
Comments by Mrs. Mira Mehrishi, Additional Secretary, Ministry of Environment,  

on the  zero draft ‘The Future We Want’ on January 25, 2012 

Co-chairs, 

Thank you for giving me the floor to offer our comments on the zero draft.  

India associates itself with the statement made by Algeria on behalf of the G-77. 

We appreciate the efforts made to put together a zero draft of the outcome 

document.  

 Poverty eradication remains the overarching goal in our quest for 

sustainable development. As such, poverty eradication needs to be brought up front 

and its linkages with Green Economy and Institutional Framework need to be 

reflected in a more integrated manner. The issue of poverty eradication requires 

greater focus under sections on GESDPE, IFSD and framework for action and follows 

up. 

On the section on Green Economy, there is imbalance in the treatment of 

the three pillars of Sustainable Development. There is overemphasis on the 

environmental aspect. We would call for giving equal consideration to economic 

and social pillars, particularly issues related to access to basic services. 

Empowerment of women and gender equality must be dealt not only as cross-

cutting issues, but as core development challenge in themselves. 

And while doing so, there must be stronger focus on unsustainable patterns 

of consumption and lifestyle of the developed world.  We would suggest that a 

separate sub-section be devoted to this issue, a question which in our opinion is 

fundamental to addressing equity in sustainable development.   

The Rio Principles form the bedrock of multilateral engagement on 

sustainable development and these must be reaffirmed in the Preamble of the text. 

Also, the framework of action must be anchored in these principles, specifically in 

the principles of Equity and CBDR and the sovereign right of States over their 

natural resources and the right to development. 

Renewed political commitment should not imply creation of a legal form of 

arrangements. A legal form of agreement does not necessarily raise the ambition 

level. We are witnessing this crisis of confidence already in climate change 

negotiations. All legal arrangements will become ineffective if there is no political 

willingness to implement them. The Kyoto Protocol is a perfect example of such a 

legally binding agreement which has been unable to deliver because there is no 

political willingness to abide by its principles. 

Co-chairs, 
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Without doubt, the weakest link in the draft is the means of 

implementation. We wonder how we are going to implement the action framework 

if there are only policy guidelines and  private investment led approach to renewing 

our commitment to Sustainable Development. The efforts of developing countries 

towards GESDPE have to be supplemented by international support in terms of 

technological know-how, additional finance including ODA and capacity building.    

Now I will reflect on some specific proposals contained in the zero draft. 

There is a proposal for creation of a new institution of ‘Ombudsperson or High 

Commissioner for Future Generation’ to promote Sustainable Development. There 

has to be an informed debate on the role, structure, need, responsibility etc. of 

the said institution before we take the proposal on board. Such a proposal may 

open a Pandora’s Box with similar demands for other thematic institutions. 

Indian experience in “setting prices right” suggest that when goals such as 

equity, food security, and balanced regional development are present, some prices 

will deviate owing to subsidies. The treatment of these subsidies should be left to 

the sovereign rights of States as per national policies and circumstances. 

The para on green jobs in the draft text is too simplistic and based on 

optimistic assumptions about job creation opportunities in a green economy. This 

has to be suitably amended in order to reflect the concerns of livelihoods security. 

GE measures should not adversely impact the livelihoods of marginal and vulnerable 

sections of society, such as small and marginal farmers and those employed in 

SMEs.  

On green economy, there cannot be a globally standardized growth model 

when natural endowments and economic capabilities differ amongst countries. 

Developing countries cannot move along the path of low carbon development 

without access to affordable alternative energy resources and cleaner technologies.  

 

Co-chairs, 

The zero draft considers a set of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

India understands that these SDGs are proposed as aspirational and voluntary effort 

of the international community. More importantly, these should not distract us 

from our efforts on MDGs. Any framework on SDGs will have to necessarily 

incorporate the principles of equity and CBDR.  We must also ensure that the goals 

in no way restrict the already limited policy space developing countries have to 

pursue socio-economic advancement.  No quantitative targets and timelines should 

be undertaken without a clear understanding of their feasibility of attainment by 

developing countries. 
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On beyond GDP indicators, it will be premature at this stage for developing 

countries like India to endorse the development and implementation of a new 

framework complementing GDP or looking beyond GDP. Developing countries are 

still struggling with GDP and Human Development Index, and they do not have the 

capacities in the near term to implement such an indicator. Any additional 

indicators complementing GDP run the risk of shifting the focus away from inclusive 

growth.   

Once again, I thank UNCSD Bureau and the secretariat for its efforts in 

bringing all the member states and other stakeholders together, in order to forge a 

consensus on forward looking global action towards a sustainable future. 

Thank you.  
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