
CALLING ATTENTION TO THE  GOVERNMENT'S CHANGING 
POSITION ON CLIMATE CHANGE 

 
SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (WEST BENGAL): Sir, I beg to call the 

attention of the Minister of Environment and Forests to the Government's 

changing position on Climate Change. 

¯ÖμÖÖÔ¾Ö¸üÞÖ ‹¾ÖÓ ¾Ö®Ö ´ÖÓ¡ÖÖ»ÖμÖ Ûêú ¸üÖ•μÖ ´ÖÓ¡Öß (ÁÖß •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö ¸ü´Öê¿Ö): ´ÖÖ®Ö®ÖßμÖ ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ´Öï 

ÁÖß´ÖŸÖß ¾ÖéÓ¤üÖ ÛúÖ¸üŸÖ •Öß ÛúÖ, ÁÖß ´ÖÖê‡®Öã»Ö ÆüÃÖ®Ö •Öß ÛúÖ †Öî¸ü ÁÖß ‹®Ö0Ûêú0 ØÃÖÆü •Öß ÛúÖ 

¿ÖãÛÎúÝÖã•ÖÖ¸ü ÆæÑü ×Ûú ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê μÖÆü Calling Attention Motion Ûúß ®ÖÖê×™üÃÖ ¤üß Æîü… ´Öï ¯ÖμÖÖÔ¾Ö¸üÞÖ 

‹¾ÖÓ ¾Ö®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÆüÖê®Öê Ûêú ®ÖÖŸÖê ×ÛúÃÖß ³Öß ¯ÖÏÛúÖ¸ü Ûúß ²ÖÆüÃÖ Ûêú ×»Ö‹ ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü ÆæÑü… “ÖÖÆêü ¾ÖÆü Calling 

Attention ÆüÖê, Short Duration μÖÖ Long Duration ÆüÖê, Ûãú”û ³Öß duration ÆüÖê... 

ÁÖß ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ: ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê Calling Attention Ûêú ×»Ö‹ ×¤üμÖÖ Æîü, ŸÖÖê Calling Attention ¯Ö¸ü 

Æüß ²ÖÖê×»Ö‹… 

ÁÖß •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö ¸ü´Öê¿Ö: Ûãú”û ³Öß duration ÆüÖê, ´Öï ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü ÆæüÑ… †Ö•Ö Ûêú ÃÖÓ¤ü³ÖÔ ´Öë ×ÃÖ±Ôú Calling 

Attention Æîü… ‡ÃÖ Calling Attention Motion Ûêú procedure Ûêú ŸÖÆüŸÖ ‹Ûú 

statement ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü ×ÛúμÖÖ ÝÖμÖÖ Æîü… ¾ÖÆü statement μÖÆüÖÑ †Ö¯Ö ÃÖ²Ö ÛúÖê ²ÖÖÑ™üÖ •ÖÖ ¸üÆüÖ Æîü… ´Öï 

•ÖÖ®ÖŸÖÖ ÆæÑü ×Ûú..  

ÁÖß ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ: †Ö¯Ö ˆÃÖê ¯Ö×œÍü‹… 

ÁÖß •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö ¸ü´Öê¿Ö: ÃÖ¸ü, ´Öï ˆÃÖê ×ÃÖ±Ôú ¯ÖœÍü®ÖÖ ®ÖÆüà “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÑü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú ´Öê¸üÖ μÖÆü ÛúÆü®ÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú μÖÆü 

‹Ûú ÝÖ´³Öß¸ü ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ Æîü… Ûú‡Ô “Öß•ÖÌë ×»ÖÜÖß ³Öß ®ÖÆüà •ÖÖŸÖß Æïü, ²Ö×»Ûú ¾Öê ²ÖÆüÃÖ ´Öë ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê †ÖŸÖß Æïü…  

ŸÖÖê ´Öï ÃÖ³Öß ÃÖ¤üÃμÖÖë ÛúÖê †ÖÀ¾ÖÖÃÖ®Ö ×¤ü»ÖÖ®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÑü ×Ûú ´Öï ¯Öæ¸üß ŸÖ¸üÆü ÃÖê ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü ÆæÑü… •ÖÖê ÛúÖê‡Ô 

¿ÖÛú Æîü, †Ö¿ÖÓÛúÖ Æîü, ÛúÖê‡Ô doubtü Æîü, ÛúÖê‡Ô ³ÖμÖ Æîü, ´Öï ˆÃÖÛúÖê ¯Öæ¸üß ŸÖ¸üÆü ÃÖê ÃÖÖ±ú ÛúºÑþÝÖÖ…  



ÁÖß ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ: ®ÖÆüßÓ, ®ÖÆüà… μÖÆü Calling Attention Æîü… We have to follow the 

rules. †Ö¯Ö ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü Æïü, »Öê×Ûú®Ö .. ..  

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: I do not want to go through the formality of 

reading the Statement because it is not in my habit to read out prepared 

Statements. 

ÁÖß ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ: †Ö¯Ö ˆÃÖê ¯ÖœÍü ¤üß×•Ö‹…  

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Let me read it out, but I want to reassure the 

hon. Members that I am prepared for any debate at any point of time.  I 

have written letters to 72 Members of Parliament, to 30 Chief Ministers 

explaining the Government's position on climate change and it is in this 

background that I will read out the Statement.  

 
Sir, I rise to address this august House in response to the Calling 

Attention Motion concerning Government's changing position on  climate 

change. 

 The impacts of climate change due to the manmade accumulation 

of green house gases such as carbon dioxide are indeed a critical global 

issue which has been highlighted at almost all international forums since 

2007 after the submission of 4th assessment report of the Inter-

Governmental panel on Climate Change and the initiation of the Bali 

Action Plan, leading to the 15th Conference of Parties at Copenhagen in 

December, 2009. 

 The internationally-agreed regime for climate change is laid down 

in the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. 

UNFCCC as it is called, 1992, under which all industrialized  countries 

have binding commitments to reduce their emissions due to their 



historical responsibility.  The parties to the UNFCCC signed the Kyoto 

Protocol in 1997 to agree on quantified and specific emission reduction 

targets for each of the 37 industrialised countries that are listed in the 

Annexure-I of the Convention. 

 In December 2007, parties adopted the Bali Action Plan to 

enhance the implementation of the Convention.  Negotiations are 

currently underway to determine the quantified emission reduction 

targets of the parties to Kyoto Protocol for the second commitment 

period beginning from 2013 and also define the targets of emission 

reduction for US, comparable with other Kyoto parties, in pursuance of 

the Bali Action Plan which calls for full, effective and sustained 

implementation of the UNFCCC through long-term cooperative action 

now and beyond 2012.  It is a comprehensive dialogue to address the 

four major building blocks of climate change, namely, mitigation, 

adaptation, technology and finance. 

 As per the principles of equity and common but differentiated 

responsibilities and respective capabilities of the UNFCCC, developing 

countries including India have no obligation to reduce the green house 

gas emissions.  The UNFCCC recognises that the economic and social 

development and poverty eradication are the first and overriding priorities 

of the developing countries parties.  In course of meeting the 

developmental needs, the emissions of the developing countries are 

bound to rise. 

(Contd. by PB/1O) 
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SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH (CONTD.):  In recent international negotiations 

conducted under the UNFCCC, the industrialized countries have called 

upon developing countries to contribute to the global effort to address 

climate change.  They have suggested that while the developed 

countries will take appropriate emission reduction targets in the mid 

term, the developing countries should follow a low carbon development 

path and deviate in terms of Green House Gas (GHG) emission from 

business as usual scenario.  It has been suggested that the developing 

countries should place their domestic mitigation actions at the same 

level of international review as the mitigation commitments of developed 

countries.   

 Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, India's position on the on-going climate 

change agreement negotiations is clear, credible and consistent.  India's 

approach to these negotiations is fully anchored in the UNFCCC and the 

Kyoto Protocol. India has argued in international negotiating fora that the 

developed country parties must take action in accordance with the 

principle of equity and 'common but differentiated responsibilities and 

respective capabilities' in order to achieve the objectives of the 

convention.  

 India is acutely conscious of the local impacts of climate change 

within our own country. Embedded in the UNFCCC and the Bali Action 

Plan, India is fully alive to its global responsibilities as well.  The Prime 

Minister has already stated that India will never allow its per capita 

emissions of Green House Gases to exceed that of the developed 

countries.  Even with 8-9 per cent GDP growth every year for the next 

two decades, India's per capita emissions is likely to be well below the 



developed country averages.  There is simply no case for the pressure 

that India, which has among the lowest emissions per capita, has to 

face to actually reduce the emissions.  

 While India is willing to accept measurement, reporting and 

verification or MRV, as it is called, as per agreed procedures for those 

actions that are supported by the international community in terms of 

finance and technology through agreed channels, its voluntary actions 

financed from its own domestic resources cannot be subjected to 

international review.  While India has already taken a number of steps, 

on its own, to adapt to climate change and mitigate its emission in the 

interest of its energy security and sustainable development, India will 

take further voluntary and nationally appropriate actions for addressing 

climate change strictly in accordance with the priorities and objectives 

laid down under the National Action Plan for Climate Change.  India is 

engaged in the international negotiations on climate change as a 

responsible member of the international community.  In the recent 

negotiations in multilateral and bilateral fora, India has articulated its 

position along the above lines.  

 Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, let me assure through you that the 

views, opinions and advice of the hon. Members of this august House 

are indeed invaluable and we will be guided by them.  Let me also 

assure the House that we will continue to play a positive role in the 

international negotiations at Copenhagen without compromising on our 

national endeavour of social and economic development and eradication 

of poverty in accordance with the principles and provisions of the 

UNFCCC, the Bali Action Plan and the Kyoto Protocol.       (Ends) 



MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Now, Members will seek clarifications. Mrs. 

Brinda Karat.  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (WEST BENGAL): Sir, in the Chairman's 

chamber today, we had made a request that the time for discussion on 

this should be slightly extended because it is a very important matter.  

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU:  Madam, one second, please.  Normally, 

the Chair will be saying, 'No discussion, clarification', but, here, the 

Minister is saying, 'let us have a discussion.'  But the Chair is saying, 

'clarification'.  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  It is because the Chair has to control the 

House.  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  Sir, should I request, kindly be a little 

flexible as far as ... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  No; I only ... 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, I don't want to take any more time; I 

want to start.  My only request is, please be a bit flexible.   

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  My only request is, please also keep the 

'time' in mind.  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, the only thing is, this is an extremely 

technical issue and to grapple with these issues, it does take a bit of 

time.  But since this Calling Attention is limited very specifically to the 

Government's changing policy, I will try and confine myself to those 

major points. However, it is necessary, Sir, to also go back to what the 

agreed policies of the Government's have been ....  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Please keep the time.  



SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: ... because unless you understand what the 

agreed policy is, how can you understand what the change is?  

Therefore, Sir, one point that I would like to make right at the outset is 

that at present the hon. Prime Minister is in the United States of 

America and what we learnt from the newspapers today, which is not 

reflected in your statement at all, is that what the Prime Minister is 

signing -- according to the number of bilateral agreements which are to 

be signed between the Prime Minister of India and the President of the 

United States or between the two countries -- is an agreement relating 

precisely to this issue of climate change. 

     (Contd. By 1p/SKC)     
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SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (Contd.): What the parameters of that 

Agreement are, you would know best; the Parliament certainly has not 

been taken into confidence. So, the first question that arises is, since we 

are heading towards the Copenhagen Summit and since there are such 

clearly differentiated positions and responsibilities as far as the 

discussions in Copenhagen Summit are concerned, what is the haste for 

India now to rush into a bilateral agreement precisely with that country 

with which we have the gravest of differences? So, my first suggestion 

would be-- and I am sure all hon. Members of the House would agree 

with me-- that pending the understanding and discussions of the 

Copenhagen Summit, it would be much more appropriate to keep 

pending any such bilateral agreement with the United States of America 

which concerns any aspect of climate change which is to be discussed 

in Copenhagen. So, that, I think, is the first point that requires to be 



made. Why does this point require to be made? Obviously, the Prime 

Minister, according to the Constitution of India, can go and sign any 

agreement. But the fact is that the spirit which pervades the entire 

political sphere is, a breakdown of consensus, and, unfortunately, in the 

past, on certain issues we have succeeded in having a consensus in 

spite of deep differences amongst us. One of the areas of consensus 

was that of national sovereignty. Now, there are different interpretations 

today of national sovereignty. Some people think that hitching our wagon 

to that of the United States of America is the best way to defend 

national sovereignty. My party and I disagree with this, but there are two 

different positions on this. When you talk about something like climate 

change, signing agreements and making statements which are binding 

on India, in the present breakdown of consensus on these issues vis-a-

vis our strategic relationship with America, which is leading the charge of 

the developed capitalist countries against that of the developing 

countries on issues which are of prime concern to them, I would say, 

please, do not do anything without taking Parliament into confidence. I 

think this is a very important issue. The Government of India should not 

take Parliament for granted. I want to put on record that there is no 

consensus, and the reason why there is no consensus, I regret to say, 

is the unilateral statements and the changing stances, which would put 

a comedian to shame, as far as the issue of climate change is 

concerned. Now, why do I say this? 

Sir, on the issue of climate change, we have been in debate. 

There were Ministers earlier in the BJP Government and there were 

discussions in the last UPA Government with Left support. And there 



were certain building blocks which were absolutely incontrovertible and 

on which there was no controversy. The first thing is that today, in this 

entire issue of emission of Greenhouse gases, the responsibility of the 

developed capitalist world has been recognised by the Kyoto Protocol, 

and by the subsequent agreements and discussions which the Minister 

has very kindly reminded us of in his statement. So, one thing is the 

responsibility of the developed capitalist world. There is this predatory 

nature of capitalism to grab the largest share of the common space. 

Today, 75 per cent of that entire space has been captured by the 

developed capitalist world; where they have a population of only 20 per 

cent, they have captured 80 per cent; there is very little Carbon space 

left. And, therefore, the agreed position that the Government had taken 

was that (1) The control of emissions by the developed world has to be 

the basis for any further action; (2) Whatever actions developing 

countries like India take are linked to that, and in all these negotiations 

the pressure was delinked, saying, you are equally responsible, 

particularly the growing economies like China and India. We are being 

blamed for the higher emissions. And, therefore, the entire effort of the 

industrialised and developed world is to delink what they have done in 

the past, the crimes they have committed in capturing that space in the 

past, and the actions that are required today. Therefore, the issue of 

linking our domestic actions with that of the actions of the industrialised 

countries are also key to the consensus which are developed in this 

country. The third very important point was that they had to pay; the 

Kyoto Protocol had common but differentiated responsibilities, and linked 



to this was that the polluters had to pay, both in terms of money as well 

as technology transfer. 

(Contd. by hk at 1q) 
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SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (CONTD.): These were some of the basic 

blocks on which there was a consensus and the political strategy 

emanating from that, as far as India is concerned, was always in 

coordination with the Group of 77 countries, more recently with the five 

other countries within that Group.  So, this was the political strategy 

which India had adopted and this had a wide consensus.  Now, we find 

that there is a major shift on this. There are three notes which were 

circulated. I was the fortunate recipient of the Minister's letter to 

selected Members of Parliament and Chief Ministers.  I was very happy 

to receive that letter.  In that letter, he has said the same thing that he 

is saying here that we are committed to Kyoto, we are committed to the 

positions that we have had, etc., etc.  Very soon after that letter 

reached us was a Report published in a national newspaper, The Times 

of India, by a very, I would say, committed reporter who follows these 

things and that Report was concerning a so-called Discussion Note sent 

by the hon. Minister, Jairam Rameshji, supposedly to the Prime Minister, 

and that became a calling attention motion for the entire country 

because we all read that what the Minister was writing to MPs is 

something entirely different from what the Minister was writing to the 

Prime Minister.  So, that, of course, itself was a red alert.  At that time, 

the Congress managers and others in the PMO said, "No, this is his 

individual opinion.  This has got nothing to do with Government policy." 



They tried to assuage the apprehensions and fears.  But on November 

16, when the Minister made his official Statement to the pre-

Copenhagen Summit, we found exactly those same shifts clearly stated 

in the Minister's Statement.  Now, what are these?  That is what I want 

to come to.   

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: How much do you need? 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, I have five points to make. 

..(Interruptions).. Since I have already given the background, with your 

kind permission I am just going to delineate to you and to this House. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: How much time do you need? 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Maybe ten to fifteen minutes. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Already you have taken ten minutes. 

..(Interruptions)..  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, in the Statement here ..(Interruptions)..  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Others also need that much time. 

..(Interruptions)..  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: I will finish it quickly.  In the Statement here 

he said, "The Prime Minister has already stated that India will never allow 

its per capita emissions to exceed that of the developed countries."  

Exactly the Prime Minister had made that Statement earlier in Germany 

in 2007 and then again when you released the National Action Plan.  

And what did he say?  He said, "We will not exceed."  What did the 

Minister say in the pre-Copenhagen meeting?  I will read it out from his 

Statement.  "India is prepared to reflect in any Agreement its 

commitment to keep its per capita emissions below that of the 

developing countries."  The Prime Minister says, "We will not exceed."  



The national consensus is on conversion. And what does the Minister 

say, "We will keep per capita emissions below that of the developing 

countries."  If this is not a major shift in our policy, then what constitutes 

a shift?  ..(Interruptions)..  

THE MINISTER OF STATE (INDEPENDENT CHARGE) OF THE 

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS (SHRI JAIRAM 

RAMESH): This is a shift in language. ..(Interruptions)..  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: This is a major shift.  What is the shift in 

language? We are not talking about semantics here. In your Statement, 

you are talking about 'exceeding', and in this Statement you are saying 

that you will not go 'below'.  What does it mean? It constitutes a major 

shift.  India is prepared to reflect ..(Interruptions)..  

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: She is confused herself. ..(Interruptions)..  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Please JairamIji. Let me read it out again.  

This is Prime Minister's Statement: "In the meantime, I have already 

declared, as India's Prime Minister, that despite of developmental 

imperatives, our per capita GHG emissions will not exceed the per 

capita GHG emissions of the developed countries."  

(Contd. by 1r/KSK) 
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SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (CONTD): What does the Minister say?   

"India is prepared to reflect in any agreement its commitment to keep its 

per capita emissions below that of the developed countries."   

Undoubtedly, that is not an issue of language.  It is an issue of making 

a commitment that you are going below that of the developed 

countries...(Interruptions).  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Brindaji, please conclude.    

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:   The second point, Sir. 

SHRI PRASANTA CHATTERJEE: Let her place her points.  The Minister 

is also agreeing. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  It is not the Minister agreeing.   Please, let 

us not argue. It is not the Minister agreeing.  It is the House; the time 

allocated.  Please conclude.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: The second point is about delinking.  This 

is what he says.  In this statement which he has made, he has made 

certain unilateral commitments in an international forum which are 

delinked from the actions that the developed countries are expected to 

take.  And, not only that, our domestically financed action plans are now 

going to be open for international consultations.  What does his 

statement say?   

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Brindaji, this is not the way.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  Sir, please, this is a very important point.  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Please, this is not...(Interruptions).  Please, 

listen to me for a minute. If you are taking fifteen minutes, how can I 



deny fifteen minutes to the other Members?  Please tell 

me...(Interruptions).   

SHRI A. VIJAYARAGHAVAN: Sir,...(Interruptions). 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don't support.  It is between me and 

Member.  I don't want your support.  I am requesting Brindaji to 

conclude.  How can I refuse fifteen minutes to other Members if I give 

that much time to you? 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  Sir, I will just read it out.  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Please conclude.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: I will not make any comments. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  It does not mean that you can take all the 

time.  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  I will read it without any comments.  Sir, 

this is another statement which he has made.  "India has several 

nationally appropriate mitigation actions which it is considering to convert 

into nationally accountable mitigation outcomes."  And, this he has 

prepared to put under a basis for international consultations. (Time-bell) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. N.K. Singh. 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  In other words, Sir, a national action plan, 

which is domestically financed, is now going to be open for international 

consultation; it does allow an international intervention in our domestic 

affairs.  This is another significant change in it.  And, third the most 

important aspect is...(Time-bell) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Brindaji, will it help us?  This is not the way 

of helping.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  Please, let me complete this point.   



MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I will leave to you, whatever time you want.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  The third most important aspect is, in this 

entire... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  If hon. Members don't understand, what 

can we do? 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: In this entire statement, the important issue 

of India insisting on transfer of technology and funds from the 

industrialised country has not been mentioned at all.  In other words, 

what we are now stating is...(Time-bell)...exactly in this paragraph of the 

Minister in which he has delineated the demands of the industrialised 

countries.  The Minister's statement on November 16th signals an 

acceptance and acquiescence by India to all those demands of the 

industrialised countries. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Mr. N.K. Singh.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  And, the last point I want to make is that 

in his letter, the last point in his letter to the Prime Minister.   

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  You have already made that point.  

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  The Minister has said, "We should...(Time-

bell)...distance ourselves.  India must not stick to G-77 

alone..."(Interruptions). 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  I am sorry, this is not the way 

of...(Interruptions). 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: We must realise that it is now embedded 

to G-20...(Interruptions).  Sir, the entire political strategy...(Time-bell) 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Brindaji, do you want...(Interruptions). 



SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  ...which the United States wants to 

impose on India, isolate India...(Time-bell). 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please, conclude. 

ÁÖß ‹ÃÖ.‹ÃÖ. †Æü»Öã¾ÖÖ×»ÖμÖÖ : ÃÖ¸ü, ‡®ÖÛúÖê ²ÖÖê»Ö®Öê ¤üß×•Ö‹… 

ÁÖß ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ : †²Ö ¤êü×ÜÖ‹, μÖê ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú ²ÖÖê»Ö®Öê ¤üß×•Ö‹… We have so much 

legislative business.  We have not completed any legislative 

business...(Interruptions). 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: ...isolate India from the developing world 

and thereby strengthen its own strategy.  It is exactly the strategy which 

is...(Interruptions). 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Let this time be allocated to other 

Members.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT:  How can I make a point?  This is not 

correct.  Please let me complete.  Sir, please understand when he has 

said in his letter to the Prime Minister, he wants to shift... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  Whatever you want to say, you have said. 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: ...shift from G-77 countries. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:  You are repeating.  Everytime, you are 

referring to the letter to the Prime Minister.    

(followed by 1s - gsp) 
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SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, there are ten points.  (Interruptions)  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is not necessary that every point should be 

repeated.  (Interruptions) You are a senior Member.  You are an 

experienced Member. (Interruptions)  



SHRI AMAR SINGH: For an ignorant Member like us, it is very important 

that she speaks. (Interruptions)  

THE MINISTER OF STATE (INDEPENDENT CHARGE) OF THE 

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS (SHRI JAIRAM 

RAMESH): Sir, I would like to mention that the Member... 

...(Interruptions)... Sir, she is repeatedly referring to my letter to the 

Prime Minister.  I want her to authenticate that letter.  (Interruptions) I 

want her to authenticate that letter.  I am challenging her, Sir.  

(Interruptions) I am challenging her. 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, this entire approach of the Government 

of India is in tune... ...(Interruptions)... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Brinda ji, you have taken sufficient time.  

Please understand.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, it is in tune with the... 

...(Interruptions)... 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Your point is not the only point which should 

go on in the House. 

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: Sir, it is in tune with the strategic alliance 

which is being pushed by the United States of America; (Time-bell) the 

shift in the climate change negotiations signalled by various statements 

of the Environment Minister is clearly reflected in that weakening before 

the United States of America.                                   

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. N.K. Singh.   

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT: And, therefore, Sir, we strongly reject this.  

We demand a full-fledged discussion on this, and, before going to 

Copenhagen, the Government should take the sense of the House and 



only that sense should inform our discussions and interventions in 

Copenhagen.                                              (Ends) 

SHRI MOINUL HASSAN: Sir, henceforth, the individual member will not 

give the name.  (Interruptions) It is not a general discussion.  It is a 

Calling Attention.  (Interruptions)  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is a Calling Attention.  You read the rules.  

It is not that all the Members who give the notice...  ...(Interruptions)...  

SHRI MOINUL HASSAN: Next time, individual member will not give 

name... ...(Interruptions)...  

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, no. It is only party-wise; Notice by any 

number of Members can be given.  ...(Interruptions)...  Time is fixed, 

and, within that time, we have to do it.  Read the rules regarding Calling 

Attention.  Please go through the Rules.  Mr. N.K. Singh.   

SHRI N.K. SINGH (BIHAR): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, in view of the 

brevity of time, I am going to raise only a couple of important issues.  

Brinda ji has touched on some important issues.  I do not share her 

perception on some of them but she has certainly highlighted some very 

critical issues on which there is an emerging national consensus, which 

we need to protect.  

 First of all, I must thank the Secretariat for rightly placing this 

subject, hopefully, under the domain of the Minister for Environment and 

Forests.  I hope that whereas he is incharge, he has the mandate to be 

able to commit the country's negotiating position, considering the 

multiplicity of organisations, the conflicts which have emanated between 

them, considering that the Prime Minister has a Special Group with a 

Special Envoy whose views are often at variance with the views 



expressed by the Minister for Forests and Environment.  Therefore, we 

hope very much that in the thirteen days to go before Copenhagen, 

more than thirteen contradictions which are evident, will be resolved in 

some credible manner.   

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN) IN THE CHAIR 

We also hope that the Minister, when he has listed the six critical 

issues, namely, the issue of adaptation, namely, to adapt to the 

inevitable consequences of climate change; the issue of mitigation on 

what can be done to avert the kind of prospect which looks inevitable; 

the issue of technology, namely, availability of technology at costs which 

are affordable to countries like India; the issue of finance on the burden 

sharing in managing climate change; the issue of technology; and the 

issue of management verification, are issues on which, Sir, there will be 

parallel negotiations, many parallel activities, and, we will need to bind 

them together in an overarching framework.  So, my first suggestion to 

the hon. Minister is not to regard Copenhagen to be an event, please 

regard it as a process.  And, from the point of view, I share the view 

which Brindaji has expressed that while the G-2, perhaps, in China has 

already, to some extent, poured a lot of cold water, lowering 

expectations on what can happen from Copenhagen, we should also be 

in no hurry to enter into arrangements which are not in our long-term 

interest.                                                     (Contd. by sk-1t)    

SK/1T/2.50 
SHRI N.K. SINGH (CONTD.):  Having said this, Sir, I have some 

important considerations which India should have.  First and foremost 

that for a country like India, it is only ethical and it is only expeditious 



that per capita income and per capita emission must be the credible 

basis for making commitments.  Having said this, we must not be 

unmindful of the fact that whereas we may not have been a contributor 

to the global stock of pollution, we are an important contributor to the 

flow of pollution.  Therefore, when we are taking on obligations, we need 

to view these obligations in a manner of historicity between stocks and 

flows.  The second important consideration, Sir, which we need to have 

is common and differentiated responsibility is a well-accepted principle.  

But, having said this, let us know that we must not allow our shoulders 

to be used for being firing the guns of others.  Common and 

differentiated responsibility, Sir, in today's context helps really a very 

important neighbour of ours which is having one power station being 

fired every week.  Therefore, we need to view the common and 

differentiated responsibility in a manner which is flexible enough, an 

astringent view on Annexe-I countries and Annexe-II countries would 

mitigate against long-term advantages.   

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN):  Please put your question 

and then finish.   

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  Yes, I am going to ask the questions only, Sir.  I will 

require about 5-7 minutes for your indulgence.  Third, Sir, considering 

that the Chair had been fairly indulgent, and for good reasons, to the 

very important points made by Brindaji, I hope, you will be able to take 

some measure of indulgence, perhaps not of the same extent.    

 Third, Sir, on voluntary action on energy intensity, something 

which even the Chinese have agreed, the proposals of the Environment 

Minister, in my view, are credible enough to lure the energy intensity, 



and some of the suggestions, therefore, embedded on a letter, written 

or not written by him, but reported in the newspaper, look to be efforts 

in the same direction and are credible.  They are reasonable and we 

should try and encourage greater national dialogue on that.  Fourth, 

consistent with international disclosures, I agree that its international 

disclosures must be confined for those areas where technology and 

finance have been exogenously available.  And, that must be a guiding 

principle.  Having said this, we must also recognise that in today's inter-

dependent world, technology and finance are both fungible, and, 

therefore, you cannot push this button beyond a point.  Fifth, Sir, 

investment approach to mitigation recognises that there is a historicity of 

opportunity to invest in infrastructure for low carbon growth.  There is 

nothing deterministic about the relationship between emission and 

growth, between emission and poverty reduction.  India is about to lock 

in to a high-growth trajectory.  (Time-bell)  Let it be a low carbon growth 

trajectory.   

 Sir, being not very reasonable, if I may say so, and I think this 

House must accept consistent norms.  My preceding Speaker has 

spoken for exactly 22 minutes.  I am not seeking 22 minutes.  But I will 

expect you to take a reasonable and a fair view.   

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J.KURIEN):  Mr. Singh, as per the 

rules ..(Interruptions).. 

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  Sir, I am not contesting that.  You are the final 

arbiter of the rules.  But the rules were just interpreted a few minutes 

ago in a particular way.  ..(Interruptions).. 



THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J.KURIEN):  No, no. ..(Interruptions).. 

Please.(Interruptions)..  Since you raised it, the first Speaker can 

..(Interruptions).. 

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  You are the final arbiter of the rules, Sir.  Nobody 

will question that, Sir.  ..(Interruptions).. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN:  Listen please ..(Interruptions).. One second 

..(Interruptions).. The first speaker is always allowed to take more time.  

Other Speakers take less time.   

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  I am not seeking any of that measure of time. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN:  No, no.  You please put your question.   

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  That is what I am doing, Sir.   

SHRI S.S. AHLUWALIA:  Questions are very difficult and lengthy 

questions.  ..(Interruptions).. Pleas allow him to speak.   

SHRI N.K. SINGH:  We must distinguish between who adjusts and who 

pays for it.  Developed countries like India have a historic opportunity to 

leapfrog than retrofit.  These may be expensive but does not mean that 

India must pay for it.  We must show imagination, innovate, create jobs 

and bargain that the burden of payment does not rest upon our 

shoulders. Finally, Sir, the dynamics of international negotiations always 

need flexibility.  Developed countries have yet to demonstrate, I entirely 

agree with Brindaji, seriousness of intent and coherence of action to 

persuade poorer countries like India in accepting concomitant 

obligations.         

(continued by 1u/ysr) 
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SHRI N.K. SINGH (CONTD.): National interest must be paramount.  

However, boxing ourselves in a corner cannot augur well for negotiating 

outcomes.  Rising economic clout of India has concomitant international 

obligations.  We need to show vision and leadership qualities at 

Copenhagen.  And you can do that, Minister, if you educate us a little 

more and have flexibility and an approach which protects India's 

paramount interest and is consistent with India showing leadership 

abilities in 13 days from now in Copenhagen.  Thank you, Sir. 

(Ends) 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN):  Shri Rajiv Pratap Rudy, 

please confine yourself to five minutes. 

SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY (BIHAR):  Sir, such important issues 

should not be confined to a calling attention.  I think it should have been 

a bigger debate.  

 ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¬μÖõÖ ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ‡ÃÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ¯Ö¸ü “Ö“ÖÖÔ ×¯Ö”û»Öß ²ÖÖ¸ü ³Öß ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë ²ÖÆãüŸÖ ×¾ÖÃŸÖÖ¸ü ÃÖê 

Æãü‡Ô £Öß †Öî¸ü ´ÖãôÖê Ã´Ö¸üÞÖ Æîü ×Ûú •Ö²Ö ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ´Öê•Ö¸ü ‡ÛúÖê®ÖÖ×´ÖÛú ±úÖê¸ü´Ö Ûúß ²ÖîšüÛú ´Öë ÝÖ‹ 

£Öê, ŸÖÖê ¾ÖÆüà ÃÖê ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê ‹Ûú ºþ¯Ö ×¤üμÖÖ £ÖÖ, Ã¾Öºþ¯Ö ×¤üμÖÖ £ÖÖ †Öî¸ü ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê ÛúÆüÖ £ÖÖ ×Ûú, 'We 

will accept two degree cap' †Öî¸ü •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö »ÖÖêÝÖÖë ®Öê ×¯Ö”û»Öß ²ÖÖ¸ü ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë “Ö“ÖÖÔ Ûêú 

¤üÖî¸üÖ®Ö ÃÖ¾ÖÖ»Ö ˆšüÖμÖÖ ×Ûú ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ®Öê ×ÛúÃÖ ˆ§êü¿μÖ Ûêú ŸÖÆüŸÖ μÖÆü ‘ÖÖêÂÖÞÖÖ Ûú¸ü ¤üß ×Ûú Æü´Ö 

two degree cap Ã¾ÖßÛúÖ¸ü Ûú¸ëüÝÖê… ‡ÃÖß ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ®Öê ‡ÃÖÛúÖê ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ‘Öã´ÖÖ-

×±ú¸üÖÛú¸ü ÛúÆüÖ ×Ûú ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ®Öê •ÖÖê ´Öî•Ö¸ü ‡ÛúÖê®ÖÖ×´ÖÛú ±úÖê¸ü´Ö ´Öë ²ÖÖŸÖë ¸üÜÖß £Öà †Öî¸ü ×•ÖÃÖ 

¤üÃŸÖÖ¾Öê•Ö ¯Ö¸ü ÆüÃŸÖÖõÖ¸ü ×ÛúμÖÖ £ÖÖ,  it was an aspiration ´ÖŸÖ»Ö²Ö ¾ÖÆü Æü´ÖÖ¸üß ÃÖÖê“Ö £Öß †Öî¸ü 

ˆÃÖß ÃÖ´ÖμÖ ÃÖê μÖÆü  contradiction ¿Öãºþ Æãü†Ö †Öî¸ü ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ³Ö¸ü Ûêú »ÖÖêÝÖ, •Ö²Ö ‡ŸÖ®Öê ²Ö›Íêü 

forum ¯Ö¸ü ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ÝÖ‹, ŸÖÖê ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê ÛúÆüÖ ×Ûú ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ Ûêú ÃÖÖ£Ö ÛúÖê‡Ô Ûú×šü®ÖÖ‡Ô ®ÖÆüà Æîü… 

³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü Æîü †Öî¸ü ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ Ûêú ÃÖÖ£Ö Ûú¤ü´Ö ÃÖê Ûú¤ü´Ö ×´Ö»ÖÖÛú¸ü “Ö»Ö®Öê Ûêú ×»Ö‹ ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü Æîü 



†Öî¸ü Æü´Ö ™æü ×›üÝÖÏß ÛêúØ¯ÖÝÖ Ûêú ×»Ö‹ ŸÖîμÖÖ¸ü Æïü… •Ö²Ö ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë Æü´Ö »ÖÖêÝÖÖë ®Öê ‡ÃÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ÛúÖê ˆšüÖμÖÖ, 

ŸÖÖê ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ×²Ö»Ûãú»Ö ˆ»Ö™ü ÝÖ‹ †Öî¸ü ÛúÆüÖ ×Ûú •Ö²Ö ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ¾ÖÆüÖÓ ÝÖ‹ £Öê, ŸÖÖê ÃÖÖê“Ö ¸üÆêü 

£Öê ×Ûú Æü´ÖÖ¸üß Ûú»¯Ö®ÖÖ Æîü… ‹Ûú ŸÖ¸ü±ú Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¤êü¿Ö Ûêú ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÆüÃŸÖÖõÖ¸ü Ûú¸üÛêú †ÖŸÖê Æïü †Öî¸ü 

¤æüÃÖ¸üß ŸÖ¸ü±ú ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú ¾ÖÆü ×ÃÖ±Ôú ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß Ûúß ‹Ûú Ûú»¯Ö®ÖÖ £Öß… †²Ö 

Æü´Ö ˆÃÖ ²ÖÖŸÖ ÛúÖê ¾ÖÆüà ÃÖê ¿Öãºþ Ûú¸ëü, ×•ÖÃÖ Ûú»¯Ö®ÖÖ Ûêú ²ÖÖ¸üê ´Öë “Ö“ÖÖÔ Æãü‡Ô †Öî¸ü †Ö•Ö Æü´Ö ×ÛúÃÖ 

×Ã£Ö×ŸÖ ŸÖÛú ¾ÖÆüÖÓ ¯ÖÆãÓü“Ö ÝÖ‹ Æïü… 

 ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ×¾Ö¸üÖê¬ÖÖ³ÖÖÃÖ ‡ÃÖ ¤êü¿Ö Ûêú ¾Ö×¸üÂšü ´ÖÓ×¡ÖμÖÖë Ûêú ´ÖÖ¬μÖ´Ö ÃÖê, ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖ ²ÖμÖÖ®Ö, 

´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖ ²ÖμÖÖ®Ö †Öî¸ü †Ö•ÖÛú»Ö ŸÖÖê μÖÆü ³Öß ¯ÖŸÖÖ “Ö»Ö®Öê »ÖÝÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ÛúÖê ×Ûú ‡ÃÖ 

ÃÖ¸üÛúÖ¸ü ´Öë ²ÖÆãüŸÖ ¯ÖœÍêü-×»ÖÜÖê ´ÖÓ¡Öß Æïü, Ûãú”û †“”êû ÛúÖ´Ö Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü †Öî¸ü Ûãú”û †Öî¸ü ³Öß †“”êû 

ÛúÖ´Ö Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆü ¸üÆêü Æïü, Ûãú”û ×¾Ö¤êü¿Ö ÛúÖ ÛúÖ´Ö ¤êüÜÖ ¸üÆêü Æïü, ŸÖÖê ÃÖ¸üÛúÖ¸ü ´Öë Ûãú”û ²ÖÖê»Ö®Öê Ûúß 

¯Ö¸ü´¯Ö¸üÖ ²Ö®Ö ÝÖ‡Ô Æîü… ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ´Öï ´ÖÖ®Ö®ÖßμÖ ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ÃÖê ÛúÆæÓüÝÖÖ ×Ûú †Ö¯Ö®Öê †¬μÖμÖ®Ö ×ÛúμÖÖ Æîü… 

†Ö¯Ö £ÖÖê›ÍüÖ ŸÖÖ¸üŸÖ´μÖ †¯Ö®Öê ×¾Ö³ÖÖÝÖ ÃÖê ²ÖîšüÖ‹Ó, Ûú‡Ô ‹êÃÖê ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯ÖÏÛúÖ×¿ÖŸÖ ÆüÖê ¸üÆêü Æïü, ×•ÖÃÖ´Öë 

¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö Ûãú”û †Öî¸ü Æîü, ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö Ûãú”û †Öî¸ü ŸÖ£ÖÖ ×¾Ö³ÖÖÝÖ Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö 

Ûãú”û †Öî¸ü Æîü… ‡ÃÖ´Öë †ÝÖ¸ü †Ö¯Ö ÃÖÖ´ÖÓ•ÖÃμÖ ®ÖÆüà ²ÖîšüÖ‹ÓÝÖê, ŸÖÖê ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ Ûêú »ÖÖêÝÖ ¯Öæ¸üß “Öß•Ö ÛúÖê 

¤êüÜÖ ¸üÆêü Æïü… †Ö¯ÖÛúÖ ²ÖμÖÖ®Ö, †Ö¯ÖÛêú ×®ÖÝÖÖê×¿Ö‹™ü¸ü ÛúÖ ²ÖμÖÖ®Ö †Öî¸ü ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖ ²ÖμÖÖ®Ö †Öî¸ü 

•Ö²Ö ³Öß †Ö¯Ö †ÓŸÖ¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ ±úÖê¸ü´Ö ¯Ö¸ü ²ÖîšüŸÖê Æïü, ŸÖÖê ¾Öê ÃÖ³Öß ÛúÖÝÖ•ÖÖë ÛúÖê †Ö¯ÖÛêú ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê ¸üÜÖ ¤êüŸÖê 

Æïü †Öî¸ü †Ö¯ÖÛúÖê †¯Ö®ÖÖ ×ÃÖ¸ü ôÖãÛúÖ®ÖÖ ¯Ö›ÍüŸÖÖ Æîü…  Æü´Ö®Öê ‡ÃÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ÛúÖê ‡ÃÖ×»Ö‹ ¤êüÜÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú 

ÛúÖê¯Öê®ÖÆêüÝÖ®Ö ´Öë •ÖÖ®Öê ÃÖê ¯ÖÆü»Öê •ÖÖê ²ÖÖ»Öß ‹Œ¿Ö®Ö ¯»ÖÖ®Ö £ÖÖ, ²ÖÖ»Öß ‹Œ¿Ö®Ö ¯»ÖÖ®Ö ´Öë †Ö¯Ö®Öê ÛúÆüÖ 

×Ûú ×»Ö×™üÝÖê¿Ö®Ö ÆüÖêÝÖÖ, †›üÖò¯™êü¿Ö®Ö ÆüÖêÝÖÖ, Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öß Ûîú¯Öê×ÃÖ™üß ×²ÖØ»›üÝÖ Ûú¸ëüÝÖê †Öî¸ü 2007 ÃÖê 

ŒμÖÖê™üÖê ¯ÖÏÖê™üÖêÛúÖ»Ö ÃÖê †Ö¯Ö “Ö»ÖŸÖê †Ö ¸üÆêü £Öê… †Ö¯Ö®Öê »ÖÝÖÖŸÖÖ¸ü “Ö»ÖÛú¸ü ŸÖμÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ ×Ûú ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ Ûêú 

ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê ×Ûú Æü´Ö ‡ÃÖ Ã¾Öºþ¯Ö ´Öë, ‡ÃÖ †¯Ö®Öê Œ»ÖÖ‡´Öê™ü “Öë•Ö Ûêú ¤üÃŸÖÖ¾Öê•Ö ÛúÖê ¯Öæ¸üÖ Ûú¸ëüÝÖê, »Öê×Ûú®Ö 

ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ²Ö›Íêü ¤êü¿ÖÖë ÛúÖ, ´ÖãôÖê õÖ´ÖÖ Ûú¸ëüÝÖê, »Öê°™ü ¯ÖÖ™üá•ÖÌ ÛúÖ obsession †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ Æîü… ´Öï 

‡ÃÖ´Öë μÖÆü ÛúÆü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆæÓüÝÖÖ ×Ûú ×ÃÖ±Ôú †´Öê×¸üÛúß×®Ö•´Ö ®ÖÆüàÓ Æîü, ×ÃÖ±Ôú †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ Ûêú ÛúÖ¸üÞÖ ®ÖÆüà Æîü, 

×•ÖŸÖ®Öê ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿Ö Æïü, ¾Öê Ûú´Ö•ÖÖê¸ü ¤êü¿ÖÖë ÛúÖê, ×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ¿Öß»Ö ¤êü¿ÖÖë ÛúÖê ¤ü²ÖÖ®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æïü, ×ÃÖ±Ôú 

†´Öê×¸üÛúÖ ÛúÖ μÖÆü ¯ÖÏμÖÖÃÖ ®ÖÆüà Æîü… ŒμÖÖë×Ûú †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ ¾ÖÖ´Ö¯ÖÓ×£ÖμÖÖë Ûêú ×»Ö‹ ‹Ûú ´ÖÆüŸ¾Ö¯ÖæÞÖÔ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ 

ÆüÖêŸÖÖ Æîü, ‡ÃÖ×»Ö‹ †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ ŸÖÛú ÃÖß×´ÖŸÖ Æïü… »Öê×Ûú®Ö ˆÃÖ´Öë ÃÖÖ¸êü ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿Ö Æïü, •ÖÖê 



¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ³Ö¸ü ´Öë ˆŸÃÖ•ÖÔ®Ö Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü, ¯ÖÖò»μÖã¿Ö®Ö Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü, »Öê×Ûú®Ö ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ †Öî¸ü ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ •ÖîÃÖê 

×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ¿Öß»Ö ¤êü¿ÖÖë ¯Ö¸ü ¾Öê ¤ü²ÖÖ¾Ö ²Ö®ÖÖ®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆü ¸üÆêü Æïü… 

 ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, Æü´Ö †Ö¯ÖÛêú ´ÖÖ¬μÖ´Ö ÃÖê ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ÃÖê ŒμÖÖê™üÖê ¯ÖÏÖê™üÖêÛúÖ»Ö Ûêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë ¯Öæ”û®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖê 

Æïü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ †Öî¸ü ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿Ö ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú †²Ö ˆÃÖê ¾ÖÆüà ÃÖ´ÖÖ¯ŸÖ Ûú¸ü ×¤üμÖÖ •ÖÖ‹… 

ŒμÖÖê™üÖê ¯ÖÏÖê™üÖêÛúÖ»Ö Ûêú ŸÖÆüŸÖ ´Öï †Ö¯ÖÃÖê ¯Öæ”û®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆæÓüÝÖÖ ×Ûú ŒμÖÖê™üÖê ¯ÖÏÖê™üÖêÛúÖ»Ö ´Öë Ûãú”û Ûú×´Ö™ü´Öë™ËüÃÖ 

£Öê, The developed nations have to meet these commitments.  †²Ö ¾Öê “ÖÖÆüŸÖê 

Æïü ×Ûú †Ö¯Ö ˆÃÖ ²ÖÖŸÖ ÛúÖê ³Öã»ÖÖ ¤ëü †Öî¸ü ®ÖμÖê ×ÃÖ¸êü ÃÖê ®ÖμÖÖ ÃÖ´ÖôÖÖîŸÖÖ Ûú¸üÛêú ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ ÛúÖê ×±ú¸ü ‹Ûú 

²ÖÖ¸ü ˆÃÖ ÃÖ´ÖôÖÖîŸÖê Ûêú ŸÖÆüŸÖ »ÖÖ†Öê, μÖÆü ‹Ûú Ø“ÖŸÖÖ ÛúÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ Æîü, ×•ÖÃÖÛêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë, Æü´Ö •ÖÖ®Ö®ÖÖ 

“ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æïü… ¿Ö²¤üÖë ÛúÖ ˆ¯ÖμÖÖêÝÖ †ÓŸÖ¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ ´ÖÖÆüÖî»Ö ´Öë ×ÛúμÖÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü, 'common but 

differential responsibility'  †²Ö ‡®Ö ¿Ö²¤üÖë ÛúÖ ˆ¯ÖμÖÖêÝÖ ×ÛúÃÖ ¤êü¿Ö «üÖ¸üÖ ×ÛúÃÖ ŸÖ¸üÆü ÃÖê 

×ÛúμÖÖ •ÖÖ‹ÝÖÖ †Öî¸ü ÛúÖî®Ö-ÃÖÖ ¤üÖ×μÖŸ¾Ö †Ö¯ÖÛúÖê ÃÖÖï¯ÖÖ •ÖÖ‹ÝÖÖ, μÖÆü Æü´Öê¿ÖÖ ‹Ûú ¯ÖÏ¿®Ö ²Ö®ÖÖ ¸üÆüŸÖÖ 

Æîü… 

(1W ¯Ö¸ü •ÖÖ¸üß) 
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ÁÖß ¸üÖ•Öß¾Ö ¯ÖÏŸÖÖ¯Ö ºþ›üß (ÛÎú´ÖÖÝÖŸÖ) : ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö ˆŸÃÖ•ÖÔ®Ö Ûúß ²ÖÖŸÖ ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü, ŸÖÖê Æü´Ö ²ÖÖ¸ü-

²ÖÖ¸ü ÛúÆü ¤êüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú •ÖÖê Æü´ÖÖ¸üÖ cabron emissionü Æîü, ¾ÖÆü †³Öß 1.4™ü®Ö Æîü, •Ö²Ö×Ûú 

†´Öê×¸üÛúÖ •ÖîÃÖê ¤êü¿Ö ÛúÖ 20™ü®Ö Æîü †Öî¸ü ¾Ö»›Ôüü ‹¾Ö¸êü•ÖÌ »ÖÝÖ³ÖÝÖ 4 ™ü®Ö Ûêú †ÖÃÖ¯ÖÖÃÖ Æîü… ÛúÖê‡Ô ³Öß 

†Ö¤ü´Öß Ã¾ÖÖ³ÖÖ×¾ÖÛú ŸÖÖî¸ü ÃÖê μÖÆü ÛúÆêüÝÖÖ ×Ûú •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö®Öê ‡ÃÖ ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ ´Öë †Ö•Ö ŸÖÛú ‹êÃÖÖ ˆŸÃÖ•ÖÔ®Ö 

®ÖÆüà  ×ÛúμÖÖ, ¯ÖÖò»μÖã¿Ö®Ö ®ÖÆüà ×ÛúμÖÖ, ŸÖÖê †Ö×ÜÖ¸ü Æü´Ö ˆÃÖÛúÖ ³ÖãÝÖŸÖÖ®Ö ŒμÖÖë Ûú¸ëü? †Ö×ÜÖ¸ü Æü´Ö 

ˆÃÖÛúß ³ÖÖÝÖß¤üÖ¸üß ŒμÖÖë Ûú¸êü? •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö ³ÖÖÝÖß¤üÖ¸üß Ûú¸ëüÝÖê, ŸÖÖê ‹Ûú ŸÖ¸ü±ú •Ö²Ö †Ö¯Ö ‡ÃÖ ³ÖÖÝÖß¤üÖ¸üß 

´Öë ³ÖÖÝÖ »Öê®Öê Ûúß ²ÖÖŸÖ Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü, ŸÖÖê †Ö¯Ö “ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú Æü´Ö ¯Ö¸ü Ûãú”û binding 

commitments ÆüÖë… Æü´Ö μÖÆü ÛúÆü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆëüÝÖê ×Ûú •ÖÖê binding commitments  Ûúß “Ö“ÖÖÔ 

†ÖŸÖß Æîü, ŸÖÖê †×ÜÖ¸ü  μÖÆü ²ÖÖ¸ü-²ÖÖ¸ü ŒμÖÖë †ÖŸÖß Æîü? ×¾Ö¿ÖêÂÖÛú¸ü ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ Ûêú ‰ú¯Ö¸ü ²ÖÖ¸ü-²ÖÖ¸ü μÖÆü 

¤ü²ÖÖ¾Ö ŒμÖÖë ›üÖ»ÖÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ Æüß ‹Ûú Ûú´Ö•ÖÖê¸ü ¤êü¿Ö ×¤üÜÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ×•ÖÃÖ ¯Ö¸ü ÛúÆüÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü 

×Ûú †Ö¯Ö binding commitments  Ûú¸ü »Öë, †Ö×ÜÖ¸ü, ‹êÃÖÖ ŒμÖÖë ÆüÖêŸÖÖ Æîü? μÖÆü ‹êÃÖß ×Ã£Ö×ŸÖ 

ŒμÖÖë Æîü ×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ¿Öß»Ö ¤êü¿ÖÖë ´Öë ²ÖÖ¸ü-²ÖÖ¸ü μÖÆü ²Ö¤üÖ¾Ö ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ¯Ö¸ü ›üÖ»ÖÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü ŒμÖÖë×Ûú ¯Öæ¸üß ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ 

³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ Ûúß ŸÖ¸ü±ú ¤êüÜÖŸÖß Æîü… ÃÖ³Öß ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿Ö ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ¯Ö¸ü ¤ü²ÖÖ¾Ö ›üÖ»ÖŸÖê Æïü, ‹êÃÖÖ ŒμÖÖë ÆüÖêŸÖÖ 

Æîü? ŒμÖÖ †Ö¯Ö ²ÖÆãüŸÖ •μÖÖ¤üÖ †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ †Öî¸ü ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿ÖÖë Ûúß ÝÖã›ü×¾Ö»Ö Ûêú ×»Ö‹ †¯Ö®Öê †Ö¯Ö 

†¯Ö®Öß Ã¾ÖÖμÖ¢ÖÖ ÃÖ´ÖÖ¯ŸÖ Ûú¸ü ¤êü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æï? ‹êÃÖß ŒμÖÖ Ûú´Öß Æîü, •ÖÖê ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ÛúÖê Æüß ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê 

Ûú´Ö•ÖÖê¸ü ¤êüÜÖÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü, μÖÆü ´Öï •ÖÖ®Ö®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü… Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ²ÖÖ¸ü-²ÖÖ¸ü μÖÆü ÛúÆüŸÖê 

Æïü ×Ûú ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ÛúÖê †Öšü ÃÖê ®ÖÖî ¯ÖÏ×ŸÖ¿ÖŸÖ ŸÖÛú ÛúÖ ×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ Æîü… •Ö²Ö †Ö¯ÖÛúÖê ®ÖÖî ¯ÖÏ×ŸÖ¿ÖŸÖ 

×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ Æîü, ŸÖÖê †Ö¯ÖÛúÖê ×®Ö×¿“ÖŸÖ ºþ¯Ö ÃÖê ×²Ö•Ö»Öß Ûúß †Ö¾Ö¿μÖÛúŸÖÖ ÆüÖêÝÖß… ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ´Öë £Ö´ÖÔ»Ö 

¯ÖÖ¾ÖÃÖÔ ÆîÓ, ×•Ö®ÖÃÖê Æü´Ö ÛúÖêμÖ»Öê ÃÖê ×²Ö•Ö»Öß ÛúÖ ˆŸ¯ÖÖ¤ü®Ö Ûú¸üŸÖê Æïü… •Ö²Ö †Ö¯Ö μÖÆü ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú 

‡ÃÖÃÖê emissionü ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê †×¬ÖÛú ÆüÖêŸÖÖ Æîü, ŸÖÖê ‹Ûú ŸÖ¸ü±ú †Ö¯ÖÛêú ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê ÝÖ¸üß²Öß Æîü, ¤æüÃÖ¸üß ŸÖ¸ü±ú 

×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ Æîü, †ÖîªÖêÝÖßÛú¸üÞÖ Æîü… †Ö•Ö ³Öß Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öê †Ö¯ÖÛúÖê ÝÖ¸üß²Ö ´ÖÖ®ÖŸÖê Æïü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú ‡ÃÖ ¤êü¿Ö ´Öë 

²ÖÆãüŸÖ ÃÖÖ¸üß ‹êÃÖß †Ö¾Ö¿μÖÛúŸÖÖ†ÖêÓ ÛúÖê ¯Öæ¸üÖ Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ Æîü… †Ö¯Ö ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú ‡ÃÖ´Öë ×¿Ö°™ü ÆüÖê®ÖÖ Æîü,  

We should look for an alternative source of energy. Æü´Ö ‡ÃÖÛúÖê ÛîúÃÖê Ûú¸ëüÝÖê? 

Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÖÃÖ ÃÖÖ¬Ö®Ö ÛúÆüÖÓ Æïü? †Ö•Ö †ÝÖ¸ü ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ ´Öë ¯ÖÏŸμÖêÛú ¾μÖ×ŒŸÖ, Æü¸ü ˆªÖêÝÖ¯Ö×ŸÖ μÖÆü ŸÖμÖ ³Öß 

Ûú¸ü »Öê ×Ûú ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê †×¬ÖÛú ˆŸÃÖ•ÖÔ®Ö Ûú¸ëüÝÖê, ¯ÖÖò»μÖã¿Ö®Ö Ûú¸ëüÝÖê, ŸÖÖê ×±ú¸ü Æü´Ö ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ Ûêú †®Öã¯ÖÖŸÖ ´Öë 



¯ÖÆãÓü“Ö Æüß ®ÖÆüà ÃÖÛúŸÖê Æïü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÖÃÖ ÃÖÖ¬Ö®Ö Æüß ®ÖÆüà Æïü, “ÖÖÆêü Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öß ¯Öæ¸üß ŸÖÖÛúŸÖ 

»ÖÝÖÖ ¤ëü… μÖ×¤ü Æü´Ö †ÝÖ»Öê ÃÖÖî ¾ÖÂÖÖí ŸÖÛú †¯Ö®Öß ŸÖÖÛúŸÖ »ÖÝÖÖ ¤ëüÝÖê, ×±ú¸ü ³Öß ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ 

¯ÖÖò»μÖã¿Ö®Ö Ûú¸ëüÝÖê…  †Ö•Ö Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÖÃÖ ÃÖÖ¬Ö®Ö ÛúÆüÖÓ Æïü? †Ö•Ö Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÖÃÖ ¯ÖîÃÖê ÛúÆüÖÓ Æïü? Æü´Ö 

ÃÖÖ¬Ö®ÖÖë Ûêú †³ÖÖ¾Ö ´Öë ˆÃÖ Æü¤ü ŸÖÛú ÛîúÃÖê ¯ÖÆãÓü“Ö ÃÖÛúŸÖê Æïü? ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ‡ÃÖ´Öë μÖÆü 

•Öºþ¸üß Æîü ×Ûú Æü´Ö ‡ÃÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ÛúÖ ÃÖÖ´ÖÓ•ÖÃμÖ Ã£ÖÖ×¯ÖŸÖ Ûú¸ëü, •Ö²Ö×Ûú Æü´Ö ¾ÖÆüÖÓ •ÖÖ ¸üÆêü Æïü… ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ 

Ûêú ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿ÖÖë ®Öê †¯Ö®Öê μÖÆüÖÓ ÝÖ¸üß²Öß Ûúß »Ö›ÍüÖ‡Ô »Ö›Íü »Öß Æîü… They have become 

happy, they are good. †Ö•Ö †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ ´Öë ×•ÖÃÖ ¯ÖÏÛúÖ¸ü ÃÖê ˆ¯Ö³ÖÖêŒŸÖÖ¾ÖÖ¤ü Æîü, ³ÖÖî×ŸÖÛú¾ÖÖ¤ü 

Æîü, Æü´Ö ˆÃÖ´Öë ˆ®ÖÛêú ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê ÛúÆüà ³Öß ®ÖÆüà Æïü… ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ Ûêú »ÖÖêÝÖÖë ´Öë Æü´Ö μÖÆü “Ö“ÖÖÔ 

Ûú¸üŸÖê Æïü ×Ûú ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿ÖÖë ÛúÖê Ûú»Ö Ûúß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Æîü… †ÝÖ»Öê ÃÖÖî ÃÖÖ»Ö ´Öë ˆÃÖÛúÖ †ÃÖ¸ü Æü´ÖÖ¸êü 

²Ö““ÖÖë ¯Ö¸ü ŒμÖÖ ÆüÖêÝÖÖ? Æü´Öë Ûú»Ö Ûúß ³Öß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Æîü †Öî¸ü Æü´Öë †Ö•Ö Ûúß ³Öß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Æîü… Æü´Öë †Ö•Ö Ûúß 

³ÖæÜÖ Ûúß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Æîü †Öî¸ü Ûú»Ö Ûêú ³Ö×¾ÖÂμÖ Ûúß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ‡ÃÖ´Öë ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ÃÖÖ´ÖÓ•ÖÃμÖ »ÖÖ®Öê Ûúß 

†Ö¾Ö¿μÖÛúŸÖÖ Æîü… •ÖÖê ×¾ÖÛú×ÃÖŸÖ ¤êü¿Ö Æïü, ¾Öê ÃÖÖî ÃÖÖ»Ö †ÖÝÖê Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö ¸üÆêü Æïü, Æü´Ö ¾ÖŸÖÔ´ÖÖ®Ö Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö 

¸üÆüê Æïü… Æü´Ö †Ö•Ö ³ÖæÜÖ Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö ¸üÆêü Æïü… †Ö•Ö Æü´Ö ÝÖ¸üß²Öß Ûúß ÃÖÖê“Ö ¸üÆêü Æïü… ×•ÖÃÖ ¯ÖÏÛúÖ¸ü ÃÖê 

Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¤êü¿Ö ®Öê ‡®Ö ÃÖ´ÖÃμÖÖ†Öë ÛúÖ ÃÖÖ´Ö®ÖÖ Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ Æîü, Æü´Öë ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ‡ÃÖ ²Ö›Íüß ¯Öê“Öß¤Ö ÃÖ´ÖÃμÖÖ 

¯Ö¸ü ¬μÖÖ®Ö ¤êü®ÖÖ ÆüÖêÝÖÖ… ÛúÖê‡Ô ‹êÃÖÖ Ûú×´Ö™ü´Öë™ü ®Ö ÆüÖê, Ûú»Ö ÛúÖê Æü´Ö μÖÆü ŸÖμÖ ®Ö Ûú¸ëü ×Ûú †ÝÖ¸ü Æü´Öë 

×²ÖÆüÖ¸ü ´Öë ÛúÖê‡Ô ±îúŒ™Òüß »ÖÝÖÖ®Öß ÆüÖê, ´Ö¬μÖ ¯ÖÏ¤êü¿Ö ´Öë ÛúÖê‡Ô ±îúŒ™Òüß »ÖÝÖÖ®Öß ÆüÖê, ŸÖÖê ‡ÃÖÛúÖê †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ 

ŸÖμÖ Ûú¸êüÝÖÖ, †ÖÃ™Òêü×»ÖμÖÖ Ûú¸êüÝÖÖ… ...(ÃÖ´ÖμÖ Ûúß ‘ÖÓ™üß).. ÛúÆüà ®Ö ÛúÆüà ‹Ûú ²Ö›Íüß ÃÖÖ×•Ö¿Ö ²Ö®Ö 

ÃÖÛúŸÖß Æîü, ×•ÖÃÖÃÖê Æü´Öë ÃÖ“ÖêŸÖ ÆüÖê®ÖÖ ¯Ö›ÍêüÝÖÖ… ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, †Ö¯Ö ŒμÖÖ “ÖÖÆëüÝÖê?  

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN): You have taken six 

minutes. Take one or two minutes and conclude. Put your questions.  

ÁÖß ¸üÖ•Öß¾Ö ¯ÖÏŸÖÖ¯Ö ºþ›üß :  ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, ´Öê¸üÖ ÃÖ¾ÖÖ»Ö μÖÆü Æîü ×Ûú ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß ÛúÖê¯Öê®ÖÆêüÝÖ®Ö ´Öë •ÖÖ‹ÓÝÖê †Öî¸ü 

‡ÃÖ ÃÖ´ÖôÖÖîŸÖê ¯Ö¸ü ÆüÃŸÖÖõÖ¸ü Ûú¸üÛêú †Ö‹ÓÝÖê… Æü´Ö®Öê ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ¾ÖÂÖÔ ´Öë ¯ÖÖò¯Öã»Öê¿Ö®Ö ¯Ö¸ü, †¯Ö®Öß •Ö®ÖÃÖÓÜμÖÖ 

¯Ö¸ü ×®ÖμÖÓ¡ÖÞÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ Æîü… ‡ÃÖ ¯Öæ¸êü ÃÖ´ÖôÖÖîŸÖê ´Öëü •ÖÖê ¾μÖ×ŒŸÖ ×•ÖÃÖ ¯ÖÏÛúÖ¸ü ÃÖê †¯Ö®Öß •Öß¾Ö®Ö ¿Öî»Öß ÛúÖê 

¸üÜÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ˆ¯ÖμÖÖêÝÖ Ûú¸üŸÖÖ Æîü, ˆ¯Ö³ÖÖêÝÖ Ûú¸üŸÖÖ Æîü, ˆÃÖÃÖê carbon foot print ²Ö®ÖŸÖÖ Æîü… 

Æü´ÖÖ¸üÖ carbon foot print ¤ãü×®ÖμÖÖ ´ÖêÓ ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê Ûú´Ö•ÖÖê¸ü Æîü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ¯ÖÖÃÖ ÃÖÖ¬Ö®Ö ®ÖÆüà Æïü… 

†Ö•Ö ³Öß •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öß ÃÖÓÜμÖÖ ÛúÖê Ûú´Ö Ûú¸ü®Öê Ûúß ²ÖÖŸÖ Ûú¸üŸÖê Æïü, ŸÖÖê †Ö•Ö ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ †¯Ö®Öê ÃÖÖ´Ö®Öê 



†Ö²ÖÖ¤ß Ûúß “Öã®ÖÖîŸÖß ÛúÖê Ã¾ÖßÛúÖ¸ü Ûú¸üŸÖÖ Æîü… •Ö²Ö Æǘ Ö ‡ÃÖ †Ö²ÖÖ¤üß Ûúß “Öã®ÖÖîŸÖß ÛúÖê Ã¾ÖßÛúÖ¸ü Ûú¸üŸÖê 

Æãü‹, ˆÃÖê Ûú´Ö Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æïü, ŸÖÖê ŒμÖÖ †ÓŸÖ¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ ÃŸÖ¸ü ¯Ö¸ü, ˆÃÖ “Öã®ÖÖîŸÖß ÛúÖê •ÖÖê Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öê 

¤êü¿Ö Ûúê ³ÖßŸÖ¸ü »ÖÝÖÖ ¸üÆêü Æïü, Æü´Ö †¯Ö®Öß †Ö²ÖÖ¤üß ÛúÖê ×®ÖμÖÓ×¡ÖŸÖ Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü, ŒμÖÖ †ÓŸÖ¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ 

¯Öî´ÖÖ®Öê ¯Ö¸ü ‡ÃÖÛúß ÛúÖê‡Ô ¯ÖÆü“ÖÖ®Ö ²Ö®Ö ¸üÆüß Æîü? ²ÖÆãüŸÖ ÃÖê ‹êÃÖê ¯Öî´ÖÖ®Öê Æïü, †Ö•Ö †Ö¯Ö μÖÆü ÃÖÆü´Ö×ŸÖ 

¯ÖÏ¤üÖ®Ö Ûú¸ü ¸üÆêü Æïü ×Ûú ˆŸÃÖ•ÖÔ®Ö ´Öë Ûú™üÖîŸÖß Ûúß •ÖÖ‹, »Öê×Ûú®Ö ×¯Ö”û»Öê 55-60 ¾ÖÂÖÖí ´Öë ³ÖÖ¸üŸÖ Ûêú 

³ÖßŸÖ¸ü ×•ÖŸÖ®ÖÖ Æü´Ö®Öê ¯ÖμÖÖÔ¾Ö¸üÞÖ Ûúß ¥ü×Â™ü ÃÖê ¯ÖÏμÖÖÃÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ Æîü, ŒμÖÖ ˆÃÖÛúÖê †ÓŸÖ¸üÖÂ™ÒüßμÖ ¯Öî´ÖÖ®Öê ¯Ö¸ü 

ÛúÖê‡Ô †Æü×´ÖμÖŸÖ ×´Ö»Ö ÃÖÛêúÝÖß?  

(1X/LP ¯Ö¸ü ÛÎú´Ö¿Ö:) 

-ASC/LP/MKS/3.05/1X 

ÁÖß ¸üÖ•Öß¾Ö ¯ÖÏŸÖÖ¯Ö ºþ›üß (ÛÎú´ÖÖÝÖŸÖ) : †ÝÖ¸ü ‡®Ö ÃÖ³Öß ×¾ÖÂÖμÖÖë ÛúÖê ÃÖ´Öê×ÛúŸÖ œÓüÝÖ ÃÖê ×¾Ö“ÖÖ¸ü Ûú¸üÛêú 

†ÓŸÖ¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ ¯Öî´ÖÖ®Öê ¯Ö¸ü ¸üÜÖë ŸÖÖê ¿ÖÖμÖ¤ü ‹Ûú ¯ÖÆü»Öæ ²Ö®Ö ÃÖÛúŸÖÖ Æîü… †Ö¯Ö Ûú¤ü´Ö ²ÖœÍüÖ ¸üÆêü Æïüü, ˆÃÖ 

Ûú¤ü´Ö ²ÖœÍüÖ®Öê ´Öë ‹Ûú ÃÖÖ´ÖÓ•ÖÃμÖ ²Ö®ÖÖÛú¸üü, μÖ×¤ü ‡ÃÖ ¤êü¿Ö Ûúß †¾Ö¿μÖÛúŸÖÖ†Öë, ÝÖ¸üß²Öß, ³ÖãÜÖ´Ö¸üß, 

×¾ÖÛúÖÃÖ †Öî¸ü †Ö®Öê ¾ÖÖ»Öê ³Ö×¾ÖÂμÖ Ûúß Ø“ÖŸÖÖ Ûú¸üŸÖê Æãü‹ ‡ÃÖ ÃÖ´ÖôÖÖîŸÖê ¯Ö¸ü ²ÖœÍüêÓ ŸÖÖê ×®Ö×¿“ÖŸÖ ºþ¯Ö ÃÖê 

Æü´ÖÖ¸üÖ ÃÖ´Ö£ÖÔ®Ö †Ö¯ÖÛúê ÃÖÖ£Ö ¸üÆêüÝÖÖ…  

(ÃÖ´ÖÖ¯ŸÖ)  

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN):  Thank you, Mr. Rudy.  

Shri Syed Azeez Pasha.  He is not here.  Shri Sanjay Raut.   

ÁÖß ÃÖÓ•ÖμÖ ¸üÖˆŸÖ (´ÖÆüÖ¸üÖÂ™Òü) : ˆ¯ÖÃÖ³ÖÖ¬μÖõÖ •Öß, ‡ÃÖ ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë ÛúÖê¯Öê®ÖÆêüÝÖ®Ö Ûêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë “Ö“ÖÖÔ ÆüÖê 

¸üÆüß Æîü… “Ö“ÖÖÔ ŸÖÖê ÆüÖêŸÖß Æîü, †Ö•Ö ÛúÖê¯Öê®ÖÆêüÝÖ®Ö Æîü, Ûú»Ö ¤æüÃÖ¸üÖ ¤êü¿Ö ÆüÖêÝÖÖ, ¤æüÃÖ¸üß †ÖÝÖæÔ´Öë™üü ÆüÖêÝÖß, 

»Öê×Ûú®Ö ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô •ÖîÃÖê ¿ÖÆü¸ü, ×•ÖÃÖÛúÖê Ý»ÖÖê²Ö»Ö ¾ÖÖÚ´ÖÝÖ ÛúÖ ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ ÜÖŸÖ¸üÖ Æîü, ˆÃÖÛêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë ´Öï 

×ÃÖ±Ôúú ¤üÖê-ŸÖß®Ö Œ»Öî×¸ü×±úÛêú¿Ö®ÃÖ ¯Öæ”û®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆæÓÝÖÖüÍ… Sir, it will not be wrong if we say 

that Mumbai is sinking and that is due to global warming and large-scale 

reclamation.  But, Sir, I am sorry to say that such an important issue is 

quite neglected and also, not much planning is being done about it.  Sir, 

there is no preventive solution or a prior notice to climate effect or any 

specific change expected in the time to come.  †³Öß ±úμÖÖ®Ö ÆüÖê ÝÖμÖÖ, "±úμÖÖ®Ö" 



ÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ ®ÖãÛúÃÖÖ®Ö ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ÛúÖê ÆüÖê ÝÖμÖÖ… ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô Ûêú †ÖÃÖ¯ÖÖÃÖ •ÖÖê ÃÖ´Öã¦ßü ŸÖ™ü Æïü, ˆ®ÖÛúÖê ÆüÖê ÝÖμÖÖ… 

ˆÃÖÛêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë ÛúÖê‡Ô •ÖÖ®ÖÛúÖ¸üß ®Ö ¯ÖÆü»Öê ×´Ö»Öß £Öß, ®Ö •ÖÖê Ûãú”û ®ÖãÛúÃÖÖ®Ö Æãü†Ö, ˆÃÖÛêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë ³Öß 

Æü´Öë ÃÖ“ÖêŸÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ ÝÖμÖÖ £ÖÖ… ´Öê¸üÖ ×ÃÖ±Ôú ‹Ûú Œ»Öî×¸ü×±úÛêú¿Ö®Ö Æîü… ´Öï “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü ×Ûú •Ö²Ö Æü´Öë ‡ÃÖ 

¯ÖÏÛúÖ¸ü Ûúß •ÖÖê ¾ÖÖÚ®ÖÝÖ ×´Ö»ÖŸÖß Æîü, ¤üÖê ´ÖÆüß®Öê ¯ÖÆü»Öê ±úμÖÖ®Ö Ûúß ²ÖÖŸÖ ÆüÖêŸÖß £Öß ×Ûú ±úμÖÖ®Ö †Ö®Öê 

¾ÖÖ»ÖÖ Æîü, »Öê×Ûú®Ö ®Ö ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ÛúÖê ×ÛúÃÖß ®Öê ÃÖ“ÖêŸÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ £ÖÖ, ®Ö Æüß Æü´ÖÖ¸êü ÛúÖëÛúÞÖ Ûêú •ÖÖê ÃÖ´Öã¦ßü 

ŸÖ™ü Æïü, ˆ®ÖÛúÖê ÃÖ“ÖêŸÖ ×ÛúμÖÖ £ÖÖ, ‡ÃÖ×»Ö‹ »ÖÝÖ³ÖÝÖ ¤üÖê ÃÖÖî ÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ ´Ö”ã†Ö¸êü †Ö•Ö ³Öß »ÖÖ¯ÖŸÖÖ 

ÆîüÓ… ˆ®ÖÛúÖ ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê ²Ö›ÍüÖ ®ÖãÛúÃÖÖ®Ö Æãü†Ö Æîü… ¤æüÃÖ¸üß ²ÖÖŸÖ μÖÆü Æîü ×Ûú ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ´ÖÆüÖ¸üÖÂ™Òü Ûúß Ûîú×¯Ö™ü»Ö 

×ÃÖ™üß Æîü, ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ¤êü¿Ö ÛúÖê ÃÖ²ÖÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ μÖÖêÝÖ¤üÖ®Ö ¤êüŸÖß Æîü, Æü´Ö ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ÛúÖê ¤êü¿Ö ÛúÖ ±úÖ‡®Öë×¿ÖμÖ»Ö 

ÃÖë™ü¸ü ÛúÆüŸÖê Æïü… †ÝÖ¸ü †Ö•Ö ‡ÃÖ ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ÛúÖê Ý»ÖÖê²Ö»Ö ¾ÖÖÚ´ÖÝÖ ÃÖê ÜÖŸ´Ö ÆüÖê®Öê ÛúÖ ›ü¸ü Æîü,  ›æü²Ö®Öê 

ÛúÖ ÃÖÓ¿ÖμÖ Æîüü, ŸÖÖê ´Öï †Ö¯ÖÃÖê ×ÃÖ±Ôú ‡ŸÖ®ÖÖü ¯Öæ”û®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü ×Ûú ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô ÛúÖê ²Ö“ÖÖ®Öê Ûêú ×»Ö‹ †Ö¯ÖÛêú 

¯ÖÖÃÖ ŒμÖÖ ‹êŒ¿Ö®Ö ¯»ÖÖ®Ö Æîü? †Ö¯Ö ´ÖãôÖê ²ÖŸÖÖ‡‹ ×Ûú †Ö¯Ö ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô Ûê  ×»Ö‹ ŒμÖÖ Ûú¸ü®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖê Æïü? 

μÖÆü ´ÖãÓ²Ö‡Ô †Öî¸ü ¤êü¿Ö Ûúß •Ö®ÖŸÖÖ ³Öß •ÖÖ®Ö®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖß Æîü…                         (ÃÖ´ÖÖ¯ŸÖ)  

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN):  Thank you, Mr. Raut.   

ÁÖß †´Ö¸ü ØÃÖÆü (ˆ¢Ö¸ü ¯ÖÏ¤êü¿Ö) : ÃÖ¸ü, ´Öï †Ö¯ÖÛêú ´ÖÖ¬μÖ´Ö ÃÖê †¯Ö®Öê ×´Ö¡Ö •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö •Öß ÃÖê μÖÆü •ÖÖ®Ö®ÖÖ 

“ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü ..(¾μÖ¾Ö¬ÖÖ®Ö).. †ÜÖ²ÖÖ¸üÖë ´Öë ´Öï®Öê ¯ÖœÍüÖ Æîü, ´Öï †Ö¯ÖÃÖê ÛúÖê‡Ô “Öã®ÖÖîŸÖß  ®ÖÆüà “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü, 

•ÖîÃÖÖ †Ö¯Ö®Öê ..(¾μÖ¾Ö¬ÖÖ®Ö) 

ÁÖß ‹ÃÖ.‹ÃÖ.†Æü»Öã¾ÖÖ×»ÖμÖÖ : •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö •Öß Ûêú ²Öß“Ö ´Öë ÁÖß •ÖÖê›Í ¤êüŸÖê ŸÖÖê ²ÖÖŸÖ ÜÖŸ´Ö ÆüÖê •ÖÖŸÖß… 

ÁÖß †´Ö¸ü ØÃÖÆü : •ÖîÃÖÖ×Ûú ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê ´Öê¸üß ÃÖÖ£Öß ¾ÖéÓ¤üÖ •Öß ÛúÖê ×¤üμÖÖ ×Ûú ¯Ö¡Ö Ûêú ²ÖÖ¸êü ´Öë ²ÖŸÖÖ†Öê, 

ÃÖ““ÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú ôÖæšÖ Æîüü, »Öê×Ûú®Ö ´Öï ×ÃÖ±Ôú •ÖÖ®ÖÛúÖ¸üß “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓü, ´Öï®Öê †ÜÖ²ÖÖ¸üÖë ´Öë ¯ÖœÍüÖ ×Ûú ‡ÃÖ 

´ÖÆüŸ¾Ö¯ÖæÞÖÔ ´ÖÃÖ»Öê ¯Ö¸ü, ÛúÖ²ÖÔ®Ö ‹×´Ö¿Ö®ÃÖ Ûêú ´ÖÃÖ»Öê ¯Ö¸ü  ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖμÖÖÔ»ÖμÖ ´Öë †Öî¸ü ‡®ÖÛêú ‡ÃÖ 

×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ¯Ö¸ü •ÖÖê  ÃÖ»ÖÖÆüÛúÖ¸ü Æïü ˆ®Ö´Öë †Öî¸ü †Ö¯Ö ´Öë ÝÖÓ³Öß¸ü ´ÖŸÖ³Öê¤ü Æîü… Æü´Ö †³Öß ŸÖÛú †Ö¯ÖÛúß 

ÃÖ¸üÛúÖ¸ü Ûêú ÃÖ´Ö£ÖÔÛú ¤ü»Ö ÆîüÓ… †Ö¯Ö ´ÖÖ®ÖêÓ ®Ö ´ÖÖ®ÖêÓ Æü´Ö †³Öß ŸÖÛú ŸÖÖê ÆîüÓ…  

(akg/1y ¯Ö¸ü •ÖÖ¸üß) 

AKG-TMV/1Y/3.10 

ÁÖß †´Ö¸ü ØÃÖÆü (ÛÎú´ÖÖÝÖŸÖ) : Æü´Ö »ÖÖêÝÖÖë ÃÖê ¯ÖÏ¿®Ö ¯Öæ”ûÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú †Ö¯ÖÛêú ¾Ö®Ö †Öî¸ü ¯ÖμÖÖÔ¾Ö¸üÞÖ 

´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖ ‹Ûú ×¾Ö“ÖÖ¸ü Æîü †Öî¸ü ‡ÃÖ ×¾ÖÂÖμÖ ¯Ö¸ü ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß ÛúÖμÖÖÔ»ÖμÖ Ûêú •ÖÖê ˆ®ÖÛêú ×®ÖμÖãŒŸÖ 



ÃÖ»ÖÖÆüÛúÖ¸ü Æïü, ˆ®ÖÛúÖ ‹Ûú ×¾Ö“ÖÖ¸ü Æîü…  ´Öê¸üÖ ‹Ûú ÃÖß¬ÖÖ-ÃÖ¸ü»Ö ¯ÖÏ¿®Ö Æîü ×Ûú μÖÆü •ÖÖê ´ÖŸÖÖë Ûúß 

×¾Ö×³Ö®®ÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ¾ÖÆü †Ö¯ÖÛúß ÛúÖê¯Öê®ÖÆêüÝÖê®Ö Ûúß ÃÖÓ³ÖÖ×¾ÖŸÖ μÖÖ¡ÖÖ Ûêú ¯ÖÆü»Öê ÃÖ´Ö¸üÃÖŸÖÖ ¯Ö¸ü †Ö •ÖÖ‹ÝÖß 

μÖÖ ®ÖÆüà, μÖÖ ‡ÃÖ´Öë ×¾ÖÂÖ´ÖŸÖÖ ¸üÆêüÝÖß?  μÖÆü •ÖÖê ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯Ö¡ÖÖë ´Öë ×“Ö¡ÖÞÖ Æîü, μÖÆü ×“Ö¡ÖÞÖ ˆŸÖ®ÖÖ Æüß 

ÃÖ“Ö Æîü, ×•ÖŸÖ®Öß Ûú´Öê™üß Ûúß ×¸ü¯ÖÖê™íü ÃÖ““Öß Æïü, •ÖÖê »ÖßÛú ÆüÖê •ÖÖŸÖß Æïü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú †Ö•ÖÛú»Ö ŸÖÖê 

ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯Ö¡ÖÖë Ûúß credibility ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ÃÖê •μÖÖ¤üÖ ÆüÖê ÝÖ‡Ô Æîü…  ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯Ö¡ÖÖë ´Öë ¯ÖœÍü Ûú¸ü ¯ÖŸÖÖ 

“Ö»ÖŸÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ´Öë †ÝÖ»Öê ×¤ü®Ö ŒμÖÖ ÆüÖêÝÖÖ…  ‡ÃÖ×»Ö‹ ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯Ö¡ÖÖë Ûúß ¯ÖÏÖ´ÖÖ×ÞÖÛúŸÖÖ ¯Ö¸ü 

×¾ÖÀ¾ÖÖÃÖ Ûú¸üŸÖê Æãü‹, ×¾ÖÀ¾ÖÃÖ®ÖßμÖ ´ÖÖ®ÖŸÖê Æãü‹, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú ¤üÖê-¤üÖê ×¸ü¯ÖÖê™íü ¾ÖÆüÖÑ †×ÝÖÏ´Ö ºþ¯Ö ÃÖê †Ö ÝÖ‡Õ 

†Öî¸ü ¾ÖÆüß ÃÖŸμÖÖ×¯ÖŸÖ Æãü‡Õ, ‡ÃÖ ´ÖŸÖ Ûúß ×¾Ö×³Ö®®ÖŸÖÖ ÛúÖê ³Öß ÃÖŸμÖ ´ÖÖ®Ö Ûú¸ü, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú ´Öï®Öê ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü 

¯Ö¡ÖÖë ´Öë ¯ÖœüÍÖ Æîü, ´Öï †Ö¯ÖÃÖê •ÖÖ®Ö®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÑü ×Ûú Ûéú¯ÖμÖÖ ²ÖŸÖÖ‡‹ ×Ûú μÖÆü ×¾ÖÂÖ´ÖŸÖÖ Æîü μÖÖ ÃÖ´ÖŸÖÖ 

Æîü - ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß Ûêú †Ö¯ÖÃÖê ÃÖÓ²ÖÓ×¬ÖŸÖ ´ÖÓ¡ÖÖ»ÖμÖ Ûêú ÃÖ»ÖÖÆüÛúÖ¸ü ´Öë †Öî¸ü †Ö¤ü¸üÞÖßμÖ ´ÖÓ¡Öß ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ, 

´Öê¸êü ´ÖÖ®Ö®ÖßμÖ ×´Ö¡Ö ÁÖß •ÖμÖ¸üÖ´Ö •Öß, †Ö¯Ö´Öë, ŒμÖÖë×Ûú †ÝÖ¸ü ×¾ÖÂÖ´ÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ŸÖ²Ö ŸÖÖê ²Ö›Íüß ´Öã×¿Ûú»Ö Æîü 

†Öî¸ü †ÝÖ¸ü ÃÖ´ÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ŸÖÖê †Ö¯Ö ²ÖŸÖÖ ¤üß×•Ö‹ ×Ûú ÃÖ´ÖŸÖÖ Æîü?  ´Öï ÛúÖê‡Ô “Öã®ÖÖîŸÖß ®ÖÆüà ¤êü ¸üÆüÖ ÆæÑü…  

¯ÖÏÖ´ÖÖ×ÞÖÛú ÃÖ´ÖÖ“ÖÖ¸ü ¯Ö¡Ö, •ÖÖê ÃÖ¤ü®Ö ÃÖê ¯ÖÆü»Öê †×ÝÖÏ´Ö ÃÖæ“Ö®ÖÖ‹Ñ ¤êüŸÖê Æïü, ˆ®ÆüÖë®Öê ¯ÖÏ¬ÖÖ®Ö ´ÖÓ¡Öß Ûêú 

ÃÖ»ÖÖÆüÛúÖ¸ü †Öî¸ü ´ÖÖ®Ö®ÖßμÖ ´ÖÓ¡Öß •Öß Ûêú †Ö¯ÖÃÖß ¾Öî“ÖÖ×¸üÛú «Óü«ü Ûúß †×ÝÖÏ´Ö ÃÖæ“Ö®ÖÖ ¤üß Æîü…  

¬Ö®μÖ¾ÖÖ¤ü… 

(ÃÖ´ÖÖ¯ŸÖ) 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P. J. KURIEN):  Thank you, Amar 

Singhji.  Shri D. Raja.  He is not there. Shri Azeez Pasha. 

SHRI SYED AZEEZ PASHA (ANDHRA PRADESH):  Sir, I completely 

agree with what Mrs. Brinda Karat has said in regard to the change of 

stand of the Government.  The very same Government had put up a 

very stiff fight in Kyoto by signing the Protocol.  Now we are suspicious 

whether we are going to stick to the same thing or whether we are 

going to be pressurised under the bilateral agreement which we are 

going to sign.  There is some change.  Mr. Rajeev Pratap Rudy was 

saying that the Communists are obsessed with the US.   It is not a 



question of obsession with the US because the US is the leader of all 

developed countries. They are the main polluters. •ÖîÃÖê ÛúÆüÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü, "ˆ»Ö™üÖ 

“ÖÖê¸ü ÛúÖêŸÖ¾ÖÖ»Ö ÛúÖê ›üÖÑ™ê…"  μÖê ×•ÖŸÖ®Öê ³Öß developed countries Æïü, ¾Öê †ÃÖ»Ö polluters 

Æïü…  •Ö²Ö Æü´Ö †´Öê×¸üÛúÖ ²ÖÖê»ÖŸÖê Æïü, ŸÖÖê ‡ÃÖÛúÖ ´ÖŸÖ»Ö²Ö Æîü ×Ûú we are concerned about 

all the developed countries.  So, keeping in view the vital interests of our 

country we should be over cautious while going to Copenhagen.  While 

endorsing the views of my colleague, Mrs. Brinda Karat, my party and I 

also want to express the same sort of caution that we should take into 

consideration the interests of our nation, and we should not be carried 

away by any sort of pressure from any corner as is happening in the 

bilateral agreement.  Thank you very much.                         (Ends) 

SHRI SHANTARAM LAXMAN NAIK (GOA):    Sir, the climate issue is 

taken as an environmental issue some time.  I would like to remind the 

hon. Minister that there is a taluka known as Canacona in Goa which he 

has visited recently in some other connection.  Now in that taluka, all of 

a sudden, there was constant rain for five hours.  After five hours the 

entire taluka was flooded.  Nobody had seen such a flood for centuries.  

But the surprising part is this.  Even after two months, no technical man, 

whether weather chief or the NIO or anybody, could say what the 

reason is.  Now the NIO is stating that because there were rains earlier 

and the soil was soaked in water, the soil could not take in any 

additional water, and, therefore, there was flood.  The technicians said 

this after two months.  The weather chief was saying that he was 

holidaying on that day and his people were also holidaying on that day.  

This is the sort of weathermen in Panaji.  I would urge the hon. Minister 



that in such circumstances criminal prosecution should be launched 

against the persons who have been negligent.   

 Secondly, climate has become a weapon today.  We can 

understand snow melting.  Now that is going to be used as a weapon 

by our enemies.  They want to melt the snows in the Himalayas and 

destroy the country. 

(Contd. by 1Z/VK)  

VK/1Z/3.15 

SHRI SHANTARAM LAXMAN NAIK (CONTD): Reports are emanating 

from different angles.   Kindly throw some light on that.   

 

 Lastly, if we had to believe our TV channels, nobody would have 

survived at this point of time.  They have given 2012 as the date when 

we all would be finished.  Some other channels have given five dates of 

different years when we all would  be finished; the entire world would  

be finished.  Are you allowing such predictions?  Are you allowing such 

telecast to create havoc among the masses?  This issue does not 

concern  the Ministry of Information and Broadcasting.  It concerns you.  

You have to  take up this matter at the highest level to find a solution to 

this problem. Thank you.       (Ends)  

 

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): Mr. Vice-

Chairman, Sir, we are discussing a very important subject, which in the 

last few years, has almost brought to the fore the desire of the 

developed countries like India as also the poorer countries, to get their 

own share of a cleaner environment.  We are also concerned, as the 



opening speaker, Shrimati Brinda Karat, has mentioned, that the whole 

world has accepted the principle that the polluter must pay.  The 

genesis of this negotiation has been that  the  nature was supposed to 

be fair and equal for all, but today the nature is becoming an instrument 

of unfairness.  The developed countries  have polluted it to such an 

extent that the developing and the poorer countries  will now have to 

pay the cost and face the consequences for the pollution caused by the 

developed world.  The key of this negotiation really is, as mentioned by 

some of the preceding speakers,  the cost of switchover of this 

technology,  the cost of capping our own emission norms.  We are one 

of those countries which have still not developed enough.  Therefore, if 

our emission norms are capped to such an unreasonable extent and we 

do not have the resources for the changed technology, our norms itself 

would be capped and our growth itself would be capped. Our entire 

fight against poverty and for removal of that poverty itself will suffer. The 

statement of the hon. Minister very rightly mentions today that we have 

had a consistent position. He has also written to some of the Members 

of Parliament where he had said that we have a very clear and 

consistent position on this. Why is it that  doubts have arisen about the 

consistency of our position?  One doubt is very clear as to what 

happened a few months ago to which my friend, Shri Rudy, has 

referred.  When we were almost compelled to accept the position, which 

the Minister himself, in the presence of the US Secretary of State, had 

to dilute the position which we had accepted,  a question was raised: 

"Are we diluting our position under pressure from some of the developed 

countries?"   



 

But the second issue seems to be more serious today. That is an 

issue which my friend, Shri Amar Singh, has just now referred to. We 

live in a Parliamentary System, where the Cabinet and the Government 

are responsible to the Parliament.  Every Minister is part of the collective 

responsibility of that Cabinet. Even when we speak in terms of a 

consistent and a clear stand, which we have had -- on which, at least, 

for the last decade and a half, there has been consistency irrespective 

of change of Governments -- there are, today, some doubts being raised  

and these are those doubts which the opening speaker, Shrimati Brinda 

Karat, has referred to, that there is an uneasy feeling -- we would like 

the Minister to be candid about it -- which all of us have  reflected,  the 

media occasionally reflects and various sections in the Government  

reflect that somewhat the Minister is not a part, and is not in full 

agreement and in tandem with that consistent stand which the 

Government of India has had for all these years.  There have been 

references that India  has been one of the leading nations as far as the 

developing countries are concerned.  We are amongst the leaders of the 

G-77, which is a group of 131 countries.  Not only in the climate change 

negotiations, in WTO and also in other negotiations, we along with 

Brazil, along with South Africa and along with China, are amongst the 

leaders of those negotiations.  Now it appears that the Minister has 

views that we must no longer continue to lead this group of G-77; we 

must have our own independent position.   

             (Contd. by 2A)  

RG/3.20/2A 



SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (contd.):  On emission norms, is he in agreement 

with the consistent stand which he has evolved?  Thirdly, instead of 

accepting internationally binding emission cuts, which the Minister has 

consistently said that they would oppose, -- I will be fair to him in 

acknowledging that fact -- he has said, "We will have a domestic 

legislation under which we will impose cuts on ourselves and open that 

out for international review or international consultations."  Now, is that 

another way of reaching the same position which the Minister seeks to 

deny?  Now, the question is:  Is there a consistent stand that we have?  

The Prime Minister's Office has a Special Envoy.  You have a set of 

negotiators.  You have statements emanating from the Minister, coming 

from time to time, and at times, those statements are no longer 

consistent with what our negotiators on the international fora are 

arguing.  It has happened more than once that our negotiators are 

putting across a particular viewpoint at the international negotiations, and 

exactly at the same time, a statement to the contrary emanates from the 

Minister, and that embarrasses the position of our negotiators.  So much 

so, our negotiators have put it down in writing, and have acknowledged 

this embarrassment, which they have had, in writing, that these 

statements are inconsistent with the consistent stand that the 

Government of India has had.  For example, I will just read out one or 

two paragraphs.  The Key Negotiator writes to the Government of India 

saying, "Every time we put across our Indian position, either the 

Americans or somebody else waves off the Minister's statement to us 

and tells us to clarify which the Indian position is, whether it is what we 

are arguing there, or, what the Minister had said elsewhere."  When 



confronted with this situation, there are legitimate doubts which arise as 

to what happens to this principle of collective responsibility.  After all, 

even in a system of collective responsibility, a Minister is an instrument, 

who represents the Government of India.  Sir, I would just read what the 

negotiator writes.  He says, "Earlier, in this Session, I had an occasion 

to point a verification of independent NAMAs, on the line of our brief.  

The U.S. Delegate, Jonathan Pershing, took the floor to question my 

statement claiming that it was at variance with the recent statement of 

our Minister in New York.  I responded by suggesting that the Delegates 

should speak on behalf of their own Government as they represent, and 

refrain from seeking to interpret the position of other Governments.  I 

said that the Indian Delegation required no assistance in this regard.  

The Persian Negotiator tendered a personal apology, but his initial off-

the-cuff comment provided a clear clue of the United States' 

assessment of our stand that even though I was arguing something, the 

Minister's statement was something else."  He then goes on to add, 

"This was confirmed during a subsequent bilateral meeting with the U.S. 

Delegation.  We were informed in clear terms, that the U.S. interprets 

our Minister's offer of a WTO-like dialogue, as covering all the essential 

elements of the negotiations.  On yet another occasion, the Chairman of 

the Annual Working Group (AWG) on the Kyoto Protocol invited us for 

consultations to sound us on the proposal of the developed countries to 

create a common forum for discussing the U.N.F.C.C.C and the Kyoto 

Protocol issues.  The object of the proposal was to ensure the early 

demise of the Kyoto Protocol.  Before commencing our negotiations, the 

Chairman handed over to me a copy of our Minister's interview in The 



Mint and invited me to read it.  After politely glancing at the title, I 

passed it on the paper to another Member of the Delegation signalling 

thereby that we receive our instructions directly from our Minister and 

have no need to seek Ministerial guidance through columns of the 

newspapers.  Obviously, however, the Chairman of the AWG was under 

the impression that the contents of the Press Report was such that they 

cause us to reconsider our position in the consultations."  So, twice this 

has happened that in the course of consultations, our negotiators are 

confronted with Ministerial statements to the contrary.  We then have the 

Report of the Times of India which Brindaji referred to.  The Report 

merely exaggerated certain positions, but it does refer to a very 

important document. 

(Continued by 2B) 

2b/3.25/ks-sch 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): So, even in a Cabinet form of 

government where international negotiations are at stake, the Minister's 

views are divergent from the consistent stand of the Government of 

India.  We now have, the Times of India interview.  Of course, the 

Minister almost dared the Member to verify the contents; but, let us see 

what happens thereafter, after that report in the Times of India.  Now, 

this is a statement, which is in inverted comas, by our negotiator to The 

Economic Times after that report appeared, based on the Minister's 

document to the Prime Minister's Office.   

The negotiator gives this interview in quotes: "In my view, the 

Prime Minister's Office has clarified the position in a more timely and 

welcome manner.  It is now clear that the document in question is only 



a note for discussion and not official policy.  It has been clarified that 

there will be no shift in stand on the basis of consensus and with the 

sanction of Parliament.  This is most appropriate since climate change 

policy has always been on national consensus.  It is anybody's privilege 

to suggest a radical or fundamental change.  But people should avoid 

airing their views outside till it becomes official policy". 

 Sir, our concern today -- and this is precisely what my friend, 

Amar Singhji, just now mentioned in his own customary style -- is: how 

can we have such key negotiations going on on this issue where there 

has been a consistent stand of the Government of India and somewhat 

divergent view of the Minister?  The Minister may fall in discipline and 

say that he will pursue whatever the stand of the Government of India is 

but, at the end of the day, others are also clever, if not cleverer; they 

see through our stand falling apart.   

 So, I would like the Minister to clarify in the course of his reply 

whether he is fully in agreement with the consistent stand that we have 

had in the last decade and a half or whether he feels that this requires a 

serious change and, therefore, if it requires a serious change, it is for 

the Government to consider whether we are following that stand or we 

require somebody who is ideologically committed to the stand to 

negotiate on behalf of the Government of India.  Thank you very much. 

(Ends) 

SHRI MOINUL HASSAN (WEST BENGAL): Sir... 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P. J. KURIEN):   Put one question only. 

SHRI MOINUL HASSAN: I will take one and-a-half minute only, Sir. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN: One minute only. 



SHRI MOINUL HASSAN:  Sir, I refer to the note that has been 

circulated by the Minister to different departments and I will quote two 

sentences here. It says, "India will make low carbon sustainable growth, 

a central element of its Twelfth Plan growth strategy.  This will mean 

taking on commitments to reduce energy-to-GDP intensity and 

corresponding emission reduction outcomes for the year 2020".  My 

question is: what is the basis of making a commitment for reducing the 

energy intensity of GDP for the entire economy as a whole?  I will not 

go into the details of my first question. 

 My second question is: so far as global emissions are concerned, 

India's part is only 4 per cent, even less than 4 per cent.  In per capita 

terms, India's position is 137th.  So, we are not responsible for global 

warming.                                                   (Ends) 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P. J. KURIEN): Put your question. 

SHRI MOINUL HASSAN: India did not create this problem of global 

warming.  Therefore, what is our responsibility?  It is the responsibility of 

the pollutors, those who are polluting our world by the use of technology 

and emissions. 

ÁÖß ¯ÖÏÛúÖ¿Ö •ÖÖ¾Ö›êüÛú¸ü: ÃÖ¸ü, ´Öï ×ÃÖ±Ôú ‹Ûú Æüß question ¯Öæ”û®ÖÖ “ÖÖÆüŸÖÖ ÆæÓ…  ´ÖÓ¡Öß ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ Ûêú 

×•ÖÃÖ ¯Ö¡Ö ÛúÖê »ÖêÛú¸ü ‡ŸÖ®ÖÖ ÃÖÖ¸üÖ ×¾Ö¾ÖÖ¤ü Æãü†Ö, ´Öï®Öê Ûú³Öß-³Öß ®ÖÆüà ¤êüÜÖÖ Æîü ×Ûú ´ÖÓ¡Öß ´ÖÆüÖê¤üμÖ ®Öê 

ˆÃÖ ¯Ö¡Ö ÛúÖê ×›ü®ÖÖ‡Ô ×ÛúμÖÖ ÆüÖêü μÖÖ ¯Öê¯Ö¸ü ¯Ö¸ü defamation ÛúÖ ÛêúÃÖ ›üÖ»ÖÖ ÆüÖê… ‡ŸÖ®Öê ²Ö›Íêü 

†ÓŸÖü¸üÖÔÂ™ÒüßμÖ ´ÖÓ“Ö ŸÖÛú μÖÆü ÛêúÃÖ •ÖÖŸÖÖ Æîü, ‡ÃÖ×»Ö‹ ÛúÖμÖ¤êü ÃÖê ŸÖÖê ‡®ÖÛúÖê ®ÖÖê×™üÃÖ ¤êü®ÖÖ “ÖÖ×Æü‹ £ÖÖ…  

ŒμÖÖ ‡®ÆüÖë®Öê ®ÖÖê×™üÃÖ ×¤üμÖÖ?  

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN:  Mr. Minister, please.      (Followed by 2c/tdb) 

TDB/2C/3.30 



THE MINISTER OF STATE (INDEPENDENT CHARGE) OF THE 

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS (SHRI JAIRAM 

RAMESH): Sir, I am grateful for the opportunity for having this Calling 

Attention Motion called. We have had nine speakers and the tenth one 

who asked a question. And, rather than respond to each individual 

speaker, I will just take some of the main issues that have been  raised.  

(MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN IN THE CHAIR) 

I would like to reiterate, once again,    Sir,    that as the    Minister for 

Environment and Forests, I stand prepared for any form of discussion at 

any point of time on any issue relating to climate change   before    the 

Copenhagen process starts on the 7th of December. I also want to 

reiterate two other points, Sir, as a reflection of the transparency with 

which I believe we should conduct the running of any Ministry, but 

particularly the Ministry that I have been holding since the 29th of May. 

As I said, I have written to all the Chief Ministers; I have written to 72 

Members of Parliament. Admittedly, some Members of Parliament have 

been left out; an anomaly which I will rectify; and in that letter, I have 

tried to explain in as detailed a manner as possible what the 

Government's thinking is on climate change.  

 Sir, I have also at different points of time put on the website of 

our Ministry all the documentations that we have been bringing out from 

time to time on climate change, both the technical aspects of climate 

change as well as the negotiating aspects of climate change. Sir, I have 

nothing to hide, and whatever criticism has been made, I will try to 

respond in as effective a manner as possible. I just want to recall, Sir, 

that on the 18th of July, I was hailed by this very House as the great 



defender of India's sovereignty, when I, in front of the visiting U.S. 

Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton said that India will not take on legally 

binding emission reduction cuts. The Leader of the Opposition was 

gracious enough to compliment me personally. Four months later, I 

stand here being accused of having undermined India's sovereignty and 

given in to American pressure. Sir, in four months, I don't think that I 

could have changed my position this dramatically. ...(Interruptions)... 

Please listen to me, Sir. I have listened very carefully, please listen to 

me. As I said, you may disagree with me. I am prepared to have a 

discussion with you. So, Sir, in four month's time, I have not made any 

deviation from what remains a non-negotiable position for me personally 

and for the Government of India that under no circumstances will the 

Government of India accept a legally binding emission reduction cut as 

part of any international agreement. This is written in stone; this is cast 

in stone. This remains a fundamental non-negotiable for me personally; it 

remains the non-negotiable for all of us who are entrusted with the 

responsibility of negotiating the international agreement. India, under no 

circumstances, will take on legally binding emission reduction cuts, 

which we believe is the obligation of the developed countries, including 

the United States. 

 Sir, the hon. Leader of the Opposition raised a very pertinent 

question and so did the opening speaker, Mrs. Brinda Karat that why 

have these doubts surfaced now, and it is my duty to respond to this 

question clearly and categorically. Sir, what I have been trying to do in 

the last six months is to introduce an element of flexibility in our position 

why we remained anchored with the basic principles of the UNFCCC, 



the Kyoto Protocol and the Bali Action Plan. I have never, never -- and I 

would like to make this clear to my friend, my colleague, Mrs. Brinda 

Karat -- advocated India's abdication of its position on the Kyoto 

Protocol. I have never said this. I have always believed that Annexe-I 

countries have a historical responsibility for fulfilling legally binding 

emission cuts and that the developing countries like India are obligated 

to take on nationally appropriate mitigation actions. 

 Sir, my only purpose has been to open up windows of flexibility 

for India because the world is changing; different countries are taking 

different positions. Brazil has announced emission reduction cuts; South 

Korea has announced emission reduction cuts; Indonesia has announced 

emission reduction cuts. And, my whole purpose is that India should not 

be isolated. That is my whole objective that the finger-pointing game 

should not start and the finger, the blame should not be put on India's 

door. 

(Contd. by 2d-kgg) 

kgg/2d/3.35 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH (contd.): So, flexibility is what I have been 

advocating.  

 Sir, hon. Member, Smt. Brinda Karat, said that I advocated giving 

up G-77. I have not said that, Sir. I have said that while we have one 

foot in G-77, we have to be mindful of other responsibilities that India 

has as an emerging, rising industrial power. In fact, Sir, if I may be 

permitted a personal word here, I went out of my way to negotiate a 

partnership agreement with China. The environment in our country was 

not conducive to an agreement with China. But, on 21st October, India 



and China signed a partnership agreement for collaboration on climate 

change. Why would I want to do it if I was an American stooge? Why 

would I want to sign an agreement with China knowing full well that 

China today is the world's largest emitter? It accounts for 23 per cent of 

the greenhouse gases and India is at number 5, at less than 5 per cent. 

Yet, I went to China, I spent 3 days in China; I and my Chinese 

counterpart negotiated an agreement. This was the first agreement for 

China, it was the first agreement for India; because we believed that 

China and India have common cause to resist the pressure of the 

developed countries to take on legally binding emission cuts.  

 Sir, I would like to recount a very interesting episode that had 

happened when we signed the memorandum of understanding or the 

partnership agreement with China on the 21st of October. The Chinese 

Vice-Chairman of the National Reforms and Development Commission, 

Shi Sheng Hua, was coming out after signing; and, the television 

journalists asked him, 'What is China going to do to ward off the 

pressure from America, to take on legally binding cuts?' Sir, to my 

surprise and to the surprise of the TV interviewer, Mr. Shi Sheng Hua's 

reply was, "'Ward off pressure' is the wrong word. China seeks to 

engage the world." Sir, that is what we are trying to do. We are not 

here trying to isolate ourselves or box ourselves into a corner, we would 

like a country of India's size, a country of India's aspirations to have its 

options open while clearly recognising the red line that we will never 

compromise on the issue of legally binding emission cuts. But we have 

to have the option open. We have to have some flexibility. And we need 



to negotiate internationally not from a defensive position, but from a 

position of strength.  

 Sir, the hon. Leader of the Opposition spoke about my proposal 

for domestic legislation. Sir, I have no hesitation in saying that this is a 

different position than what India's position was one year ago. Yes, it is 

a different position. It is a new idea, and my idea is that what we do 

domestically should be determined by us domestically in Parliament. 

What commitments we take on internationally is an entirely separate 

issue.  

 Sir, Mr. Sanjay Raut is not here; oh, he has just come back, Sir; 

he spoke about Mumbai. There is no country in the world which is as 

vulnerable to climate change as India. We are vulnerable because of our 

coastline. We are vulnerable because of the south-west and north-east 

monsoon. We are vulnerable because of the Himalayan glaciers. We are 

vulnerable because of our forest cover. There is no country in the world 

which is as vulnerable to climate change as India is. My position before I 

became a Minister and as Minister remains that it is in India's self-

interest to respond creatively and aggressively to climate change as part 

of a domestic agenda. Sir, that is why I would like to remind the hon. 

Leader of the Opposition, with whom I have spent some time to explain 

to him this thinking. But, I put forward the concept of a nationally 

accountable mitigation outcome. What does it mean by nationally 

accountable? To whom? To the Parliament. I am saying, let Parliament 

decide what these mitigation outcomes are. Parliament in its collective 

wisdom could pass a law, if that is what the Government wants and if 

that is what  the Parliament wants.  



(Contd. by sss/2e) 

SSS/2E/3.40 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH (CONTD.):  Let it pass a law.  Let it enforce 

performance standards in transport, in industry, in agriculture, in 

buildings, in forestry, in different sectors of the economy and let us be 

accountable to Parliament.  Sir, I do not have to remind you -- there are 

two distinguished Ministers of the previous to previous Government 

present here -- it is your Government that passed the Fiscal 

Responsibility and Budget Management Act.  The FRBM Act of 2003 

was passed by the NDA Government and I am saying do a climate 

change conversion of the FRBM Act.  That is all I am saying. Take 

domestic obligations, report to Parliament and whatever gets reported to 

Parliament come in the public domain.  Sir, the hon. Leader of the 

Opposition said that now we are opening up whatever we are doing for 

international review.  No, Sir.  That is not the proposal.  Whatever 

actions are supported by international finance and international 

technology will be open for international review.  All those actions that 

are not supported by international finance and technology which we do 

domestically, unilaterally on our own, we will make it open for 

international discussion, international consideration, international 

consultations.  We are an open society.  We are a democratic society.  

We have a media that is holding us accountable.  We have a civil 

society that holds us accountable.  We do not need monitoring, 

reporting and verification with some international body.  Any Government 

in India goes through this monitoring, reporting and verification everyday 

in Parliament, in civil society and in the media.  So, all I am saying is, as 



an open society, as a democratic society, as a society, as a 

Government accountable to Parliament, let us have the courage of our 

convictions if we think that climate change is a serious issue which I 

believe it is, let us take on performance outcomes for ourselves.  Sir, I 

must say here that we are great at producing plans in our country.  But, 

we are very poor in converting plans into outcomes.  Sir, you ask an 

Indian Government or an Indian civil servant or an Indian politician to 

produce an action plan.  We will produce it very easily but what does it 

mean at the end?  That is where China scores over us and that is what 

I want us to do.  I want us to have the discipline to convert an action 

into an outcome and that outcome gets accountable to Parliament.  Sir, 

for me Parliament is supreme.  If I am accountable to Parliament I am 

accountable to no other body, national or international.  Sir, the answer 

to the hon. Leader of the Opposition is -- the domestic norms and idea 

of mine -- it is up to the Government to accept the idea of domestic 

legislation.  That is being discussed now.  Maybe we will have a 

comprehensive legislation.  Maybe we will have part legislation.  That 

process of discussion is on but the idea is that we convert the nationally 

appropriate mitigation actions which are very general in nature to 

nationally accountable mitigation outcome which is very specific, which is 

accountable and which can be monitored easily.  Sir, lot of references 

have been made to differing voices in the Government.  Sir, I cannot 

deny that perceptions are different.  I cannot deny that there has been a 

certain continuity of thought and I cannot deny that some of these ideas 

that I have tried to bring into the public domain -- not in a back handed 

manner -- I have tried to do it with a purpose, to create a new body of 



thinking which will give us some flexibility, some room for manoeuvre in 

the international sphere and it cannot be anybody’s case, Sir, that we 

do not need this flexibility. We need this flexibility.  We need this room 

for manoeuvre because frankly, Sir, I am under no illusions.  We have 

huge problems of poverty.  We have huge problems of unemployment 

but at the same time the world recognises India as an emerging power. 

(Contd. by NBR/2F) 

-SSS/NBR-SCH/2F/3.45 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH (CONTD.): We are the fourth largest economy 

in the world.  We will soon become the third largest economy of the 

world.  We are soft power growing for ourselves.  We have aspirations 

for sitting in the international community of nations in a respectable 

manner.  If we want to be accepted internationally, we should also be 

prepared to engage the rest of the world internationally.  We should not 

smell a conspiracy in every attempt at engagement.  This is only my 

request to you.  If I were to do something in a hidden manner, if I were 

to do in a subterfuge, if I were to do in a backhanded way with nobody 

knowing, with the hon. Prime Minister not knowing -- there have been 

reports in the newspapers recently, my positions have deviated from 

what the hon. Prime Minister's directive was -- there is nothing father 

from the truth in this.  As a Minister in the Council of Ministers, if I flout 

the hon. Prime Minister's directive, I will not last for more than two 

minutes.  I am bound by what the hon. Prime Minister tells me.  The 

ultimate authority for me, as a Minister, is the Prime Minister.  So, for 

any newspaper item and for any hon. Member to believe a newspaper 

item which says that I have flouted the hon. Prime Minister's directive, I 



categorically and comprehensively deny that.  There is absolutely no 

truth in this rumour.  But, at the same time, the caution that Mr. Amar 

Singh and Mr. Arun Jaitley have given, I would say that I am well aware 

of this that the domestic differences could be used internationally to 

weaken our negotiating position.  I take full cognizance of this.  I have, 

in my own way, in the last couple of weeks, tried to bring about greater 

coherence in our presentation and I assure the hon. Members that there 

will be no private enterprise in Copenhagen negotiations.  We are going 

as representatives of the Government of India.  And, Sir, as a mark of 

my respect for Parliament, five months ago, I wrote a letter to the hon. 

Speaker of Lok Sabha and the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha asking 

both of them to nominate four hon. Members of Parliament to join me in 

the delegation to Copenhagen.  If I have something to hide, if I have to 

capitulate to the Americans in Copenhagen, will I take Members of 

Parliament with me and capitulate?  I would capitulate in solitude.  I 

would not capitulate with Members of Parliament breathing down my 

neck.  So, I would humbly request the hon. Members to please look at 

what I have said in the context of trying to introduce a small element of 

flexibility and to ensure that India does not earn the reputation of a deal-

breaker.  The hon. Prime Minister's words to me, when I took over this 

Ministry on 29th May, were, 'We did not cause the problem of global 

warming.  But, make sure that you are a part of the solution to global 

warming." And that is what I have tried to do.  We have not caused the 

problem of global warming.  But, increasingly, as Mr. NK Singh pointed 

out, if you look at the incremental emissions, India is, in absolute terms, 

not in per capita terms, an increasing contributor to the new stock of 



Co2 in the atmosphere. So, without getting into questions of who is 

responsible, I entirely agree that polluter must pay.  We do not have 

polluter must pay principle within India.  How can we argue for polluter 

must pay internationally?  Madam, for your information, I am trying to 

institute that the polluter must pay principle within India to begin with. 

SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY: With retrospective effect? 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Sir, today, the hon. Chairman of the Standing 

Committee on S & T has presented the Report on the National Green 

Tribunal.  We are going to soon come forward with a National 

Environmental Protection Authority.  What is all this for?  This is to 

ensure that the polluter must pay domestically.  The short point is, India 

must negotiate from a position of strength.  India must negotiate from a 

position of leadership and not negotiate from a position of 

defensiveness.  We have nothing to feel defensive about.  I would like to 

end here.  I would like to respond, in writing, to each of the individual, 

specific points that have been raised.  I will be responding to each hon. 

Member individually.  But, let me reiterate that I stand prepared, at any 

point of time, to have a discussion on any issue as open a manner as 

possible. 

(CONTD. BY USY "2G") 

-NBR-USY-MCM/2G/3.50 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH (CONTD.):  I have nothing to hide.  I can 

assure Shri Amar Singh, Shri Arun Jaitley and all others that it will be my 

endeavour to ensure that the fears, which they have expressed on the 

lack of coherence or cohesiveness in the Government's view, will be 

plugged sooner or later.  


