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Abstract: Environment is one of the 

biggest concerns of Nations after years 

of neglect and willful default by the so 

called developed Nations. Most of the 

countries around the world have 

environmental policies – but the moot 

question is it applicable while dealing 

with other nations? Degradation of 

forest land and depletion of Natural 

resources are global concerns. How 

can nations employ such policies in 

isolation or without regard to 

neighbors or other nations? In the 

past three decades, protecting the 

global environment has emerged as 

one of the major challenges in 

international relations. Twenty years 

after the first global environment 

conference, the UN sought to help 

Governments rethink on economic 

development to discuss global 

environmental issues that would 

become central to policy 

implementation. The protection of the 

planet to ensure a sustainable future 

for all people was recognized as very 

important for welfare of all nations. In 

spite of several conferences, summits 

and conventions the environmental 

protection against degradation has 

remained a dream. In the meantime 

there is a rising trend towards 

nationalism and so we are at a 

crossroad of environmental Protection 

as a dream and the reality of the 

situation. This article would like to 

highlight what actions need to be 

taken seriously by the world 

community. 

 

Keywords : Environmental 

concerns, degradation of forest land 

and depletion of natural resources, 

the challenge of global environmental 

degradation, Policies and actions 

needed by all concerned nations. 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 

There seems to be an emergence of 

consensus regarding the environment, 

that it has to be conserved and 

mindless exploitation of Natural 

Resources has to stop to stem the rot. 

After exploiting whatever was easily 

available and accessible, the 

developed nations have suddenly 

realized that there is a limit to 

exploitation and availability of 

Natural Resources. The time line for 

environment and natural resources 

can be seen as given below: 
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Figure 1: Time line for environmental issues 

It started with the depletion of 

Resources. There was no significant 

effort to conserve while the world 

population only increased. While the 

effort to protect wild life was initiated, 

there were no significant efforts to 

conserve or control exploitation. 

When the pollution became an 

important issue due usage of 

petroleum resources (which are also 

incidentally depleting!) the developed 

countries understood that the 

exploitation cannot go for ever and 

they started advocating conservation 

to developing and less developed 

countries. Various environmental 

Protection Laws were enacted. 

With the United Nations, 

conservation started becoming a 

serious issue. Since 1970 there have 

been various Summits, conferences, 

Conventions, Treaties and Protocols. 

But the issue is still unresolved and 

poses a threat to existence of 

mankind. 
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Figure 2: Efforts through Global Summits 

The authors through this research 

paper would like to focus the attention 

of Policy makers around the world on 

this key issue. The Authors sincerely 

hope the issue will get the attention it 

deserves. 

2. OBJECTIVES OF THE 
STUDY 

There is hardly any need to highlight 

the Problem. But there are serious 

concerns which need to be resolved 

immediately. The authors feel the 

solution is not easy to find as 

consensus is difficult to be arrived 

between the exploited and the 

exploiters, starved of further avenues 

for exploitation and nations have 

become wary of some crocodile tears 

shed. It is not as if this topic is 

something new, but a fresh look is 

always useful as a reminder to the 

society of the grave future ahead and 

issues needing immediate solution. 

Environmental concerns have been 

the focus of discussion and concern 

for many countries in the last few 

years. But their concerns may be 

motivations to protect their own 

countries from starvation of natural 

resources which they have consumed 

excessively without any global concern 

and the urgent need to find new 

pastures. But the fact remains that the 

limited world resources are depleting 

at an alarming rate.  Following 

Objectives have been selected, so that 

it may cover some of the important 

issues and throw light on the priorities 

from a world perspective! 

1. A brief review of current 

status environmental 

concerns 

2. Environmental concerns at 

the international level and 

review of policies  

3. To study the government  

policy intervention at 

global level to raise the 

environment issues 

4. A brief review of the 

impediments and 

constraints  

5. How nations employ such 

policies in their countries 

experimentally to 

understand the impact. 

6. Counterproductive actions 

in isolation or without 
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regard to neighbors and 

other nations in managing 

the environmental threats. 

Present research work is based on 

secondary data. The data availability 

is quite substantial, but it needs to be 

collated and edited to meet the 

Objectives of this paper. Authors have 

explored different environmental 

policies in different countries, 

outcome of various global 

environmental Summits, Court case 

decisions at national and international 

levels from published or web based 

sources. Data collection was time 

consuming because identification of 

the relevant data was a difficult task. 

The conferences and summits had 

their own private underlying agenda, 

apart from global concerns of 

depleting resources. Many researchers 

and scholars are still trying to find a 

unified theme for these conferences 

and summits and whom they have 

benefitted. Anyway, the data 

collection was in full swing and what 

it needed was collating, editing and 

formatting suitable for deduction and 

inferences regarding the Objectives of 

this project. Collected data was 

systematically arranged and 

appropriate inferences were drawn. 

The Conclusions can be seen at the 

end of the research paper. The authors 

have also tried to give a few 

suggestions for further research in 

related areas. This would keep the 

topic alive and help the future 

researchers for further guidance. 

 

3. REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Environment has been a concern for 

all countries as they realize the 

importance of shrinking world 

resources and the causes. 

Conservation of Natural Resources 

has been one of the Agenda items. The 

Kyoto protocol treats the countries 

differently. This is because the 

industrialized countries are the source 

of most past and current greenhouse 

gas emissions. They are expected to do 

the most to cut emissions on home 

ground. 
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Figure 3: A view of Kyoto Protocol adopted at COP-3 1997 

Subsequently, Vienna and Montreal 

Conventions developed a Frame work 

to protect the Ozone layer and limit 

carbon emissions. But most of the 

substances that contribute to rise in 

emissions are produced in advanced 

countries and unless there is universal 

ratification. UNEP is the lead UN 

program concerned with 

the environment established by 

General Assembly in 1972. UN EP’s 

main activities are related to 

• climate change 

• disasters and conflicts 

• ecosystem management 

• environmental governance 

• environment under review 

• harmful substances 

• resource efficiency 

• Its publications include – 

Annual Emissions Gap 

report, Global Environment 

Outlook etc 

Agenda 21 is a non-binding 

voluntarily implemented action 

plan of the United Nations with 

regard to sustainable development. It 

is a product of the Earth Summit (UN 

Conference on Environment and 

Development) held in Rio de Janeiro, 

Brazil, in 1992. Agenda 21 is a 

comprehensive plan of action to be 

taken globally, nationally and locally. 

Nations that have pledged to take part 

in Agenda 21 are monitored by 

the International Commission on 

Sustainable Development 

The agenda includes 

• Options for combating the 

deterioration of land, air and 

water, whilst conserving 

habitats and their diversity 

• Issues like poverty, over 

consumption, health and 

education. 

• Participatory decision making 

– governments, business, 

trade unions, scientists, 

teachers, indigenous people 

and youth – in achieving 

sustainable development  
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• Actions to reduce the 

environmentally and socially 

detrimental processes 

 

United Nations Conference on 

Environment and Development 

(UNCED), byname Earth Summit, 

conference held at Rio de Janeiro, 

Brazil (June 3–14, 1992), to reconcile 

worldwide economic development 

with protection of the environment. 

The 1992 Rio Earth Summit was 

heralded as the turning point for 

global environmental policy. More 

than one hundred countries came to 

the Rio summit, which sought to 

merge two critical international 

concerns—environmental protection 

and economic development—that had 

been evolving on different tracks 

during the 1970s and 1980s. For 

developing countries, the merger of 

environment and development was a 

major improvement over earlier 

environmental conferences and 

provided hope for increased North-

South cooperation. In addition, the 

cold war had recently ended, and the 

rise of a one-superpower world meant 

that East-West conflicts would not 

dominate this conference, as they had 

earlier international environmental 

efforts. The Earth Summit yielded two 

legally binding treaties: the 

Framework Convention on Climate 

Change and the Convention on 

Biological Diversity. Also a product of 

the Summit were a set of nonbinding 

general principles known as the Rio 

Declaration, a set of nonbinding 

principles on forest management, and 

the blueprint for sustainable 

development entitled Agenda 21. 

 

More than any other country, the 

United States is responsible for the 

existing gulf between Rio’s rhetoric of 

international environmental 

consciousness and the post-Rio 

environmental reality. Not only is the 

U.S. the world’s only remaining 

economic and political superpower, 

it’s also the largest polluter and the 

largest user of most important 

resources. Although the United States 

is often in the vanguard in recognizing 

global environmental threats and in 

calling for a multilateral response, it 

often lags in changing its own 

behavior. Once considered the leader 

in environmental regulation, the 

United States now lags well behind 

Germany and other European 

countries in adopting new and 

innovative regulatory approaches such 

as ecological taxes, extended product 

responsibility, and the precautionary 

principle on avoiding probable 

environmental damage. 
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Figure 4: Carbon dioxide Emissions 

 

Despite the many environmental 

regimes and action plans negotiated 

in the past quarter century, important 

gaps still exist in the international 

environmental policy framework. The 

framework has not developed in any 

systematic or strategic way. Rather it 

is a collection of numerous treaties, 

each addressing relatively discrete 

global or regional environmental 

issues. Superimposed over these 

binding treaties are a set of broader, 

nonbinding declarations or 

resolutions, such as the Stockholm 

and Rio declarations. No binding set 

of general environmental principles 

currently exists. Moreover, some new 

or particularly complicated 

environmental issues still await 

international attention, compounding 

the policy gaps. Binding 

environmental principles could help 

to achieve more balanced integration 

between environmental protection 

and other social goals like trade. Such 

principles could also provide a 

substantive basis for coordinating the 

activities of the many international 

institutions that currently claim a role 

in environmental policy. Finally, 

binding principles could help in 

establishing minimum environmental 

standards—both for private sector 

activities and for governments—by 

assisting in the harmonization of 

domestic environmental laws.  

 
Climate change may be the single 

most significant environmental issue 

of the next few decades. In the Kyoto 

Protocol, industrialized countries 

committed to reduce their net 

greenhouse gas emissions an average 

of 5% from 1990 levels by 2012. In 

addition, the parties also established 

an international trading system in 

carbon emissions. Tons of carbon 

emissions will soon trade like other 

commodities throughout the world. 

To incorporate as many countries as 

possible, the Kyoto Protocol was 

necessarily general, leaving many 

critical issues for future negotiations. 

By the end of 2000 the Conference of 

the Parties to the Protocol must 

address such issues as how to count 

the carbon sequestered by forests, 

landfills, and agricultural practices in 
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calculating a country’s net greenhouse 

gas emissions; how to facilitate the 

trading of carbon emission credits 

between countries; and how to 

monitor and enforce such a trading 

system. Given America’s position as 

the world’s supreme carbon emitter 

and energy user, U.S. leadership in 

getting these rules right will be critical 

if the climate regime is to have any 

hope of responding effectively to the 

threat of climate change. 

 
Few international environmental 

regimes have addressed the question 

of liability and compensation for harm 

caused to the environment. The 

Montreal Protocol, widely viewed as 

the model for all international 

environmental treaties, effectively 

banned the production and use of 

most ozone-depleting substances. But 

it did not hold those responsible for 

ozone depletion legally accountable, 

nor did it provide for compensating 

persons or countries that have 

suffered from ozone depletion. Even 

where liability issues have been 

generally acknowledged in 

international law—e.g., concerning 

damage caused by trans-boundary 

shipments of hazardous wastes—the 

parties have been deadlocked in trying 

to put into operation, the concept of 

liability. The U.S. has often opposed 

international liability in these 

contexts, ostensibly out of concern 

that minimum levels of due process 

and fairness may be hard to ensure in 

international forums. However, 

America’s disproportionate 

responsibility for many global 

environmental threats and its 

vulnerability to liability claims also 

help explain U.S. opposition. 

 
Given how far we have come in 

damaging the global environment, 

international environmental efforts in 

the future will have to be focused 

more on environmental restoration 

than protection. Although more 

expensive and less effective than 

protecting resources in the first place, 

restoration may sometimes is the only 

choice left. Environmental restoration 

is now a dynamic part of domestic 

environmental management and will 

undoubtedly begin to inform future 

global environmental negotiations.  

 
In June 1998, negotiations began in 

Montreal to establish a global 

convention to eliminate or manage 

twelve of the world’s worst chemical 

contaminants, including dioxins, 

PCBs, DDT, and other pesticides. 

These chemicals persist in the 

environment and accumulate in 

human and animal tissues. Many of 

them have been linked to cancer and 

to adverse affects on human 

endocrine systems. Although most 

countries concur on how to regulate 

the twelve chemicals currently 

identified in the agreement, major 

differences exist about how to add 

new chemicals to the list of globally 

regulated or prohibited substances.  

 

Most experts agree that access to fresh 

water may be the most important 

natural resource issue for the next 

century. Human health, the 

environment, and even a country’s 

national security depend on access to 

adequate water supplies. But 
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according to a recent UN Freshwater 

Assessment, humans are already 

using “about half” of the 12,500 cubic 

kilometers of water that is readily 

available. With world population 

expected to double in the next 50 

years and with water consumption 

historically increasing at twice the rate 

of population, our global water 

situation is bleak. To make matters 

worse, water is allocated unevenly 

around the globe. Today, 460 million 

people or 8% of the world’s 

population live in countries already 

facing serious water shortages. 

Regional water shortages may thus 

exacerbate international conflicts and 

threaten national security if 

international management efforts are 

not successful. A 1997 UN convention 

on transnational water uses provides a 

beginning framework for managing 

these regional disputes, but long-term 

financial and political leadership from 

the United States and other powerful 

countries will be required for the 

convention to be successful. 

 
The Earth Summit recognized 

explicitly that achieving sustainability 

would require addressing both 

population and consumption. Two 

years after the Earth Summit, the 

world’s governments came together at 

the Cairo Population Summit to 

negotiate a comprehensive plan to 

curb population growth, but the North 

has yet to allow any meaningful 

dialogue on consumption. The United 

States, in particular, has blocked 

international efforts to address 

consumption levels. Domestically, the 

U.S. lacks any comprehensive effort to 

“green” consumption and lags well 

behind Europe, for example, in 

adopting green taxes, eco-labeling 

procedures, “take-back” legislation 

(requiring industries to take back and 

dispose of their by-products at the end 

of their useful life), or other policies 

aimed at greening consumption.  

 

The Control of Trans-boundary 

Movements of Hazardous Wastes and 

their Disposal was adopted in 1989 

and entered into force in May 1992. 

The United States signed the Basel 

Convention on March 22, 1989, but 

has not yet ratified it. The Convention 

on Biological Diversity was signed by 

over 150 governments at the Rio Earth 

Summit in 1992 and entered into force 

in 1993. It has become the centerpiece 

of international efforts to conserve the 

planet’s biological diversity, ensure 

the sustainable use of biological 

resources, protect ecosystems and 

natural habitats, and promote the fair 

and equitable sharing of the benefits 

arising from the utilization of genetic 

resources. The convention was signed 

on June 4, 1993, but the United States 

has failed to ratify it. Several 

Agreements have been made by US on 

climate change, Desertification of 

lands in Africa etc. but not been 

ratified by US. 

  

No one organization has the authority 

or political strength to serve as a 

central clearinghouse or coordinator. 

Given these problems in the UN 

architecture for international 

environmental governance, there may 

be no escaping the need for broad 

institutional reform. Several 

important leaders have called for such 

reform. If a binding set of principles 
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existed, a World Environmental 

Organization could also resolve 

environmental disputes more 

efficiently than can the current 

processes. Less ambitious, and 

perhaps more realistic in the short 

term, would be to strengthen the 

growing number of regional 

environmental institutions that are 

being established to manage shared 

natural resources. 

 

The concept of sustainable 

development requires the integration 

of environmental concerns into the 

fields of international trade, 

investment, and finance. Since the 

Earth Summit, environmentalists 

have made significant advances. 

Despite all the so called advances 

there has not been a consensus 

approach to mitigating problems. 

Over the past decade, 

environmentalists have also shown 

that the IFIs frequently saddle 

developing countries with loan 

conditions that increase the pressures 

on natural resource exploitation with 

devastating environmental 

consequences. Among other things, 

these structural adjustment policies 

(SAPs) significantly increase the rate 

of forest harvesting, mining, and 

fishery harvests. While these SAPs are 

increasing natural resource 

exploitation, many governments are 

also being directed to reduce public 

spending, including funds for 

environmental protection and natural 

resource management. 

International Financial Institutions 

(IFIs) need to do a better job of 

mainstreaming concerns about the 

environment into their day-to-day 

operations. This general issue is 

highlighted by the way in which these 

institutions relate to the multilateral 

environmental agreements (for 

example, the climate change regime or 

the Montreal Protocol with respect to 

ozone depletion). The IFIs have yet to 

prohibit funding projects that 

exacerbate the very same problems 

that these global environmental 

regimes are meant to address. The 

U.S. Overseas Private Investment 

Corporation (OPIC) has recently 

adopted a hopeful approach, 

announcing that it would not finance 

any projects that are inconsistent with 

certain international environmental 

obligations.  WTO still struggles with 

how to dovetail international trade 

law with international environmental 

agreements—although in a recent 

decision, a WTO dispute panel did 

agree that international 

environmental agreements should be 

taken into account when deciding an 

international trade dispute. In 

promoting broad investment 

agreements, such as the proposed 

Multilateral Agreement on Investment 

(MAI), the United States and other 

Organization for Economic 

Cooperation and Development 

(OECD) countries are trying to 

formalize into international law a 

reduction in the power of national and 

local governments to control the 

environmental and social impacts of 

foreign investment.  Although 

transnational corporations often 

operate in developing countries with 

higher environmental standards than 

do local companies, transnational 

Corporations typically follow lower 
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standards than they practice at home. 

Adhering to lower standards in 

developing countries raises serious 

questions of equity and 

competitiveness.  

4. FINDINGS AND 

CONCLUSION  

 
Current Environment is very difficult 

to do any business, with the CORONA 

12 and other problems. Doing 

business has always been challenging 

in the Indian environment and with 

the Pandemic it has been made 

further difficult. Be that as it may we 

shall see how the Objectives of this 

paper has been met or fulfilled. 

Environmental concerns have been on 

top of the Agenda for many countries 

and India being a developing country 

wants to push the Agenda further for 

the betterment of the lives of the 

common man. 

 
Today no business can be called local 

since most of the products 

manufactured in a country is exported 

world vide through Trade agreements 

and buy back by parent companies. 

This has done a lot of good to Indian 

Manufacturers by focusing their 

attention in the Quality of the 

Products to match international 

standards. We need to address several 

multilateral concerns to do business 

with other friendly countries. This is 

where the Government policies and 

the Company compliance and 

dedication to Quality and other 

standards become important. Today 

the Environmental concerns have 

taken the centre stage. 

 

International Business Community 

through various business forums has 

organized several conferences for 

exchange of information and policy 

for Governments of various countries. 

Many issues are sorted out through by 

lateral discussions between 

companies and countries involved. 

But international business involves 

various countries and many of them 

have different laws for imports and 

export of products and services. 

Compliance with these laws and 

conditions is most important for 

exporter and importer. For example- 

packaging rules will not be uniform 

and companies will have to pack their 

products to suit various importers of 

their goods. Sometimes these rules are 

guided by international Treaties, 

Agreements and Laws. This puts a lot 

of constraints on importer and 

exporter for Free Trade, because no 

Trade is really Free Trade – it requires 

the compliance of various Laws. 

 

In the Review of Literature, 

comprehensive details have been 

given about international Trade 

agreements and prohibitive and 

difficult to comply norms adopted by 

Developed countries to restrict import 

of goods from developing or less 

developed countries. So, it is 

necessary to frequently review such 

restrictive policies for increasing 

exports. Also it is necessary to restrict 

import of certain products to 

safeguard the local industry from 

unfair competition. Development of 

such policies mutually acceptable foe 

less developed and advanced 

countries is the crux of the problem. 

There are several concerns not 
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necessarily attributed to Products or 

usage but how it is sourced and how it 

is manufactured are growing 

concerns. 

 

The most important concern is the 

Resource constraint. We need to 

conserve as a world body of human 

beings certain resources which are 

depleting due to avaricious 

consumption by certain developed 

Nations and indifference from others. 

Unless there is a concerted effort from 

all Nations the dream of Green 

Revolution, Reforestations and saving 

the Planet cannot be realized. Though 

it is difficult for multiplicity of Nations 

to reach a mutually agreeable 

consensus it is the only approach in 

the present context of rising 

Nationalism. 

5. RECOMMENDATION 

 

Consensus Approach is good though 

the efforts have not yielded any 

positive result so far due to some 

developed nations blocking efforts. 

Despite the claim by many politicians 

in India and elsewhere in the global 

community, very little has been 

practically achieved. The effort stops 

with the Grand announcement of the 

various schemes during an election 

campaign or otherwise. What is 

needed is the commitment of Nations 

for the future of the planet. What 

needs to be discussed in International 

Seminars and Conferences has to be 

implementation strategies and papers 

on how various schemes have worked 

in different Nations. In spite of 

maximum number of articles and 

Research papers being published in 

USA, the will to commit for a 

comprehensive legislation is yet to be 

seen! 
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