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Your Majesty, 

Prime Minister, 

Mr. Chairman, 

Ministers, 

Heads of Delegation, 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I arrive in The Hague with a sense of urgency. Yesterday's hypotheses have 

turned out to be true. Scientists now have no doubts: global warming has set 

in , as a result of the prodigious concentration of greenhouse gases in the 

atmosphere over the past century. 

This is a manmade phenomenon, since humans have caused it. It is a 

cumulative phenomenon, since humans are aggravating it. Happily, however, 

the phenomenon can still be brought under control , since mankind can remedy 

it, provided we act forthwith. 

It is incumbent upon us all to act vigorously before we reach the point of no 

return. We must contain greenhouse gas emissions within tolerable limits so 

as to preserve a hospitable planet for future generations. That is the aim of 

the Kyoto Protocol. The Hague Conference must make the decisions required 

to permit its ratification and entry into force as of 2002. 

Since 1992, we have fallen too far behind in the fight against global warming. 

We cannot afford any further delay. That is why, I can confirm to you here, 

Europe is resolved to act and has mobilised to fight the greenhouse effect. 

Europe calls upon the other industrialised countries to join with it in this fight. 

And Europe proposes to the developing countries to join it in a partnership for 

sustainable development. 

* 

* * 
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The time has come for action. We can all imagine the dreadful consequences, 

ultimately, of inertia and hesitation, such as the disappearance of regulating 

mechanisms such as the Gulf Stream which gives Europe its temperate 

climate. Those consequences include rising sea levels which pose a threat to 

certain islands and archipelagos, the destruction of coral reefs, flooding of the 

most exposed coastal areas and deltas, which are among the most favoured 

places of human settlement. They also include the extinction of animal and 

plant species leading to an impoverishment of biodiversity. 

Not forgetting, of course, increr=isingly frequent climatic disruption including 

storms, typhoons, cyclones, hurricanes and floods, leaving a trail of victims 

and destruction in their wake, the spread of deserts, the emergence of 

"environmental refugees" fleeing natural disasters, and outbreaks of conflict for 

the possession of increasingly scarce resources. 

These worrying developments, whose main victims are peoples who have 

already been sorely tried , should not be treated as a source of discouragement 

but as reasons for acting fast. Without that, we would be guilty of failing to 

come to the assistance of a planet in danger. 

Of course, there are the inevitable difficulties of adaptation and constraints 

attendant upon the necessary process of developmP.nt. Of course, we have to 

contend with pressures from those with a vested interest in taking the easy 

route or immobility, the immediate interests of those who earn a rent on energy 

wastage. But we must not allow this to stand in our way. Today, at The 

Hague, the international community, represented by the world's environmental 

ministers, has a moral and political duty to move forward in the right direction. 

* 
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Eight years ago, the Rio Summit aroused high hopes. The developed 

countries promised to stabilise their greenhouse gas emissions. The others 

undertook to explore new development strategies. 

Eight years later, the picture is disappointing. Everywhere, the situation has 

deteriorated. The Convention on Climate Change was adui)ted in the name of 

the precautionary principle, at a time when scientists were still uncertain as to 

the nature of the phenomenon. Since then, its confirmation by the 

International Panel on Climate Change, based on increasingly refined and 

reliable studies, has still failed to mobilise our energies or determination 

sufficiently. Similarly, the compromise reached three years ago in Kyoto is still 

fbr from bearing fruit. Despite the commitments entered into, despite Buenos 

Aires two years ago and Lyons just a few weeks ago, everyone has stuck to 

their positions and their own interests. Everyone is waiting for someone else 

to make the first move. 

* 

Today, we stand confronted with our responsibilities. Are we going to allow 

our emissions to go on growing even though the IPCC has alerted us to their 

consequences? Are we going to allow the gap between rich and poor to grow 

ever wider, with the former adapting their activities -- at the expense of 

colossal defensive investments --- while the latter have no choice but to 

submit, for want of the means to modify their practise and policies? Once 

again, the question is: Do we want to control and regulate the process of 

globalisation in order to make it fairer and more human. 

If the South lacks the capacity to act, the North all too often lacks the will. 

While acknowledging President Clinton's personal commitment, I want to take 

this opportunity to remind you of the facts. The United States alone produces 

a quarter of the world's emissions. Each American emits three times more 
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greenhouse gases than a Frenchman. It is in the Americans, in the first place, 

that we place our hopes of effectively limiting greenhouse gas emissions on a 

global scale. 

I call upon ~he United States of America, therefore, to cast aside their doubts 

and hesitations. The time has come for them to join with the other leading 

industrialised nations to work together in making a successful transition to an 

energy-efficient, yet no less thriving, economy. The history of industrial 

civilisation has long been a tale of the struggle against the constraints of 

nature, climate, distance, or scarce resources. Today, we must place the 

creative power of our modern economies at the service of the fight against 

climate change, the new frontier of our development. 

That would be a powerful gesture in the direction of the countries of the South. 

They legitimately expect the developed countries, which alone emit two-thirds 

of all greenhouse gases, to take the lead. 

They also expect us to reassure them as to their future. We must prove to 

them that the Kyoto mechanisms will not impede their development. Better, 

that they will work to their benefit. It is premature to demand quantified 

commitments from these countries. But the time is coming when their level of 

economic development will justify this , depending on each nation's progress. 

Solidarity between North and South means that the North cuts its emissions so 

that the South can develop while maintaining control over the growth in its own 

emissions. 

* 

Conscious of its responsibilities, the European Union intends to play its part to 

the full in this common effort. It was in Europe that the industrial revolution, 

which sparked the tremendous consumption of energy whose effects we are 
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now experiencing, came into being. By their level of prosperity and know-how, 

Europeans have a duty to set the example by developing more economical 

forms of consumption and production in terms of natural resources. 

This will indeed require a revolution in our way of thinking. We have built our 

prosperity on abundant energy. Today, we must wa"e up to the fact that all 

natural resources have a cost, that all pollution is a form of wastage, that the 

planet's regenerative capacities are not limitless. Cutting down on our 

consumption of raw materials, diversifying our sources of supply, recycling 

'4'aste, new materials, energy efficiency, and the development of renewable 

energies: these are the choices that ought to inspire us in our policymaking. 

In Kyoto, the European Union set itself the goal of emitting 8 percent less 

greenhouse gas in 2010 than in 1990. Each country made a commitment in 

proportion to its emissions and wealth. Each country is accountable for its 

performance to its European partners as well as before the Parties to the 

Convention. 

The Fifteen will ratify the Kyoto Protocol in 2002, in keeping with the decisions 

of the European Councils. The organs of the Union, and each individual State, 

have set in train the necessary procedures. France completed them in July of 

this year and is now ready. 

Europe is determined to implement the terms of this agreement. In 

consequence, the Council, the Parliament and the Commission are actively 

drawing up common or coordinated policies, in the shape of regulatory and tax 

instruments, budgetary incentives, research programmes, and educational 

measures, designed to bring our emissions under control. 

Finally, each of us has set about formulating national programmes. The 

French Government, for instance, last February presented a national plan to 
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combat greenhouse gases, and is preparing to announce additional energy 

efficiency measures. France has pursued a pro-active energy policy for the 

past thirty years. One consequence of this has been to limit substantially its 

greenhouse gas emissions, which are very much lower than those of the other 

leading industrialised countries in proportion to their population. 

How can we avoid a upsurge of pollution now, at a time of renewed growth? 

We must tackle at their source those emissions that are hardest to control , 

namely transport, construction and housing. To be sure, we won't transform 

structures and ingrained habits in a day. This is a long-term task, and we need 

to combine progressiveness in our methods with firmness as to our objectives. 

* 

Here, in The Hague, the European Union needs to muster its full strength in 

order to reach a good agreement. An equitable and effective agreement, that 

leaves room for future developments. 

An equitable agreement is one where each party enters into commitments 

matching its responsibilities. The OECD member countries and the transition 

countries must effectively cut their emissions. Only then will they be in a 

position to expect similar undertakings from the developing countries. 

An equitable agreement is one that provides for an independent and impartial 

compliance mechanism, possessing irrefutable data and able to decide 

remedial political and financial penalties in case of non-compliance. That 

would avoid the "free-rider" problem, in which a handful of nations make the 

initial , and most difficult efforts, only to find themselves exposed to 

unacceptable competitive distortions. 
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An equitable agreement is one that helps the most vulnerable to adapt to the 

consequences of climate change, one that lays the groundwork for objective 

discussion of any possible disadvantage certain countries may suffer as a 

result of its application. 

This agreement must also be effective if we are to meet the targets set in 

~yoto for 2008-2012. The countries concerned must channel the bulk of their 

efforts to curb emissions through national or regional measures. Each country 

has a duty to build structures that cut its own emissions to a minimum on a 

sustainable basis. No country can elude its share of the collective effort. 

Europe has made proposals for the application of this principle, which it holds 

tp be fundamental. 

Flexibility mechanisms will complete the national efforts. They should definitely 

not b . een as a means of escape. The European Union will very close!~, 

scrutinise the guarantees surrounding the market in emissions permits and the 

workings of the clean development mechanism. These must be rigorous, so as 

to ensure that everyone remains fully answerable for their commitments and 

that they effectively fulfil them. The system's environmental credibility depends 

on it, as does its economic viability. 

To be effective, this agreement needs to offer powerful incentives to the 

developing countries, via the financial and technology transfers it helps make 

possible. We should move pragmatically to hasten implementation of the clean 

development mechanism, also taking care to ensure that the poorest countries 

in all of the world's regions really can benefit from it. Let us mobilise for their 

benefit the funds to be generated by the agreement's implementation, the 

proceeds of levies and penalties in particular. Let us prepare for replenishment 

of the Global Environment Facility by giving greater weight to efforts to combat 

the greenhouse effect. In the name of France, moreover, I propose that its 

funding be increased. Let u~ make the effort to curb warming a priority of, 

bilateral, Community and multilateral official development assistance 
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programmes. In a word, let us conclude a North-South partnership for 

sustainable development in The Hague. 

Finally, the European Union wants an agreement that leaves room for future 

developments, one that closes no doors. At this time of great uncertainty, we 

have no option but to remain prudent on the subject of carbon sinks. But if it 

were to be confirmed that reforestation , the fight against desertification and the 

fight against global warming can be mutually reinforcing , then we would be 

wrong to rule out this course, at least for the commitments to come for future 

periods. But we would still need to set limits and develop rigorous scientific 

criteria, able to ensure that genuine efforts are being made to cut emissions 

and of ascertaining the actual absorbtive power are taken into account. 

There is also the question of international air transport emissions, which are 

rising in line with the relentless growth in traffic. Here the "polluter pays" 

principle should apply. That is one of the aims of the kerosene tax long called­

for by the European Union. We have no intention of abandoning this. 

Finally, let us start thinking about the post-Kyoto period without further ado. 

Tomorrow, it will be up to us to set forth the rights and duties of each, and for a 

long time to come. In order to move forward while respecting individual 

differences and special circumstances, France proposes that we set as our 

ultimate objective the convergence of per capita emissions. This principle 

would durably ensure the effectiveness, equity and solidarity of our efforts. 

* 

* * 
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Your Majesty, Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

For the first time, humanity is instituting a genuine instrument of global 

governance, one that should find a place within the World Environmental 

Organisation which France and the European Union would like to see 

established. 

The time has come for an effort of the will. Admittedly, we won't solve every 

problem in The Hague. But we must go as far forward as possible in inventing 

mechanisms to guarantee that our efforts are effective and enduring. 

This is a time for clear-sightedness and solidarity. It is for ourselves, our 

children and our grandchildren that we are working here. Our responsibility is 

to make decisions that will safeguard the chances of future generations. Let us 

revive the pioneering spirit that inspired the Hague Declaration of 1989. 

This is a time for collective ambition. It is up to us to mobilise all of the different 

actors in society, starting by giving greater effect to our fellow-citizens 

involvment. As consumers, employees and shareholders, they are perfectly 

equipped to ensure the triumph of new life styles and less polluting modes of 

production. That is why, from the very earliest age, we should make 

environmental awareness a major theme of education and a major theme of 

political debate, until respect for the environment comes to be as fundamental 

gs safeguarding our rights and freedoms. 

By acting together, by building this unprecedented instrument, the first 

component of an authentic global governance, we are working for dialogue 

apd peace. We are demonstrating our capacity to assert control over our fate 

in a spirit of solidarity, to organise our collective sovereignty over this planet, 

our common heritage. We are working to give practical expression to the 

ethical demands of our peoples. That is the measure of the immense issues 
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entailed by an agreement, here, in The Hague. It is the measure of the burning 

obligation on us to succeed. 

Your Majesty, Mr. Chairman, Ladies, Gentlemen, I thank you. 
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Majeste, 

Monsieur le Premier Ministre, 

Monsieur le President de la Conference, 

Mesdames et Messieurs les Ministres et 

les Chefs de delegation, 

Mesdames, Messieurs, 

J'arrive a La Haye porte par un sentiment d'urgence. Les hypotheses 

d'hier se sont verifiees . Les scientifiques sont maintenant formels : le 

rechauffement climatique a commence, consequence de la prodigieuse 

concentration , en un siecle , des gaz a effet de serre dans !'atmosphere. 

II s'agit d'un phenomene anthropique, puisque l'homme l'a cause. D'un 

phenomene cumulatif, puisque l'homme l'aggrave. Mais aussi, heureusement, 

d'un phenomene encore maHrisable, puisque l'homme peut y remedier, a 
condition d'agir des maintenant. 

II nous revient , a tous , de reagir vigoureusement avant que soit atteint le 

point de non-retour. II nous revient de contenir les emissions de gaz a effet de 

serre dans des limites supportables pour garder la terre accueillante aux 

generations futures . Tel est l'objectif du Protocole de Kyoto. La Conference de 

La Haye doit prendre les decisions qui permettront sa ratification et son entree 

en vigueur des 2002 . 

Depuis 1992, nous avons accumule tror de retard dans la lutte contre le 

rechauffement climatique . Maintenant, ii y a peril en la demeure. C'est 

pourquoi , je vous le confirme, l'Europe est mobilisee contre l'effet de serre , 

decidee a ag ir. L'Europe appelle les autres pays industrialises a la rejoindre 
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dans ce combat. L'Europe propose aux pays en developpement un partenariat 

pour le developpement durable. 

* 

* * 

Le temps est a !'action. Chacun voit bien les terribles consequences 

qu'auraient a terme inertie et atermoie11ents . Disparition de mecanismes 

regulateurs , tel le Gulf Stream qui donne a l'Europe son climat tempere . 

Elevation du niveau des mers qui menaceraient certaines Ties et certains 

archipels ; destruction des recifs coralliens ; envahissement par les eaux des 

cotes les plus exposees et des deltas, espaces privilegies d'implantation 

humaine. Extinction d'especes animales et vegetales , et done 

appauvrissement de la biodiversite. 

Sans oublier, bien sOr, les aberrations climatiques , de plus en plus 

frequentes : tempetes, typhons , cyclones , inondations, avec leur cortege de 

victimes et de destructions. Extension des deserts. Apparition de « refugies 

ecologiques » fuyant les catastrophes naturelles . Declenchement de conflits 

pour la possession de ressources rarefiees . 

Ces evolutions inquietantes, qui auraient pour principales victimes des 

peuples deja tres eprouves, ne doivent pas etre des motifs de decouragement 

mais des ra isons d'agir vite. Sans cela , nous nous rendrions coupables de non 

assistance a planete en danger. 

Bien sOr, ii y a les inevitables difficultes d'adaptation et les contraintes 

d'un necessaire developpement. Bien sOr, ii y a les pressions de ceux que le 

laxisme ou l'immobilisme arrange , les interets immediats des rentiers de 

l'energie gaspillee . Mais nous devons passer outre . Aujourd 'hui , a La Haye, la 

communaute internationale representee par les min istres de l'environnement 

-, 
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du monde entier a le devoir moral et politique d'avancer dans la bonne 

direction . 

* 

II y a huit ans, le Sommet de Rio faisait naTtre de grands espoirs. Les 

pays developpes promettaient de stabiliser leurs emissions de gaz a effet de 

serre. Les autres s'engageaient a explorer de nouvelles strategies de 

dbveloppement. 

Huit ans apres, le bilan est decevant. Partout, la situation s'est 

aggravee. La Convention sur le changement climatique a ete adoptee au nom 

du principe de precaution , a un moment ou les scientifiques s'interrogeaient 

encore sur la nature du phenomene. Depuis, sa confirmation par le Groupe 

d'experts intergouvernemental sur !'evolution du climat, sur la base d'etudes 

toujours plus fines et plus fiables , n'a pas suffisamment mobilise nos energies 

et renforce notre volonte. De meme, le compromis trouve a Kyoto, ii y a 

trois ans, est loin d'avoir porte ses fruits. Malgre les engagements pris, malgre 

Buenos Aires ii y a deux ans et Lyon voici quelques semaines, chacun campe 

sLr ses positions et ses interets propres. Chacun attend l'autre . 

* 

I Aujourd'hui , nous sommes devant nos responsabilites. Allons-nous 

laisser croTtre nos emissions , alors meme que le GIEC nous alerte sur leurs 

consequences ? Allons-nous laisser se creuser encore davantage le fosse 

entre riches et pauvres, les premiers s'adaptant au prix d'investissements 

defensifs colossaux, les seconds subissant , parce qu'ils n'ont pas les moyens 

de modifier leurs pratiques et leurs politiques ? II s'agit de savoir, une nouvelle 

fois , si nous voulons maTtriser, reguler la mondialisation afin de la rendre plus 

juste et plus humaine. 

Si la capacite d'agir manque au Sud , la volonte d'agir manque trop 

souvent au Nord . 



Tout en reconnaissant !'engagement personnel du President CLINTON , 

je veux rappeler ici la realite des chiffres. Les Etats-Unis produisent a eux 

seuls un quart des emissions mondiales. Chaque Americain emet trois fois 

plus de gaz a effet de serre que chaque Franc;ais. C'est d'abord vers les 

Americains que se porte l'espoir d'une limitation efficace des gaz a effet de 

serre a l'echelle mondiale. 

J'appelle done les Etats-Unis d'Amerique a balayer leurs doutes et leurs 

hesitations. Le moment est venu pour eux de rejoindre les grands pays 

industrialises, pour reussir ensemble la transition vers une economie sabre en 

energie, qui , pour autant, ne perdra rien de sa vitalite . Longtemps, l'histoire de 

la civilisation industrielle a ete celle de la lutte contre les contraintes naturelles, 

le climat, les distances ou la rarete des ressources. Aujourd'hui , ii faut mettre 

la force creatrice des economies modernes au service de la lutte contre le 

changement climatique , nouvelle frontiere de notre developpement. 

Ce serait un geste fort en direction des pays du Sud. lls attendent, et 

c'est legitime, que les pays developpes qui emettent a eux seuls les deux-tiers 

des gaz a effet de serre , montent en premiere ligne. 

lls attendent, aussi , qu'on les rassure sur leur avenir. Nous devons leur 

prouver que les mecanismes de Kyoto n'entraveront pas leur develo;)pement. 

Mieux, qu 'ils fonctionneront a leur profit. II est premature d'exiger d'eux des 

engagements quantifies. Mais le moment approche ou leur niveau 

economique le justifiera , au rythme des progres de chacun . La solidarite Nord­

Sud , c'est un Nord qui reduit ses emissions pour que le Sud se developpe au 

prix d'une croissance maHrisee des siennes. 

* 

Consciente de ses responsabilites , l'Union Europeenne prendra toute sa 

part de l'effort commun. C'est en Europe qu'est nee la revolution industrielle 

qui a entraTne la formidable consommation d'energie dont nous subissons les 
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effets. Les Europeens, par leur niveau de prosperite et de savoir-faire , se 

doivent de montrer l'exemple en trouvant des modes de consommation et de 

production economes en ressources naturelles. 

II s'agit bien d'une revolution des esprits. Nous avons etabli notre 

prosperite sur une energie abondante . Aujourd 'hui , nous devons prendre 

conscience que toute ressource naturelle a un cout, que toute pollution est 

une forme de gaspillage, que les capacites de regeneration de la planete ne 

sont pas illimitees. Economies de matiere premiere, diversification des 

sources d'approvisionnement, recyclage des dechets, nouveaux materiaux, 

efficacite energetique et developpement des energies renouvelables , autant 

de choix qui doivent inspirer nos politiques. 

A Kyoto , !'Union europeenne s'etait fixe comme objectif d'emettre en 

2010 , 8 % de mains de gaz a effet de serre qu'en 1990. Chaque pays s'est 

engage, a proportion de ses emissions et de sa richesse . Chaque pays est 

rJsponsable de ses resultats devant ses partenaires europeens aussi bien que 

devant les parties a la Convention . 

En 2002 , conformement aux decisions des Conseils europeens, les 

d uinze ratifieront le Protocole de Kyoto. Les organes de !'Union ainsi que 

chaque Etat ant entame les procedures necessaires La France, pour sa part , 

les a conduites a leur terme en juillet dernier et se tient prete. 

L'Europe est determinee a mettre en ceuvre les dispositions de ce texte. 

Ainsi , le Conseil , le Parlement et la Commission preparent-ils activement les 

politiques communes ou coordonnees -instruments reglementaires et fiscaux , 

i+ itations budgi,taires , programmes de recherches, actions i,ducatives- qui 

nous permettront de maTtriser nos emissions . 
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Entin, chacun de nous s'est lance dans !'elaboration de programmes 

nationaux. Ainsi en est-ii du Gouvernement fran9ais, qui a presente en fevrier 

dernier un plan national de lutte contre l'effet de serre et qui se prepare a 
annoncer des mesures complementaires d'efficacite energetique. Depuis 

trente ans, la France a engage une politique volontaire de l'energie. Elle a eu 

pour consequence de limiter considerablement ses rejets de gaz a effet de 

serre, tres inferieurs de ce fait a ceux des autres grands pays industrialises en 

proportion de leurs habitants. 

Comment eviter d'augmenter a nouveau ces pollutions a l'heure d'une 

croissance retrouvee ? Nous devons nous attaquer aux sources d'emissions 

les plus difficiles a maHriser : les transports , le batiment et le logement. Certes, 

nous ne pourrons pas bouleverser en un jour les structures et les habitudes. 

Dans cette ceuvre de longue haleine, ii nous taut concilier progressivite de la 

methode et fermete sur les objectifs a atteindre. 

* 

lei , a La Haye, l'Union europeenne doit mobiliser toutes ses forces pour 

parvenir a un bon accord. Un accord equitable , efficace, evolutif. 

Un accord equitable , c'est un accord ou chacun est engage a hauteur de 

ses responsabilites. Les pays de l'OCDE et les pays en trar.sition doivent 

reduirP. effectivement leurs emissions. Alors seulement ils pourront attendra 

des pays en developpement des engagements similaires . 

Un accord equitable , c'est un accord qui prevoit un mecanisme 

d'observance, independant et impartial , disposant de donnees incontestables 

et pouvant decider de penalites politique::, et financieres reparatrices en cas de 

manquement. On evitera ainsi ces phenomenes de "passagers clandestins" 

ou les premiers efforts , difficilement accomplis par quelques-uns , les 

exposeraient a d'inacceptables distorsions de concurrence . 
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Un accord equitable, c'est un accord qui aide les plus vulnerables a 
s'adapter aux consequences du changement climatique et qui pose les bases 

d'une discussion objective sur l'eventuel prejudice que pourraient subir 

certains pays du fait de son application. 

Get accord doit egalement etre efficace, si nous voulons respecter les 

objectifs fixes a Kyoto pour 2008-201 ~- Les pays concernes doivent accomplir 

l'essentiel des efforts de maltrise par des mesures nationales ou regionales. 

Ohacun a le devoir de construire des structures qui minimisent durablement 

ses propres emissions. Nul ne peut s'epargner la part de l'effort collectif qui lui 

revient. L'Europe a fait des propositions pour !'application de ce principe, qui 

est pour elle fondamental. 

Les mecanismes de flexibilite completeront les efforts nationaux. lls ne 

doivent en aucun cas pouvoir etre perc;us comme echappatoires. L'Union 

1uropeenne sera tres vigilante sur les garanties qui entourent le marche des 

permis d'emissions et le fonctionnement du mecanisme de developpement 

propre. Elles devront etre rigoureuses pour que chacun reste pleinement 

responsable de ses engagements et les tienne effectivement. C'est la 

condition de la credibilite environnementale du systeme, mais aussi de sa 

viabilite economique. 

Pour etre efficace, cet accord doit etre fortement incitatif pour les pays 

en developpement par les transferts financiers et de technologies qu'il 

favorise. Accelerons avec pragmatisme la mise en place du mecanisme de 

developpement propre , en veillant aussi a ce que les pays les plus pauvres et 

die toutes les regions du monde puissent en beneficier effectivement. 

Mobilisons a leur service les ressources qui seront generees par la mise en 

c:euvre de !'accord , et notamment le produit des prelevements et sanctions . 

Preparons la reconstitution du Fonds pour !'Environnement Mondial en 

permettant une meilleure prise en compte de la lutte contre l'effet de serre. Au 

8 



nom de la France, je propose en outre que ses ressources soient accrues. 

Faisons de la maftrise du rechauffement une priorite des programmes d'aide 

publique au developpement, bilateraux, communautaires et multilateraux. En 

un mot, concluons a La Haye un partenariat Nord-Sue pour le developpement 

durable. 

Entin, !'Union europeenne souhaite un accord evolutif, qui ne ferme 

aucune porte. A ce stade de grande incertitude, nous ne pouvons que rester 

prudents en ce qui concerne les puits de carbone. Mais s'il se confirmait que la 

reforestation , la lutte contre la desertification et la luttf' contre le rechauffement 

peuvent se renforcer mutuellement, nous aurions tort de nous interdire cette 

voie, en tout cas pour les periodes d'engagement futur. Encore faudrait-il que 

nous ayons mis au point des limites et des criteres scientifiques rigoureux, qui 

permettent de s'assurer d'un veritable effort de reduction et de la realite du 

pouvoir d'absorption des puits pris en compte . 

Se pose egalement la question des emissions du transport aerien 

international qui augmentent avec la croi~sance continue du trafic. II convient 

d'appliquer le principe du "pollueur-payeur". C'est l'un des objectifs de la taxe 

sur le kerosene preconisee de longue date par !'Union europeenne. Nous ne 

saurians y renoncer. 

Enfin , engageons des maintenant la reflexion sur l'apres Kyoto . Demain , 

ii nous reviendra d'etablir, sur le long terme , les droits et les devoirs de 

chacun . Pour progresser, dans le respect des specificites et des differences, la 

France propose que nos travaux se fixent pour objectif la convergence a terme 

des taux d'emissions par habitant. Ce principe assurerait durablement 

l'efficacite, l'equite et la solidarite de nos efforts . 

* 

* * 
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Monsieur le President, Mesdames, Messieurs, 

Pour la premiere fois , l'humanite se donne un veritable instrument de 

gouvernement global, qui devra trouver sa place dans cette Organisation 

Mondiale de !'Environnement que la France, que l'Union europeenne, 

appellent de leurs vreux. 

l Le temps est a la volonte. Certes, nous ne reglerons pas tous les 

p oblemes a La Haye. Mais nous devons aller aussi loin que possible dans 

!'invention des mecanismes qui garantiront l'efficacite et la perennite de nos 

efforts. 

Le temps est a la lucidite et a la solidarite . C'est pour nous, pour nos 

enfants et nos petits-enfants que nous travaillons ici. Notre responsabilite , 

c'est de prendre des decisions qui preservent les chances des generations 

futures. Retrouvons l'esprit pionnier qui inspira la Declaration de La Haye, 

adoptee en 1989. 

Le temps est a !'ambition collective. II nous appartient de mobiliser tous 

les acteurs de la societe, et d'abord d'amplifier !'engagement de nos 

concitoyens. Paree qu'ils sont aussi des consommateurs , des salaries, des 

actionnaires , ils ont tous les moyens de fa ire triompher de nouveaux modes de 

vie et de production moins polluants . C'est pourquoi nous devons faire de 

r l cologie , des le plus jeune age, un theme majeur d'education , un theme 

majeur du debat politique, pour que le respect de l'environnement soit aussi 

fondamental que la defense de nos droits et libertes. 

En agissant ensemble , en construisant cet instrument sans precedent, 

premier element d'une authentique gouvernance mondiale, nous servons le 

dialogue et la paix. Nous manifestons notre aptitude a maHriser solidairement 
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notre destin , a organiser notre souverainete collective sur cette terre qui est 

notre patrimoine commun . Nous mettons en oeuvre !'exigence ethique de nos 

peuples. C'est dire les enjeux, immenses, d'un accord , ici , a La Haye. C'est 

dire notre ardente obligation d'aboutir. 

Majeste, Monsieur le President, Mesdames, Messieurs, je vous 

remercie . 
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