for long-term region-wide cooperation: the EfE process should 
be continued. But should we continue in the same manner? 
 
 
Indeed: 
 
-We will continue with Ministerial conferences every 4 or 5 years, preferably in a host country. 
-We will continue with several official institutions connected to it. 
 
However: 
 
-Conventions and protocols will not be developed anymore in the next period, but implementation of the 
existing ones, according to the newly adopted Guidelines, is a first priority. 
-Several other ministerial or high-level meetings, like CoPs/MoPs, subregional programmes, regional 
sustainability forums, will be clustered in a back-to-back format and maximised to not more than once a 
year. 
-The Committee on Environmental Policy (CEP) will be streamlined. 
-A Preparatory Group will be established 2 years before every conference, in close cooperation with the 
CEP. 
-EAP task Force and PPC will limit themselves to the EECCA-subregion and have a common bureau, and 
gradually shift work to the RECs in this subregion. 
 
What are the priorities for the Environment for Europe process? 
 
-EECCA-strategy implementation within an ECE-region-wide cooperation. 
-Implementation of legally binding instruments. 
-Regional sustainable development programmes. 


