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Note: This is the uncorrected transcript of the Minister’s Response in the Lok
Sabha. A corrected transcript will soon be available on the Lok Sabha website
loksabha.nic.in/

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND
FORESTS (SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH): Thank you, Mr. Chairman Sir. It has
been a four hour short duration discussion. I would not have minded had it been
of longer duration. I am prepared to sit here as long as the House wants and I am
prepared to stand here on any day to explain the Government’s stand on climate
change.
We have had 18 speakers today on this subject. The opening batsman was
a very distinguished physicist himself and one of the tail-enders was a very
distinguished mathematician. A Ph.D started the discussion and a Ph.D almost
ended the discussion today. I am referring to Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad Singh who is
a Ph.D. in Mathematics.
(x3/1815/rbn/hcb)
We have had some excellent interventions. I want to mention specially that
today the younger Members have been truly outstanding. By Indian political
standards, even I am considered young, but I am not young. But I think, Shri
Sandeep Dikshit, Shri Jayant Chaudhary, Shrimati Supriya Sule, and last but not
least, Dr. Jyoti Mirdha made truly outstanding presentations and I want to
compliment them for this.
Permit me to deal with many of the important issues that have been raised
today. There are policy issues that have been raised and each individual Member
has raised some specific issues. Today, I will deal with the larger issues of policy.
I would like to seek the indulgence of the House to respond to the specific issues
of each individual Member separately with the Member concerned, like the
Loharinag Pala issue of Dr. Jyoti Mirdha, and the forestry issue of my good friend,
Shri Anant Kumar Hegde. My colleague from West Bengal, including Shri Panda,
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raised the issue of Sundarbans. So, on specific issues, if I may be permitted I will
respond to each individual separately in writing.
I want to spend this evening discussing some of the larger issues of policy
that have been raised. I want to begin by saying that today I found remarkable
degree of agreement that climate change is a serious issue. This is very important.
1817 hours

(Shri Arjun Charan Sethi in the Chair)

You yourself are from Orissa. Your colleague from Orissa has also spoken.
Members from Uttar Pradesh and Members from West Bengal have spoken.
Cutting across party lines, cutting across States, there was a clear message today
that climate change is a very serious issue.
On November 24th there was a Calling Attention Motion in the Rajya Sabha.
In the Rajya Sabha, the issue was me. I am glad that in the Lok Sabha the issue is
climate change, although some Members have made some reference to me and I
will respond to them to the best of my ability. So, climate change is a very serious
issue for India. Forget Copenhagen for the time being. Climate change is of great
significance to our country. Ever since I became the Minister on 29th of May, I
have been trying to spread this single message that the most vulnerable country in
the world to climate change is India, not Maldives, not Bangladesh and not
America, but India. There is no country that is as much impacted by climate
change as India. Now, why do I say this? First, we are dependent on monsoons,
the south-west monsoon and the north-east monsoon. They are the lifeline of our
country. Two out of every three Indians still depend on agriculture for their
livelihood.

What happens to the monsoon determines what happens to our

economy and what happens to our general mood. We are depressed when the
monsoons fail and we are happy when the monsoons are good. Monsoons are not
only part of our economy but also part of our culture and part of our civilisation.
Now, the uncertainty caused by climate change on the monsoon is of first and
over-riding priority for India.
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(y3/1820/brv-sb)
Secondly, Sir, we have the Himalayan Glaciers – anywhere between 9000
and 12000 Glaciers. There is a great deal of scientific debate on what is happening
to these Glaciers but we do not have to wait for perfect science. The warning
signals are already there. Most of the Glaciers are receding. Why are they receding?
We cannot say it with hundred per cent certainty. Is it the natural process of
cyclical change? Or, is it because of global warming? Scientists are still debating
this issue. But what happens to the Himalayan Glaciers will determine the water
security of our country. That is the second point of vulnerability.
Thirdly, we have vast critical ecological areas.

My friend Shri Anant

Kumar Hegde is not here. He also initiated the Short Duration Discussion. He
comes from the Western Ghats. What happens to the Western Ghats will
determine the future not only of Karnataka, Goa, Maharashtra and Kerala but
indeed of the entire country. Take our North East. The North East has only four
per cent of India’s geographical area but 25 per cent of our forest cover is in the
North-East. What happens? People have talked of Chirapunji. Chirapunji used to
be the world’s rainiest place. It no longer is. What happens to the Western Ghats?
What happens to our North-East? What happens to the Andamans? What happens
to Lakshadweep? This is the third area of vulnerability.
Fourthly, if you look at the map of India, if you see where the forests are
located, if you see where the coal mines are, where the bauxite is, where the ironore is, it is in the same region. The more coal we produce, the more iron-ore we
produce, the more bauxite we produce, the more forests we will have to give up.
We know that giving up forests leads to more green house gas emissions. There is
no country in the world which has all these four dimensions of vulnerability. That
is why, I have been saying time and again that India, of all the 192 countries in the
world, owes a responsibility not to the world but to itself, to take climate change
seriously. We are not doing the world a favour. Please forget Copenhagen; forget
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the UN. We have to do it in our own self-interest. Our future as a society is
dependent on how we respond to the climate change challenge.
Let me go to the second point. Today, the sad fact is that if you ask me
what is going to be the impact of climate change on the Sunderbans, I cannot give
you a good answer. I can only tell you Aila happened; Aila might happen. But I
cannot give you a good answer. If you ask me what is going to be the impact of
climate change on our monsoon, I can only say that there is uncertainty; monsoon
in the North-West India might increase, monsoon in the North-East India might
decrease. So, I cannot tell you. The reason for this is that so far, all the scientific
studies on climate change have been done in the Western countries. India has
made no investment in studying the impact of climate change on India. This is a
very important point. Today, all our knowledge on climate change is derived from
the Western publications.
(z3/1825/ksp/rpm)
It is derived from Western media, it is derived from Western political
leaders and we have no independent source of information and data. This is a
pathetic state of condition. A country like India, with its great scientific expertise,
should have invested in climate change research 20 years ago.
Let me give you an example of what happened 20 years ago and Dr. Joshi
will recall this example because he has been a distinguished Minister for Science
and Technology. In 1990, the United States of America, a country with which I am
allegedly very close to, issued a report saying that methane emissions from India’s
wet paddy cultivation was 38 million tonnes per year. This report caused
international headlines. All the newspapers and the media went to town saying that
Indian agriculture is contributing to global warming. There was one Indian
scientist who disbelieved this figure. He is no more, a very distinguished physicist
– Dr. Joshi knows him very well – Dr. A.P. Mitra, who was the Director of the
National Physical Laboratory. I happened to work in the Prime Minister’s Office
at that time and Dr. Mitra came to me and said, ‘I do not believe these numbers
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and I want to start my own experiment to generate my own data’. I went to the
Finance Minister who happens to be our Prime Minister today and I said, ‘Sir, we
need to give this scientist and his team some money’. The money was sanctioned
and a three-year project was started. At the end of three years, Dr. Mitra and his
team conclusively established that methane emissions from Indian wet paddy
cultivation was not 38 million tonnes per year, but between 2 and 6 million tonnes
per year and today I must inform the hon. Members that the internationally
accepted figure for methane emissions from Indian wet paddy cultivation is about
4 million tonnes per year, which is the median of 2 and 6. This is what we need to
do.
There is a lot of sensationalism that is going on in the name of science. We
must, on our own, understand what is going to happen to our own ecosystem on
account of climate change. I would like to inform the hon. House that on the 14th
of October this year, we launched, what is called, the Indian National Network on
Comprehensive Climate Change Assessment and I will circulate a copy of this
document to all the hon. Members. We have created a network of 97 research
institutions in our country, 250 scientists have been brought together as a team and
every year they will conduct and make public an assessment of what is happening
on account of climate change. The first report will come in November of 2010 and
this will be a report which will give an assessment by Indian scientists on what is
going to happen because of climate change to the Sunderbans, to the Northeast, to
the Western Ghats and to our agriculture.
This is what India needs to have done 20 years ago. It did not do it for some
reason. But I am not taking credit for it. I am only an instrument of policy. But
what I want to say is, this is a very important step that we have taken.
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(a4/1830/rcp/mkg)
Forget Copenhagen; we must have our own scientific capacity to understand the
impact of climate change. We are a very varied country. We can have positive
effect in one region and negative effect in another region. Rainfall might increase
in Punjab and Haryana but rainfall could also decrease in Assam and Meghalaya.
India is very varied. So we must understand the impact of climate change in India
in all its eco-diversity.
This is the second point I want to make because Members have raised this
issue. One of the failures on my part amongst many other failures has been a
failure to communicate to each individual Member of Parliament the full
substance of what we have done. I thought that by putting it on our website, it
becomes automatically public. I did not bargain for the reluctance of many of my
colleagues to spend time on websites. I will now ensure that in the next couple of
days all this literature and material will be available to you in hard copy in your
residential addresses so that we can establish a constant process of communication.
I have also decided that we will now place on the Table of the House many
important documents that we release from time to time.
My young friend Jayant Chaudhary referred to forests. Just four days ago,
we released the State of the Forest Report in India, 2009. This gives you the most
comprehensive assessment of what is happening to forest cover in different States
of the country. I have asked for the permission to lay this on the Table of the
House. I hope that once such documentation becomes available, many of the
questions that have been raised by Members of Parliament relating to the impact
of climate change would get answered. This is my second submission.
Thirdly, let me talk a little bit about the Copenhagen process because that is
the real issue that everybody wants to hear. All this is a sort of prelude; the real
masala is Copenhagen. I entirely agree with my young friend Jayant Chaudhary,
but my advice to him is: “Do not be too bold at such a young age. It will create
many problems for you. Go with the grain of conventional thinking before you
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become too much of an out-of-the-box thinker. Thinking out of the box in our
country does not pay in the long run. You have to be in the box and occasionally
get out of the box and come back into the box.”
On the international arena, when I took over as Minister for Environment
and Forests on the 29th of May, the Prime Minister’s instructions to me were:
“India has not caused the problem of global warming. But try and make sure that
India is part of the solution. Be constructive; be proactive.” That was all he told
me. Then I asked myself what is India’s position when it comes to international
negotiations. The only position India had: “Our per capita is very low; your per
capita is very high; therefore we would not do anything.” Sir, per capita is an
accident of history. It so happened that we could not control our population. That
is why, we get the benefit of per capita. When you divide anything by one billion,
and that one billion is increasing by 12 million every year, it is no great credit for
us. Our single biggest failure in the last 60 years has been our inability to control
our population growth rate. Now the only position we have is: “Do not touch us;
our per capita is very low.”
(b4/1835/lh-cp)
It is an important point because per capita is the only instrument of
ensuring equitable distribution. But it cannot be the only point. That is the point.
So, when I first started looking at this international canvass, I was struck by the
fact that India’s position was: “Our per capita is low and, therefore, we are entitled
to pollute more till we reach your per capita levels. Since you have caused the
problem, you must fix the problem”. That was, broadly speaking, our position.
Sir, this is my personal belief, and you can question my judgment but do
not question my motives. My personal belief is that India must negotiate from a
position of strength; that India must negotiate from a position of leadership. I
agree with Dr. Joshi that we must demonstrate an alternative model of growth; we
must not follow the prosperity equal to pollution model of growth. I entirely agree
with him. I may have political differences with him but on this I am entirely in
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agreement with him. It should not remain just a slogan; we have to take many
important steps. So, I ask myself this question: Can we go beyond per capita? Per
capita is the basic position. Our per capita is low. Our Prime Minister has said
that our per capita emissions will never exceed per capita emissions of the
developed world. I said that our per capita emissions will remain below that of the
developed world. My friends from the Left Parties accused me of compromising
the Prime Minister’s statement. Sir, this is English language. This is semantics. I
had a similar argument in the Rajya Sabha. … (Interruptions)
I have listened to you. Please listen to me, and then we can have another
argument. I had a similar argument in the Rajya Sabha. To my simple mind, I do
not see any difference between ‘will not exceed’ and ‘will remain below’. It is the
same thing. This is all, tearing hair on the English language. … (Interruptions)
SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): It is a funny language. … (Interruptions)
SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: The curse is that, you know, we are experts in the
English language. Therefore, that is the starting position of our negotiations.
The hon. Members have asked: +ÉÉ{É BÉEÉä{ÉäxÉcäMÉäxÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉ +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® VÉÉ ®cä cé? àÉÚãÉ
+ÉÉvÉÉ® iÉÉä ªÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE, per capita emissions will always remain below/never exceed per
capita emissions of the developed world. But, Sir, we have to offer something
more to ourselves, not to the world.
Let me now use this opportunity. A lot of Members of Parliament have
asked me: “What are the non-negotiables for India at Copenhagen?” Sir, we are
all patriotic. We all want to protect India’s interests. I hope that much you will
grant to me. I am not buying a ticket to Copenhagen to sell India’s interest down
the drain.
Sir, I have gone out of my way to ensure transparency in this whole process. I
have written to all the Chief Ministers on the 1st of October, an eight-page letter on
our stand on Copenhagen. I have written to 80 Members of Parliament. I should
have written to all the 700 and odd Members of Parliament but I admittedly wrote
to only 80 Members of Parliament on what our stand on climate change is. Sir, I
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wrote, four months ago, to the hon. Speaker and to the hon. Chairman of the Rajya
Sabha: “Please nominate Members of Parliament as part of the official delegation
to Copenhagen”. Sir, you will be pleased to know today how jokingly, one of my
colleagues, who is not here, said that I should take all those who speak today to
Copenhagen. Unfortunately, Sir, I cannot do that. ‘
(c4/1840/kkd/nsh)
The hon. Speaker has nominated three MPs from the Lok Sabha; and the
hon. Chairman of the Rajya Sabha has nominated two MPs from the Rajya Sabha.
So, five MPs are going to be part of our official delegation to Copenhagen. Not
only that, in 2030, 2040 and 2050, most of us will not be around, and we are
discussing what is going to happen in years when most of us will not be around.
That is why, for the first time as part of our official delegation, I am taking two
school children and two college going students. We had an essay contest and an
essay competition. Call it the new gender empowerment, all the prices were won
by girls… (Interruptions) We are taking two school children and two college
going girls as part of our official delegation. Not as hangs on, but as part of our
official delegation to convey to the world India’s seriousness of doing something
for the future generation.
Sir, we cannot have 70 years old or 50 years old like me, talking about
future generation. We could have the younger people talking about the future
generation. That is why in the composition of our delegation, I think, you will see
not only political representation but also generational representation.
Sir, there was a lot of confusion and a lot of criticism on the so-called
differences between what my position has been and what the Prime Minister’s
articulation has been. Let me say, I am a Member of the Union Council of
Ministers. I am a relatively junior Member of the Council of Ministers and it is
inconceivable that I will survive in the Council if I articulate views that are
different to that of the Prime Minister. You must, at least, grant me that much
common sense that I will not say anything, which does not broadly correspond to
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what the Prime Minister believes. Occasionally, I might express it in a language
that is colourful, I might express it in a language that more conservative people
would not do so. But the thought, the principle, the concept, I cannot make public
unless I know that the Prime Minister shares these views. That is the principle of
collective responsibility and the principle of leadership.
So, what are these new ideas that we have tried to bring into our thinking?
We are going to Copenhagen in a positive fame of mind. Prepare to be – and I am
using a word, which my Left friends are never happy with – flexible. I will define
for you what flexibility means. We are going with a positive frame of mind; and
we want a comprehensive and equitable agreement at Copenhagen. I am realistic
enough to know that such an agreement may not materialise. But we will work
overtime with likeminded countries, with China and other countries to ensure that
there is a comprehensive and equitable arrangement.
DR. MURLI MANOHAR JOSHI (VARANASI): You have been to China.
SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: I will come to that.
Sir, I went to China over last weekend. China, South Africa, Brazil and
India have tabled a draft in Copenhagen yesterday on what the Copenhagen
Agreement should look like. Denmark as the host country also has a draft.
(d4/1845/mmn-rjs)
But we participated in the discussions in Beijing and we came up with what
we considered to be a draft which protects our interests. Let me also say for the
information of the hon. Members that in the last few months, relations between
India and China have had their ups and downs. But on the 21st of October, India
and China signed a Partnership Agreement on Climate Change. This was the first
agreement for China and the first agreement for India.
Now, China and India are not comparable. China is here with 23 per cent
of world Green House Gas emissions. It is the number one emitter. India is here
with 4.7 per cent of world Green House Gas emissions. It is number five in the
world. So, we are not in the same boat as far as emissions are concerned. They
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have to do far more than what we have to do. But on negotiations, we are in the
same boat. We have a strong alliance with China, a strong alliance with Brazil and
a strong alliance with South Africa. We are also part of G-77.
At the same time, many MPs have said about Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam.
What does Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam mean? Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam means, you
do not have hostility to anybody. So, we have to engage with everybody. Just
because we are members of G-77 does not mean that we do not talk to America,
and every time we talk to America does not mean that we are selling our country
down the drain. So, I would like my Left friends to please understand the
geopolitical realities in which India is. We are a developing country. We have
global aspirations. We want to be recognised as a world power. But having global
aspirations and assuming global responsibilities are two sides of the same coin. So,
we are talking to everybody. We are talking to the Europeans. We are talking to
the Americans. We have this agreement with the BASIC countries.
DR. MURLI MANOHAR JOSHI (VARANASI): Mr. Minister, may I say a
sentence? With flexibility, you will show the desired firmness.
SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: No, Sir. Let me explain. I am coming to this. If you
have a little patience, I will explain to you what the contours of the flexibility are.
Sir, there are some non-negotiables for us at Copenhagen. Let me categorically
state what these non-negotiables are.
My colleague, Mr. Mahtab is joining me in Copenhagen. This has not been fixed
by me. This is a choice of the Speaker. He has already quoted what I have said on
the non-negotiables. First one is, ®PÉÖ´ÉÆ¶É |ÉºÉÉn ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É VÉ®É MÉÉè® ºÉä ºÉÖÉÊxÉªÉä* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
gÉÉÒ iÉÚ}ÉEÉxÉÉÒ ºÉ®Éä
ºÉ®ÉäVÉ (àÉUãÉÉÒ¶Éc®):
Éc®) +ÉÉ{É =xcå £ÉÉÒ ãÉä VÉÉiÉä * ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É : +ÉMÉ® àÉä®ä cÉlÉ àÉå cÉäiÉÉ, iÉÉä àÉé VÉ°ô® ãÉä VÉÉiÉÉ* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ABÉE {ÉÉÒASÉbÉÒ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ cè*
nÉäxÉÉå {ÉÉÒASÉbÉÒ +ÉÉªÉåMÉä, iÉÉä àÉÉàÉãÉÉ MÉ½¤É½ cÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ*
bÉì. àÉÖ®ãÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉäc® VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ (´ÉÉ®ÉhÉºÉÉÒ): +ÉÉ{É {ÉÉÒASÉbÉÒ BÉEÉä bÅÉì{É cÉÒ BÉE® nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
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gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É:
É xÉcÉÓ ºÉ®, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉäMÉÉ* The first non-negotiable is that
India will not accept a legally binding emission reduction cut. BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä càÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ
£ÉÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä {É® cºiÉÉFÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉä iÉèªÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ cé, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå BÉEcÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä <ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ ãÉè´ÉãÉ {É®
BÉE]ÉèiÉÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½ä* I want to say this absolutely, clearly and categorically. There is no
question of India accepting a legally binding emission reduction target.
Second, there are some attempts by some countries to say that developing
countries should announce when their emissions will peak. Let me say that this is
the second non-negotiable for us. We will not accept under any circumstances an
agreement which stipulates a peaking year for India.
(e4/1850/rps/ak)
+ÉMÉ® BÉEcÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´É−ÉÇ 2025 ªÉÉ 2030 iÉBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ VÉèºÉä nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉ AÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ |ÉÉä{ÉEÉ<ãÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ {ÉÉÒBÉE {É®
cÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä ªÉc càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ xÉÉàÉÖàÉÉÊBÉExÉ cè* We will not accept this agreement.
These are the two complete, dark, bright, red lines, and there is no question of
compromising on these two non-negotiables.
There is a third non-negotiable. Today, it is non-negotiable, but depends on
the concessions that we can get from the western countries. Perhaps, we could
modulate our position in consultation with China, Brazil and South Africa. We are
prepared to subject all our mitigation actions, whatever we do, which is supported
by international finance and technology to international review. There is nothing
wrong with it as we are getting money from outside and we are getting technology
from outside. The technology-giver and the money-giver is asking ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É nÉä, iÉÉä =ºÉàÉå
càÉå BÉÖEU +ÉÉ{ÉÉÊkÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* The problem arises on the mitigation actions, which are
unsupported, that is, which we are doing on our own. We certainly would not like
the unsupported actions to be subject to the same type of scrutiny that the
supported actions are subject to. VÉÉä càÉ +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉãÉ {É® BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ¤ÉÉc® BÉEÉÒ àÉnn ºÉä BÉE®iÉä
cé, =xÉ nÉäxÉÉå àÉå BÉÖEU +ÉxiÉ® cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ®PÉÖ´ÉÆ¶É ¤ÉÉ¤ÉÚ, ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉãÉ +ÉÉ{É ÉÊxÉMÉ®ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä ®cä,
ÉÊxÉMÉ®ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ càÉ ¤ÉxÉÉAÆMÉä =ºÉàÉå VÉÉä ºÉàÉÉÌlÉiÉ ABÉD¶ÉxÉ cè, ´Éc +ÉãÉMÉ ®cäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä càÉ +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É
BÉE®åMÉä, ´Éc +ÉãÉMÉ ®cäMÉÉ* {É® <ºÉ {É® càÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE càÉ ABÉE ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE nä¶É cé, càÉÉ®ÉÒ
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{ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] cè, càÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉ<]ÉÒ ºÉÆºlÉÉAÆ cé, càÉÉ®ÉÒ àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ cè, càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ BÉE<Ç nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ
iÉÖãÉxÉÉ àÉå VªÉÉnÉ cè* càÉå VªÉÉnÉ BÉÖEU +ÉÉ{ÉÉÊkÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉMÉ® càÉ BÉEcå ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä BÉÖEU càÉ BÉE®iÉä cé, ´Éc
{ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ ºÉä BÉE®åMÉä*
Hence, Dr. Joshi, very early on I mooted the concept of Nationally
Accountable Mitigation Outcome. àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä lÉÉä½É <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ¤ÉÉãÉÉÒ ABÉD¶ÉxÉ {ãÉÉxÉ
BÉEä iÉciÉ càÉÉ®ä VÉèºÉä nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉÉÒ A|ÉÉäÉÊ|ÉA] ÉÊàÉÉÊ]MÉä¶ÉxÉ ABÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ cè, ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ cè*
càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ£É´É ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEàÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, xÉiÉÉÒVÉÉå +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉÉå BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè*
ABÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå 500 {ÉäVÉ ÉÊãÉJÉxÉä àÉå càÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ABÉDºÉ{É]Ç cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ=]BÉEàÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè, {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ BÉDªÉÉ
cè, =ºÉ {É® càÉ àÉÉ® JÉÉ VÉÉiÉä cé* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA àÉéxÉä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉÉÒ ABÉEÉ=h]ä¤ÉãÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊ]MÉä¶ÉxÉ
+ÉÉ=]BÉEàÉ cÉä +ÉÉè® ABÉEÉ=h]ä¤ÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉä, càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉä, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉÆiÉ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉ BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ* àÉé
=ààÉÉÒn BÉE®iÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉ àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç nåMÉä ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ cè* àÉé SÉÉciÉÉ
cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ VÉÉä BÉÖEU BÉE®å, càÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ BÉE®å* àÉé SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ càÉ
ÉÊnJÉÉAÆ, VÉÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ càÉ BÉE®åMÉä, ´Éc càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉä BÉE®åMÉä, càÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ
xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉ BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä, càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉä BÉE®åMÉä* <ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉÉÊkÉ
cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, ªÉc àÉÖZÉä ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè* àÉÖZÉä +ÉÉ¶SÉªÉÇ cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc +ÉÉ<ÉÊbªÉÉ àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉÉÒÉËVÉMÉ àÉå ºÉÚZÉÉ
lÉÉ*
(f4/1855/jr-sh)
VÉ¤É àÉé ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É® àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ,
bÉì. àÉÖ®ãÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉäc® VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ (´ÉÉ®ÉhÉºÉÉÒ): iÉ¤É VÉ°ô® =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ MÉ½¤É½ cÖ<Ç cÉäMÉÉÒ*
gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É:
É àÉé ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉc® BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ +ÉÆiÉ® cè* ªÉc càÉå ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ
ÉÊ®BÉEÉäMxÉÉ<WÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE càÉ ºÉàÉZÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉ®É ÉÊ´ÉYÉÉxÉ càÉ cÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä càÉ BÉE®iÉä cé ´Éc ºÉcÉÒ
cè* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÒ nä¶É cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉiÉä cé* VÉ¤É àÉé ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, iÉÉä àÉéxÉä SÉÉÒxÉ BÉEä àÉÆjÉÉÒ
VÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, iÉÉä =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ BÉEÉ càÉ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ{ÉãºÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ, VÉèºÉä càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ
ºÉÆºÉn cè, ´ÉèºÉä cÉÒ ´ÉcÉÆ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ{ÉãºÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ cè, àÉå BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ãÉÉAÆMÉä ÉÊBÉE SÉÉÒxÉ AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®
®cÉ cè* àÉéxÉä ºÉÉäSÉÉ ÉÊBÉE SÉÉÒxÉ +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÆjÉ, nÉäxÉÉå àÉå VÉàÉÉÒxÉ-+ÉÉºÉàÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÆiÉ® cè, +ÉMÉ® SÉÉÒxÉ ªÉc ºÉÉäSÉ
ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ {ÉÉÒ{ÉãºÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ àÉå BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä càÉÉ®É nä¶É, VÉÉä ÉÊ´É¶´É BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É
ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE nä¶É cè, càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ AäºÉÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* iÉ¤É àÉä®ä àÉxÉ àÉå ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® iÉ¤É ºÉä
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àÉä®ÉÒ +ÉÉãÉÉäSÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE àÉé ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉEÉ º´É® ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉºÉÉÊãÉªÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE
xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉÉÒ ABÉEÉ=Æ]ä¤ÉãÉ ÉÊãÉÉÊ]MÉä¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉ=]BÉEàÉ* +ÉÉ=]BÉEàÉ BÉEÉ iÉÉi{ÉªÉÇ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ºÉÆºÉn àÉå +ÉÉAÆMÉä* +ÉMÉ® càÉ
BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ºÉxÉÂ 2022 iÉBÉE 20,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ºÉÉäãÉ® {ÉÉ´É® BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉE®åMÉä, iÉÉä c® ºÉÉãÉ ºÉÆºÉn àÉå càÉå
+ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉÉÊkÉ +ÉÉ<Ç cè, BÉDªÉÉ |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ cÖ<Ç cè, VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nÉÒÉÊVÉA, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä
<ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä |É¶xÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ cBÉE cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ £ÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, àÉé <ºÉºÉä £ÉÉÒ ºÉcàÉiÉ cÚÆ* VÉcÉÆ
BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè, càÉå ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*
àÉé ªÉc BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ VÉÉä BÉÖEU BÉE®å, càÉÉ®ä PÉ®äãÉÚ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ ´Éc BÉE®å, +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä
BÉEä iÉciÉ xÉ BÉE®å, ´Éc ãÉÉÒb®ÉÊ¶É{É cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ABÉE ]åbåºÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ +ÉÉÉÊJÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊàÉxÉ] iÉBÉE BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä
cé* càÉ ºÉàÉZÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ ´ÉBÉDiÉ cè, +É£ÉÉÒ ´ÉBÉDiÉ cè* +ÉÉè® ´ÉBÉDiÉ MÉÖVÉ®iÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* VÉ¤É £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉÖEU BÉE®iÉÉ cè,
iÉÉä AäºÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå +ÉÉBÉE® BÉE® ®cä cé, càÉå <ºÉºÉä c]xÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉå
ABÉE xÉ<Ç {ãÉÉÉËxÉMÉ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ, iÉÉÉÊBÉE càÉ ºÉcÉÒ ´ÉBÉDiÉ {É® +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉ ºÉBÉEå*
<ºÉàÉå ]É<ÉËàÉMÉ àÉÉªÉxÉä ®JÉiÉÉÒ cè* China has announced a 40-45 per cent cut in emission
intensity. Brazil has announced a 38 per cent cut in emissions. Indonesia has
announced a 26 per cent cut in emissions. càÉÉ®É BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÄºÉ cè, càÉ iÉÉä {É®BÉEäÉÊ{É]É BÉEä xÉÉÒSÉä cé*
càÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ cè, càÉ 17 {ÉEÉÒºÉnÉÒ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÆSÉ {ÉEÉÒºÉnÉÒ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ cè OÉÉÒxÉ cÉ=ºÉ AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ,
{É® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÄºÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 200 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå {ÉÉäãªÉÚ] xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ~ÉÒBÉE cè,
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉMÉãÉä BÉÖEU ºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ ªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ ¤ÉfÃäMÉÉ* That is why I think we must be
‘flexible’ – I am sorry to use this word over and over again – without
compromising our basic national interest. Basic national interest means no legally
binding emission cuts, no legally binding emission peaking year and, as far as
possible, distinguishing between supported mitigation action and unsupported
mitigation action.
Let me take a couple of minutes because I know, in the last few days, there
has been a lot of speculation. BÉEÉä{ÉäxÉcäMÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉcãÉä +ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®åMÉä* càÉÉ®ä >ó{É® BÉEÉä<Ç n¤ÉÉ´É xÉcÉÓ cè,
ªÉc àÉé º{É−] °ô{É ºÉä BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ* càÉ BÉEÉä{ÉäxÉcäMÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé, ´ÉcÉÆ VÉÉBÉE® ªÉc BÉEc ºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É
VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ BÉE®å, +ÉMÉ® =ºÉàÉå ÉÊãÉJÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE per capital emission of India
will never exceed the per capita emission of the developed countries.
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(g4/1900/ind/kmr)
´Éc càÉå àÉÆVÉÚ® lÉÉ* We are prepared to reflect in any international agreement our per
capita principle that Dr. Manmohan Singh our hon. Prime Minister enumerated
last year. But, Sir, for India to show leadership, for India to have a moral position,
BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ ªÉcÉÆ àÉÉä®äÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cè, MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cè* We are the land of Mahatma
Gandhi who is considered to be the Param Acharya of the environmental
movement. +ÉÉVÉ iÉÉä nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ®É−]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉä{ÉäxÉcäMÉxÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* ®PÉÖ´ÉÆ¶É
VÉÉÒ, 1972 àÉå VÉ¤É {ÉcãÉÉ ªÉÚAxÉ +ÉÉÊvÉ´Éä¶ÉxÉ {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå º]ÉBÉEcÉäàÉ àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉEàÉÉjÉ cäb
+ÉÉ{ÉE º]ä] ´ÉcÉÆ MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ´Éc gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ <ÆÉÊn®É MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ* ´ÉcÉÆ ÉÊ´É¶´É BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉè® |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ,
ÉÊºÉ´ÉÉªÉ º´ÉÉÒbxÉ BÉEä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEä, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´Éc àÉäVÉ¤ÉÉxÉ nä¶É lÉÉ* AäºÉÉ nä¶É, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå
ãÉà¤ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´É®ÉºÉiÉ cè, AäºÉä nä¶É BÉEÉä BÉÚE{É àÉÆbÚBÉE BÉEÉÒ iÉ®c ¤Éè~ ®cxÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉÖEU £ÉÉÒ BÉEciÉä ®cxÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ
BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cé* <ºÉ {É® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ cÆºÉäMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ ªÉc £ÉÉ®iÉ cè* Is this the India that wants to take a
global role and a global responsibility? But more importantly, India must show
leadership to its own people, to Sunderbans, to Western Ghats, to Uttarakhand, to
Himalayas, to the North-East. We must show action. What is that action? That is
the issue now.
In the last few months, the Planning Commission has been doing a variety
of exercises as part of the Midterm Appraisal of the 11th Plan. càÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE
12´ÉÉÓ {ÉÆSÉ´É−ÉÉÔªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå, VÉÉä +É|ÉèãÉ 2012 ºÉä ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉäMÉÉÒ, =ºÉàÉå càÉ ãÉÉä BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ º]Åä]äVÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉAÆMÉä* VÉèºÉÉ
+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉå xÉªÉÉ àÉÉbãÉ fÚÆfÃxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ´Éc ABÉEnàÉ +ÉÉä´É® xÉÉ<] xÉcÉÓ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ABÉE ]ÅÉÆÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ
{ÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉb BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* +ÉMÉãÉä nÉä ºÉÉãÉ àÉå ]ÅÉÆÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉb cÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® càÉ ´ÉSÉxÉ¤Ér cé ÉÊBÉE 12´ÉÉÓ {ÉÆSÉ´É−ÉÉÔªÉ
ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ãÉÉä BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ OÉÉälÉ {É® +ÉÉvÉÉÉÊ®iÉ cÉä* AäºÉÉ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® cÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä
ÉÊciÉ àÉå cè, nä¶É´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå cè, càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä MÉ®ÉÒ¤É ãÉÉäMÉÉå +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå cè* ªÉc ãÉÉä BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ
BÉEÉ àÉÉªÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉ cè, {ãÉÉÉËxÉMÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ àÉå BÉE<Ç +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA cé, BÉE<Ç ºÉÆºlÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä =xcå +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä ÉÊàÉãÉä cé
+ÉÉè® ABÉE ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ¤ÉxÉÉ cè, àÉé ºÉÆºÉn àÉå BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, àÉéxÉä ºÉnxÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® xÉcÉÓ BÉEcÉ cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc ABÉE
{ÉÉÊ´ÉjÉ VÉMÉc cè +ÉÉè® ºÉÆºÉn àÉå àÉé VÉÉä BÉEciÉÉ cÚÆ, ´Éc {ÉÚ®ÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ ºÉä BÉEciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉMÉiÉ ®ÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ
nä ®cÉ cÚÆ, ªÉc VÉÉä ¤ÉcºÉ cÖ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® càÉ ºÉàÉZÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® càÉ ãÉÉä BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ ®ÉºiÉä {É® VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, VÉèºÉÉ
ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉE<Ç ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä BÉEcÉ cè BÉEc +ÉMÉ® càÉå ãÉÉä BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ ®ÉºiÉä {É® +ÉMÉãÉä 10-20 ºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå VÉÉxÉÉ

03.12.2009

Uncorrected / Not for Publication

6445

cè +ÉÉè® càÉå ÉÊ´É¶´É BÉEÉä ABÉE xÉªÉÉ +Éã]®xÉäÉÊ]´É b´ÉãÉ{ÉàÉå] àÉÉbãÉ ÉÊnJÉÉxÉÉ cè, iÉÉä càÉå ºÉÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè ÉÊBÉE
càÉÉ®ÉÒ <ÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ®{ÉDiÉÉ® BÉDªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ* Between 1990 and 2005, our emission
intensity declined by 17.6 per cent.
(h4/1905/asa/spr)
àÉé AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* ¤ÉäÉÊ{ÉEµÉE ®ÉÊcA* AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉfÃiÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* {É®ÆiÉÖ AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ PÉ]iÉÉÒ
VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ +ÉlÉÇ cè? <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ ABÉE +ÉÉÆBÉE½É cè* Emission divided by GDP. VÉÉä +ÉÉ{É
AÉÊàÉ] BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä +ÉÉ=]{ÉÖ] ºÉä ÉÊb´ÉÉ<b BÉE®iÉä cé, =ºÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉ{É AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEciÉä cé*
AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ +ÉlÉÇ cè? What does it mean? One of my colleagues said, +ÉÉ{É lÉÉä½É
ÉÊºÉà{ÉãÉ ®ÉÊJÉA* àÉé <ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉ®ãÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* àÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA, àÉé <ºÉàÉå ºÉ{ÉEãÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE
xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ {É® àÉé BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ +ÉlÉÇ cè? <ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉlÉÇ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ®
<àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ PÉ]iÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä +ÉlÉÇ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE âó{ÉªÉÉ VÉÉÒbÉÒ{ÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEàÉ AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ
{É½äMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ªÉc £ÉÉÒ +ÉlÉÇ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] AàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ºÉä càÉå +ÉÉè® VªÉÉnÉ VÉÉÒbÉÒ{ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 15
ºÉÉãÉ àÉå 1990-2000 BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå 17.6 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ PÉ]ÉÒ cè* VÉÉÒbÉÒ{ÉÉÒ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cè, <àÉÉÒ¶ÉÆºÉ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cé
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ PÉ]ÉÒ cè* 17.6 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ PÉ]ÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä AÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE +ÉxÉÖ£É´É BÉEä
+ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® càÉ ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEc ºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉãÉä 15-20 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÒ PÉ]
ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* Based on the exercises that the Mid-Term Appraisal in the 11th Five Year
Plan, if the emission intensity has declined by 17.06 per cent between 1990 and
2005, the Planning Commission has concluded that we can have a 20 to 25 per
cent reduction in emission intensity between 2005 and 2020. BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉÉè® ºÉä càÉ ªÉc
ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ãÉä ®cä cé* càÉ ªÉc +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä àÉå xÉcÉÓ ÉÊãÉJÉ ®cä cé* càÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉä BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE
£ÉÉ®iÉ +É{ÉxÉä cÉÒ ¤ÉãÉ {É® ´ÉÉìãÉÆ]®ÉÒãÉÉÒ, ªÉÚÉÊxÉãÉä]®ãÉÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ® cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉãÉä 15 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå 2005 +ÉÉè® 2020 iÉBÉE
<àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ 20 ºÉä 25 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ iÉBÉE PÉ]äMÉÉÒ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 15 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå 17.6 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ PÉ]ÉÒ* +ÉMÉãÉä 15 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå
20 ºÉä 25 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå PÉ] ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉàÉàÉ 20 àÉÉäº] ãÉÉ<BÉEãÉÉÒ 25 cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* BÉEÉä{ÉxÉcäMÉxÉ
BÉEÉ xÉiÉÉÒVÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉäMÉÉ? ªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ ãÉÉ<´ÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÊxÉ´ÉÉªÉÇ cè +ÉÉè® ªÉc càÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä
cé*
càÉÉ®ä ÉÊàÉb]àÉÇ A|ÉÉ<VÉãÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE ÉÊn <ãÉä´ÉÆlÉ {ÉEÉ<´É <ÇªÉ® {ãÉÉxÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ 12´ÉÉÓ {ÉÆSÉ´É−ÉÉÔªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ,
càÉ <ºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊnJÉÉAÆMÉä ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉãÉä 15 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå Our emission intensity will reduce between 20
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and 25 per cent. àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ nÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉfÃäMÉÉÒ {É®ÆiÉÖ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ®{ÉDiÉÉ® PÉ]äMÉÉÒ* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ
ºÉÉ{ÉE cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉMÉãÉä 10-15 ºÉÉãÉ iÉBÉE VÉ¤É iÉBÉE ªÉc ]ÅÉÆVÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ VÉÉä VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉä cé,
<àÉÉÒ¶ÉÆºÉ ¤ÉfÃiÉÉÒ VÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ {É® càÉ ªÉc ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ VÉ°ô® ãÉä ºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE <àÉÉÒ¶ÉÆºÉ BÉEÉÒ ®{ÉDiÉÉ® PÉ]äMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ABÉE
ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ºÉä càÉå +ÉÉè® VªÉÉnÉ +ÉÉ=]{ÉÖ] ÉÊàÉãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ªÉcÉÒ <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ +ÉlÉÇ cè* <àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ
<Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEä PÉ]xÉä ºÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ <BÉEÉìxÉÉäàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉEÉªÉnÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É {ÉÚU ºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ ªÉc ABÉE
®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE º]ä]àÉå] cè? <ºÉàÉå BÉÖEU cÉäàÉ´ÉBÉEÇ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÖZÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉÉ¶´ÉºiÉ
BÉE®xÉÉ cè*
(j4/1910/sk-rk)
bÉì. àÉÖ®ãÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉäc® VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ (´ÉÉ®ÉhÉºÉÉÒ): ªÉä {ÉcãÉä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ ®cä cé <ºÉÉÊãÉA <xÉBÉEÉä ºÉÆºÉn BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå
àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
{ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ +ÉÉè® ´ÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ
VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É):
É) +ÉºÉãÉÉÒ º´ÉÉàÉÉÒ iÉÉä ªÉcÉÒ cé*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
bÉì. àÉÖ®ãÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉäc® VÉÉä¶ÉÉÒ (´ÉÉ®ÉhÉºÉÉÒ): +ÉÉ{É <Æ]åÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ BÉEàÉ BÉE® nÉÒÉÊVÉA ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ¤É ºÉcÉÒ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)
SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: How will this emission intensity be cut? That is the
question. We are planning a series of policy measures. On some of which we will
come back to Parliament. I want to assure the hon. Members of the House that we
will come back to Parliament on:
• We are going to legislate mandatory fuel efficiency standards for our
vehicles by December, 2011.
We will come to Parliament. We will mandate mandatory fuel efficiency
standards for all vehicles. This will reduce and manage the greenhouse gas
emissions from our transportation section.
• We will come back to Parliament with a model energy conservation
building code and we will recommend to the States and to the Municipal
Administrations mandatory green building codes.
• We are going to come to Parliament with amendments to the Energy
Conservation Act to introduce what we call the energy efficiency
certificate which will enable energy intensity decline in our industry.
We will come to Parliament. Parliament will discuss these amendments.
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• I am going to lay this Report on Forests on the Table of the House
hopefully next week. We are going to come to Parliament regularly to
report on the state of our forest cover.
Today, in response to the question raised by many Members, our forests are
absorbing 10 per cent of our annual greenhouse gas emissions. BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ ÉËºÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ
cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, c® ºÉÉãÉ nºÉ {É®ºÉå] OÉÉÒxÉ cÉ=ºÉ MÉèºÉ AÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ, BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ ÉËºÉBÉE {ÉEÉì®äº] {ÉÉì´É® näiÉÉ cè <ºÉÉÊãÉA nºÉ
{É®ºÉå] BÉEÉä BÉEÉªÉàÉ ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* I will come back to Parliament on that.
• We are going to ensure that increasingly more and more of our coal based
power plants of the type that are coming up in my friend, Shri Mahtab’s
State which is causing him great concern, will come from clean coal
technology.
This does not require law. It requires us to take decisions on super critical
technology, ultra super critical technology, coal gasification – Dr. Joshi knows as
when he was the Minister for Science and Technology many of these initiatives
had started. We will ensure that 50 per cent of all new capacity that is going to
come will be based on clean coal technology. That will substantially reduce the
CO2 emissions from our power stations.
So, we have an action plan in transportation, industry, buildings, forestry
and in various sectors of our economy which will ensure 20 to 25 per cent cut in
emissions intensity between 2005 and 2020.
At Copenhagen if we have a successful agreement, if we have an equitable
agreement, if we are satisfied with this agreement, we are prepared to do even
more.
(k4/1915/bks-rc)
ªÉc càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉäºÉãÉÉ<xÉ cè* ªÉc càÉ +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É BÉE®åMÉä, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ àÉnn ºÉä xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä* càÉ +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É
AÉÊàÉ¶ÉxÉ <Æ]äÉÎxºÉ]ÉÒ 20 ºÉä 25 {É®ºÉèx] iÉBÉE PÉ]ÉªÉåMÉä* ªÉÉÊn +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉàÉÖnÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ càÉå àÉnn ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉÒ, +ÉMÉ®
BÉEÉä{ÉxÉcäMÉxÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ ºÉ{ÉEãÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ, <BÉDªÉÖ]ä¤ÉãÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉ¶ÉÆBÉEÉAÆ nÚ® cÉä VÉÉªÉåMÉÉÒ iÉÉä
càÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèªÉÉ® cé ÉÊBÉE càÉ <ºÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé*
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+É¤É àÉé ºÉÆFÉä{É àÉå ºÉàÉ®É<VÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*
I separate domestic responsibility from international obligation. I want to
be aggressive on domestic obligation and I want to be pro-active on international
obligation because in international obligation there is only one thing that counts.
Ultimately, when I go to Copenhagen, it is not G-77 or China or America or Brazil
or South Africa, it is India’s interest that counts. What is in India’s interest? That
is what ultimately is the only deciding factor. What is in India’s interest, that is
what we have to do.

I believe that our negotiating position is strengthened

considerably if we go to Copenhagen from a position of leadership, taking these
pro-active measures and taking the responsibility as part of the 11th Five Year Plan,
12th Five Year Plan and thereafter between 2005 to 2020 our emission intensity
would reduce by 20 per cent to 25 per cent on our own, in a legally non-binding
agreement and to be reflected in any international agreement.
Sir, I want to thank the hon. Members for listening to me very patiently. I
know that many of your doubts may still be there but I do want to assure the hon.
Members that when I used the word ‘flexibility’, it does not mean the sell out.
Flexibility only means the ability to move to rapidly evolving international
situations.

We are not living in isolation. We are living in an international

community. We have to see what is happening in the world. We are a large
country. Let us not be defensive about ourselves. Let not any Minister who is
going abroad be told: ‘Do not sell the country’. It is an insult to my personal
honour and dignity to be told: ‘Do not go and sell the country’s honour’. No
Government, no Minister, no Prime Minister and no Minster for Environment will
do that. We are going there to get the best agreement for India and the best
agreement for India internationally is what we do domestically. What we do
domestically, in my view, is an obligation to our own people that we have to
undertake.
Now, I thank you for this opportunity.
(ends)

