
Submission of Australia in advance of the second substantive meeting of the Working Group: Towards a 

Global Pact for the Environment 

Australia is grateful for the opportunity to provide comments in advance of the second substantive 

working group meeting. Noting the short time frame between the first and second meetings, we will 

make initial comments here and we look forward to adding to these views at the next meeting. 

Australia is committed to global action on environmental protection. We support a cohesive, efficient 

and effective international framework that clearly articulates and describes action to protect our shared 

natural world. The Stockholm Declaration (1972) and the Rio Declaration (1992) are solemn political 

statements made by UN members which set out general principles and have had significant influence on 

the development of binding international environmental treaties. In engaging in these discussions on a 

potential Global Pact for the Environment, Australia is conscious of the legal and practical impacts any 

outcome may have on these existing structures. 

Since these two formative declarations were made a network of environmental agreements has 

developed. These agreements are practical in their application and implementation of international 

environmental law principles. They seek to protect our natural environment globally, in ways that are 

tailored to the specific environmental harm that they each seek to address (such as global wetland 

conservation, illegal trade of wildlife and protection of migratory species). Australia will not support any 

new arrangements that would undermine, duplicate, confuse or render less effective this network of 

existing agreements. 

Australia hopes that the discussions during the second substantive meeting will be interactive and can 

move us forward to a shared understanding of what, if anything, is required to supplement and improve 

the existing international environmental legal framework. The agenda at present notes that the next 

meeting will discuss possible options to fill possible gaps in international law. Australia would like to 

ensure that members first have the opportunity to discuss and arrive at a shared view of key concepts 

that are critical to this discussion.  Australia is concerned that what constitutes a ‘gap’ is not well 

understood at present and requires further thought. We saw some common themes emerge from the 

first substantive meeting and would like the opportunity to explore and resolve these issues before 

further discussions on options are pursued. We consider it would be useful to hold discussion on: 

• The concept of a gap - what is a gap and is it a gap or a concept that is more appropriately 

referred to as a challenge? 

• The role of UNEA and other relevant bodies and processes and suggestions for how these roles 

could be streamlined and synergized. 

• Ways to potentially improve cooperation between MEAs. 

• Challenges to implementation of MEAs and how to address these challenges without 

undermining the structures, rights and obligations of the Parties to those MEAs 

Australia also notes that close regard must be had to the potential legal impacts on existing instruments 

and treaties when proposing possible options to fill possible gaps in MEAs and other related 

instruments, particularly if legally binding possible options are considered. 

Australia is hopeful that in discussing these issues as part of the second substantive meeting we will be 

able to determine a way forward that will not wind back or weaken existing or emerging customary 



international environmental law principles; lose the targeted technical and scientific approaches already 

present in successful international environmental treaties or detract from implementing existing 

environmental priorities, and that will improve cooperation and synergies across instruments, if and 

where it is considered appropriate. 

 


