
Principle 14 : States should effectively cooperate to discourage or prevent the relocation & transfer to other states of any activities 
and substances that cause severe environmental degradation or are found to be harmful to human health.  (Its an ill wind …) 

Principle 15 : In order to protect the environment, the “precautionary approach” (ie take no risks regardless of potential benefits, 
and regardless of the history of human civilisation as overcoming human-created problems such as scarcities of stone, bronze, iron 
etc) shall be widely applied by States according to their capabilities.  Where there are threats of serious or irreversible damage, lack of 
full scientific certainty (as in the potential for runaway global over-heating and oceanic—inundations to be corrected by reversing major 
contributions such as human CO2 exhalation) shall not be used as a reason for postponing cost-effective measures to prevent 
environmental degradation (such as dramatic reduction in global human population and “footprint”, in favour of replacement species) 

Principle 16 : National authorities should endeavour to promote the internalization of environmental costs (eg with carbon taxes?) 
and the use of economic instruments (eg incentives such as the economically debilitating cross-subsidisation of “low-value” sectors         
– as valued by public demand - at the expense of high-value sectors?) taking into account the approach that the polluter should, in 
principle,  bear the cost of pollution, with due regard to the public interest and without distorting international trade and investment (?) 

Principle 17 :  Environmental impact assessment, as a national instrument, shall be undertaken for proposed activities that are 
likely to have a significant adverse impact on the environment, and are subject to a decision of a competent (?) national (?) authority. 
(this is a blank-cheque invitation for bureaucracies to impose preferred (ideologically-driven) identification and valuation of “effects”, 
and to impose high-jump barriers on development proposals, regardless of costs, or the development’s prospective social benefits.)  

Principle 18 :  States shall immediately notify other States of any natural disasters or other emergencies that are likely to produce 
sudden harmful effects on the environment of those States.  Every effort shall be made by the “international community” (which 
exists only as an aggregation of wilfully opted-in states, which in turn exist only … etc down to individuals) to help States so afflicted. 
(Any decision by a “global community” must over-ride national sovereignties, etc down to over-riding personal values and opinions. 
Since the aggregated populations of “developing nations” greatly exceed that of “the west”, western values must / will be over-ridden) 

Principle 19 :  States shall provide prior and timely notification and relevant information to potentially affected States on activities 
that may have a significant (now, there’s the rub!) adverse trans-boundary environmental effect and shall consult with those 
states at an early stage and in good faith.  (Human nature dictates that any such consultation shall be on the initiator’s terms)  

Principle 20 :  Women have a vital role (???) in environmental management and development.  Their full participation is therefore 
essential to achieve sustainable development (??? - Principles 20, 21 and 22 are alike “politically correct” = imposition of a “value”)  

Principle 21 : The creativity, ideals and courage of youth of the world should be mobilized (brainwashed?) to forge a global partner-
ship in order to achieve sustainable development and ensure a better future for all (sounds like global socialism; - soak the west?)  

Principle 22 :  Indigenous people and their communities and other local communities have a vital role (more so than others ?) in            
environmental management and development because of their knowledge and traditional practices (such as forest burnoffs, species-
extinctions, sewage (non-)treatments?). States should recognize and duly support their identity, culture and interests and enable their 
effective participation in achievement of sustainable development (- a recipe for special powers AND separate rules & development  !!) 

Principle 23 :  The environment and natural resources of people under oppression, domination and occupation shall be protected            
(by outsiders?  Ie “the global community” (UN) can take it upon itself to usurp the authority and powers of all those governments, 
including most of the western world, which become presumptuous, excessively-overbearing and arrogant, thus oppress their people?)   

Principle 24 :  Warfare is inherently destructive of sustainable development (and humans!!!). States shall therefore respect internat-
ional law, provide protection for the environment in times of armed conflict (!!!) and cooperate in its further development as necessary 

Principle 25 : Peace development & environmental protection are interdependent & indivisible (so peace will always prevail when we 
protect the environment? and development can occur without changing (damaging?) the environment or “consuming resources”?) 

Principle 26 : States shall resolve all their environmental disputes peacefully and by appropriate means in accordance with the  

Charter of the United Nations (ie become subjected to world government similar in multi-cultural flavour as existing United Nations) 

Principle 27 : States and people shall cooperate in good faith and in a spirit of partnership in the fulfilment of the principles embodied 

in this Declaration and in the further development of international law in the field of sustainable development (we’re not through yet …) 
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OBSERVATIONS  by david@CUTS.org.nz :  

-- Overall, Agenda 21 prescribes collectivised goals for all societies which require cooperating governments to be willing and able        
to sacrifice economic development (“growth”) “where necessary” to render their societies and environments (and those of others they 
impinge on) “sustainable”.  This requires cooperating governments to be authoritarian in controlling all actions of all their citizens to 
ensure environmental “bottom lines” are not crossed.  This in turn requires the state to impose absolute constraints on personal 
values, choice and the genetically-driven reach for personal survival and betterment, which together comprise “the goose which lays 
the golden eggs” of prosperity. The state is fundamentally changed from being an invention of it’s own people to serve their interests 
alone as “sovereign”, to becoming an agent of the United Nations to impose UN-advising Enviro-NGOs’ perceptions of “sustainability”.   

-- NZs RMA adopts the term “sustainable management” in assigning responsibility to “resource managers” working for local goverment 
to ensure that all development is “sustainable”.  Planning and environmental practice in New Zealand has become an unthinking, 
unevaluated copy of “global best practice” on “sustainability” and “sustainable development” as ultimately defined by the 
(nowhere accountable, and increasingly absolutist) Enviro-NGOs which designed Agenda 21 in the first place.  Regardless of 
Principles 8 & 21, these Enviro-NGOs have no regard for any nation’s living standards and aspirations (other than favouring LDCs)   
in defining “best practice”.  Result : social and/or environmental “values” trump personal values (liberty, benefits, profits) every time. 

-- NZ now endures a situation where a global Absolutist Enviro-Planning Complex (AE-PC) dominates and controls all development  
to meet the AE-PC’s idealistic and often naïve and ill-informed perceptions on “sustainable development”’s meanings and values. 
Under their unchallengeable direction, environmental “bottom lines” have become high-jump barriers to any form of development, 
except those they consider to be environmentally “sustainable” (such as all the mantras supporting “smart (sic) growth” planning), 
regardless of it’s economic and social values.  The result : a major contribution to the western world’s (and NZ’s) economic decline.  


