Preface

T

he Centre for Science and Environment began work on

effort to keep them updated on global environmental negotia-

the Report on Global Environmental Negotiations (GEN)

tions through a monthly electronic newsletter for GEG

by first establishing a network around the world, to help

Collaborators.

in broadening perspectives and gathering information.

Despite this, it has been something of a challenge for us to

Initial requests to join the Global Environmental Governance (GEG)

network around the world and bring together varying perspec-

Collaborators network, sent to individuals and institutions around

tives. Methods we used to gather information for the CSE flagship

the world, were treated quizzically. What would the collaborators

publications, the Citizens’ Reports on the State of India’s

have to do? The suggestion that they simply interact in the

Environment, were not necessarily applicable here, where the

process of bringing out the report, passing on comments, infor-

tensions between Northern and Southern actors were greater,

mation and feedback, and helping us paint a fair picture of the

and more difficult to map out in all their diversity. But through the

state of global negotiations on the environment, was accepted

network and the report, we hope to begin a process of dialogue,

with some amount of uncertainty, but large amounts of trust and

and ultimately of increased mutual understanding and coopera-

enthusiasm. It was not long before the project had a list of over

tion, providing periodical analysis of important environment-related

120 collaborators around the world, including some of the most

conventions, negotiations and institutions in the light of their ori-

prominent thinkers on the subject in our time.

gin, their decisions, and the political influences that resulted in

The role of the GEG collaborators has evolved over the

those decisions.

process of bringing out the report. In the early stages, some of

We will particularly examine the politics between rich and

them became writers. Specialists in specific fields of the envi-

poor nations, and how the stand of one country has influenced

ronment became important resource people, often returning

the other. This report is an effort to fortify the feeble voices that

from a conference and taking the trouble to send us a report of

currently speak up for Southern concerns - the concerns of the

the proceedings. Others sent us information periodically. Once

poor and marginalised. These concerns are poorly represented

the chapters started coming in, many of our collaborators took

by Southern governments and civil society, and are often lost in

time and effort to review them in detail. In return, we made an

the plethora of Northern perspectives that dominate the global
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agenda. Global negotiations may seem currently far removed

Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade, will now be

from local and more immediate Southern concerns, but ignoring

included in GEN-2. In the second report, we will also provide an

them in these early stages, when the rules are being set for

update on the negotiations covered in the first report, and cover

future global governance, would be tantamount to the people of

pre-Rio negotiations, such as those on the Convention on

the developing world giving up their rights as global citizens.

International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) and the

Southern actors not only have to be active and alert participants

International Whaling Convention (IWC), and pre-Rio institutions

in the process, they also have be aware of their responsibility to

such as the World Bank and the United Nations Environment

ensure that global decisions reflect local concerns, and of their

Programme (UNEP). By the third report, we hope to have covered

responsibility to future generations, who will have to live with the

most major negotiations and institutions that relate to the envi-

rules that are made today. The current trends of negotiations

ronment.

reflect mostly Northern concerns, and have slowly turned into

There are many we have to thank for their help in the prepa-

business transactions rather than systems of governance based

ration of GEN-1 — our collaborators, particularly those who wrote

on democracy, equality and justice.

for the Report, sent us information, reviewed chapters and

These trends have to be reversed through more active participation from the world’s civil society.

cheered us along. To help us fund the publication of the book, we

If we are to move

had sent out requests to institutions and individuals to buy a copy

towards a greener and more equitable world, the world’s civil

at a higher price in the pre-publication stage. To the people who

society as a whole, and the Southern civil society in particular,

expressed remarkable faith in us by paying for the book in

must organise itself. It must intervene when the fate of the world

advance, we would like to say a special thank you. Most of all,

is being decided, prodding governments into taking steps in the

we owe thanks to certain publication which provided us with a

right direction. The distance between civil society actors in the

wealth of information on previous negotiations — like the Earth

South and the negotiating capitals of the world has more or less

Negotiations Bulletin published by the International Institute for

disempowered the civil society from participating in these nego-

Sustainable Development (IISD), and Bridges published by the

tiations. We fervently hope that the GEN Report, though a small

International Centre for Trade and Sustainable Development

effort compared to the scale of the problem, will bridge part of

(ICTSD). Last but not least, thanks are due to CSE’s donors, who

this distance, and provide information — about the state of the

have supported us in our efforts to bring Southern concerns to

world’s environment and about the negotiations being conducted

the fore. The richness of our efforts are the result of our

by various players about the future of our environment. Without

Collaborators efforts, but all errors of omission and commission

such information, any intervention will be either ineffective, or

are ours, and cannot be attributed to them.

non-existent.

In the process of preparing the next Report, and in the dis-

For GEN-1, we have chosen mostly post-Rio conventions, insti-

semination of GEN-1, we look forward to the continued support of

tutions and negotiations. Our initial attempt to cover all the

our Collaborators. The GEN Reports are the beginning, rather

important post-Rio negotiations in this one volume were thwarted

than the end, of a process. We hope that they will initiate debate,

by concerns over the size of the book, and we resigned our-

serve as an eye-opener, and lead to closer coordination and

selves to putting aside chapters after our designer laid down

understanding between governments and NGOs around the

strict criteria for sustainable publishing. Chapters on the

world. We invite anyone interested in this process to write to us

Commission on Sustainable Development and the convention on

and join our effort.
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