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holding a high-level segment in 2002 in order to gain min-
isters’ endorsement of the POA to prepare a message for
the Rio+10 Summit.  Although many delegations approved
this proposal, several others were not supportive. While
Norway supported the proposal, Costa Rica, the US and
New Zealand preferred holding the high-level meeting in
2003 to avoid an already full international agenda in 2002.

Forest Convention: Some delegations supported estab-
lishing a working group on legal arrangements early in
the UNFF programme. Others felt that the discussion con-
cerning a convention should be avoided initially to pre-
vent distracting delegates from more pressing issues.

Collaborative Partnership on Forests: Broad consen-
sus was reached on the role of the CPF. Most delegations
agreed that the CPF should be a high-level partnership,
both informal and of limited size. The FAO proposed that
the CPF be limited to 12 international forest-related or-
ganisations, but relevant international and regional insti-
tutions, non-governmental organisations and the private
sector could also be involved in specific programmes,
expert meetings and consultations.

Informal Consultations
During the informal consultations, delegates addressed

seven aspects of the MYPOW. These related to:
– Facilitation and promotion of implementation.
– Monitoring, assessment and reporting.

– Enhancing cooperation and policy and programme
coordination.

– Fostering international and cross-sectoral cooperation.
– Fostering a common understanding of sustainable for-

est management and addressing forest policy issues
and emerging areas.

– Strengthening political commitment.
– Review of UNFF to take place at the fifth substantive

session.

Summary of Informal Consultations
The Chair noted that the Summary was intended to

facilitate the Secretariat’s drafting of the Secretary-Gen-
eral’s report. Many delegates opposed text stating that
consensus had been reached on many issues, noting that
it was erroneous in the context of a non-negotiating fo-
rum. However, the Chair pointed out that the final Chair’s
summary would not commit anyone to a specific course
of action and invited comments for a revised Chair’s sum-
mary.

At the resumed organisational session on the afternoon
of the final day, it was announced that for the Secretary-
General’s report for UNFF-1, two documents would be
produced, one which addresses the MYPOW and another
which addresses the POA. An informal briefing on the
documents will be organised prior to UNFF-1.

The key message of the Environmental Outlook, is-
sued by the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) is that governments from OECD
countries* need to take action urgently to change their
policies in a number of clearly identifiable areas, in order
to prevent irreversible damage to the environment over
the next 20 years. The Outlook is a pioneering 20-year
projection of OECD environmental problems that identi-
fies realistic priorities for addressing the main challenges.

Using an economy-based vision of developments to
2020, the Study identifies the drivers of environmental
change (the economy, population, globalisation, etc.), the
specific sectors that put the greatest pressure on the envi-
ronment, and the resulting environmental impacts. Based

on the findings, the most critical environmental concerns
facing OECD countries are the unsustainable use of re-
newable natural resources, the degradation of ecosystems
and the disruption of the environmental systems that sup-
port human life. Some of the most urgent problems are
identified as “red lights” for the future. These include:
– Three-quarters of marine fisheries are fished to their

limits or over-fished.
– Tropical deforestation continues at alarming rates.

Non-OECD regions will lose another 10 per cent of
their forests by 2020.

– Human-induced climate change already affects
weather patterns worldwide. This will worsen as OECD
CO

2
 emissions increase by a projected one-third to

2002.
– Urban air quality and associated health problems are

deteriorating in many OECD countries.
– Energy use and transportation are already the main

contributors to greenhouse gas emissions and air pol-

* Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Korea, Luxem-
bourg, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Slovak
Republic, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, United States.
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lution. Motor vehicle use in OECD countries is ex-
pected to increase by 40 per cent by 2020, passenger
air kilometres to triple, and energy use to increase by
35 per cent.

– Municipal waste generation is expected to increase
substantially in OECD countries by 2020.

– In most OECD countries, groundwater is polluted
largely by farm chemicals. By 2020, nitrogen loading
of waterways from agriculture will increase in OECD
countries by more than one-quarter.

– Persistent and toxic chemicals will be widespread in
the environment, seriously affecting human health.

– Overall, environmental damage is responsible for 2-6
per cent of disease in OECD countries.

The Environmental Outlook has proposed how some
of these trends could be reversed. It suggests a range of
policy options to address the “red light” concerns and –
through modelling simulations of specific policies – analy-
ses their potential environmental and economic effects.

For each of the “red light” issues examined in the
Outlook, examples of appropriate policy instruments for
addressing the problem are identified, and – where possi-

ble – their potential effects are quantitatively assessed. The
Report outlines a “policy package” or combination of in-
struments – regulatory, economic, and others – which can
be used to tackle many of the most pressing environmen-
tal problems. It is often difficult to design a single policy
instrument that will successfully provide the right incen-
tives for a total reduction in pollution and waste genera-
tion. Instead, it will generally be necessary to employ a
mix of policy instruments. The policy mix suggested in
the report involves the combination of a robust regulatory
framework with a variety of other instruments, such as
stronger pricing mechanisms to influence the behaviour
of consumers and producers, voluntary agreements, trad-
able permits, eco-labels and information-based incentives,
land use regulation and infrastructure provision. In par-
ticular, the Outlook recommends the removal of environ-
mentally harmful subsidies and a more systematic use of
environmental taxes, charges and other economic instru-
ments to get the prices right.

The policies suggested draw on lessons learned from
environmental success stories, such as the virtual elimi-
nation of ozone-depleting CFC emissions, the removal of
lead from petrol, the expansion of protected natural areas,
and significant increases in the efficiency of resource and
energy use. However, despite improvements in resource
efficiency, overall environmental degradation has persisted
in most areas as the volume effects of total increase in
production and consumption have outweighed the resource
efficiency gains per unit of product (see fig. 1). Following
recent trends, OECD countries are expected to reduce the
energy intensity of their economies by 20 per cent by 2020,
while increasing total energy use by 35 per cent (see fig.
2). Even with the use of new, more efficient, energy and
transport technologies, it is unlikely that total emissions
from these sources will decrease much over the next two
decades. OECD countries will need to achieve more sig-
nificant changes in the fuel mix than are currently fore-
seen, with greater substitution of the more polluting fossil
fuels with renewable resources and cleaner fuels.

Countries know that the effects of implementing these
policies would be significant. Removing subsidies in
OECD countries by applying an energy tax linked to the
carbon content of fuels and taxing all chemicals could
lead to 15 per cent lower OECD CO

2
 emissions in 2020

than would have been the case in 2020 under business-as-
usual assumptions; 9 per cent lower SO

2
 emissions; 3 per

cent lower methane emissions; and 30 per cent less run-
off of nitrogen to waterways from fertilisers.

A policy simulation was undertaken to examine the
potential effects of some of the key elements of the com-
bined policy package: namely, the removal of all the sub-
sidies identified in OECD countries, the application of an
energy tax linked to the carbon content of fuels, and a tax
on all chemical use. The environmental benefits from this
policy mix would be substantial (see fig. 2). With this
policy package, the economic costs of achieving these
environmental benefits were estimated to be quite low –
less than a 1 per cent decrease in GDP (Gross Domestic
Product) for OECD regions overall in 2020 compared with
the Reference Scenario. Thus, implementing such a policy
package would be cost-effective and lead to significant
environmental improvements by 2020. (MJ)
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Figure 2. Effects in 2020 of removing subsidies, applying a fuel tax
and a chemical use tax in OECD regions

ca

31 2

Index, 1995 = 100

2020 References Scenario

CO
2
 emissions Total nitrogen

water pollution
SO

x
 emissions Total methane

emissions


