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A somewhat apathetic attitude on the part of the developing countries regarding 

the environmental issue does not imply negation of the relevance of the matter and the 

need for true international cooperation to solve the problem it poses for the survival of 

mankind. This apathetic attitude, however, clearly is derived from the developing 

countries socioeconomic experience which differs, to a large extent, from that of the 

developed countries. Consequently, one has to bear in mind that, not having enjoyed 

the opportunity to experience their own Industrial Revolution, the developing countries 

have not been stimulated to think about the environmental crisis as posed in the present 

days. The phenomenon of urbanization in the Southern Hemisphere, even in the 

countries experiencing a considerable degree of progress, may raise questions about 

poor living standards in some areas but has not thus far led to industrial congestion. 

As indicated in the elements of the ecological policy of the developed countries 

the equilibrium of “spaceship earth” would depend on the enforcement of measures 

bearing on population and on the use of the previously existing and new technologies 

chiefly in the second class of the vessel or in other words, in the territory of the 

developing countries. Even if applied to their full extent, those measures would not 

result at some foreseeable date in a single-class carrying vessel, preferably closer to the 

first steerage. This ecological policy, which aims primarily at the equilibrium of the 

vessel could better succeed if the relative positions of the classes were maintained, for 

the emergence of one single class would presuppose a considerable change in the living 

standards of the first class, something that may not be attained in the light of present 

global socioeconomic realities… 

On the question of the preservation of the environment the passengers’ survival 

would call for the enforcement of a drastic decision, globally applied to maintain a 



 

“green area reserve” which would have to coincide mainly with the territories of the 

developing countries. This step would safeguard against complete exhaustion the 

natural elements (soil, atmosphere, and water) still available on the planet just to 

provide some sort of counteraction to the spoilage of the same natural elements used up 

in the countries where the benefits of the Industrial Revolution were massively 

concentrated. 

Besides the ethical question raised by this policy as expressed in the ostensive 

imbalance between responsibility for the damage and obligation for repair, the 

developing countries, in abiding by its prescriptions, would make a commitment to 

conservatism rather than to conservation. Furthermore, the possibility of a wide spread 

application of developed countries’ ecological policy, theoretically conceived to secure 

the equilibrium of “spaceship earth”, may risk transforming the Southern Hemisphere 

countries into the last healthy weekend areas for the inhabitants of a planet already 

saturated with the environment created by the Industrial Revolution. As a token of 

compensation, the Southern Hemisphere countries could claim to have resurrected, and 

adequately preserved, the environmental milieu for the living and the survival of 

Rousseau’s “happy savage”. In expressing their concern over the environmental crisis 

the developing countries cannot accept, without further refinement, the ecological 

policy devised by the developed countries whose socioeconomic structure was deeply 

influenced by the unique phenomenon of the Industrial Revolution. 

The first step toward the refinement of that policy may be the rejection of the 

principle that the ecology issue, taken on a global basis, can be dealt with exclusively 

through a technical approach, as suggested by the developed countries. Given the 

implications for the international order including the freezing of the status quo, any 

environment-saving policy must necessarily be imbued with a solid and well-informed 

political approach. This would provide an opportunity for the developing countries, by 

preserving their national identities, to join safely in the effort of the international 

community to preserve the equilibrium of “spaceship earth.” 

As a normal corollary of the political approach, ecological policy should not depart 



 

from the broader framework of socioeconomic development. In this regard a second 

step of refinement would require a corresponding universal commitment to 

development if the task of preserving the environment is to be shared by the world 

community... 

Evidently, no country wants any pollution at all. But each country must evolve its 

own development plans, exploit its own resources as it thinks suitable and define its 

own environmental standards. The idea of having such priorities and standards imposed 

on individual countries or groups of countries on either a multilateral or a bilateral basis, 

is very hard to accept. 

That is why it is disturbing to see the International Bank for Reconstruction and 

Development (IBRD) set up its own ecological policy. Repercussions on the 

environment, defined according to IBRD ecologists, have become an important factor 

in determining whether financial assistance by that institution should be granted for an 

industrial project in developing countries. It seems reasonable that the preservation of 

the environment should not exclude the preservation of national sovereignty. Ecological 

policies should rather be inserted into the framework of national development. 

It is perhaps time for the developing countries to present their own views on the 

framing of an environmental policy in spite of the fact that the developed countries have 

not yet ended their own controversial debate or furnished definite and convincing data 

on the issue. In adopting a position, the developing countries recognize the existence of 

environmental problems in the world and the possibility of finding solutions through 

both national efforts and international cooperation. 

The first point to be touched on concerns the question of national sovereignty. In 

this regard any ecological policy, globally applied, must not be an instrument to 

suppress wholly or in part the legitimate right of any country to decide about its own 

affairs. In reality, this point would simply seek to guarantee on an operational level the 

full exercise of the principle of juridical equality of states as expressed, for instance, in 

the Charter of the United Nations... Sovereignty in this context should not be taken as 

an excuse for isolationism and consequently for escapism in relation to international 



 

efforts geared to solving environmental problems. For the developing countries it is 

crucial to consider in the light of their own interests, nationally defined, the whole range 

of alternative solutions devised or implemented in the developed countries. Naturally, 

it is assumed that all countries can act responsibly and that none is going to deliberately 

favor policies that may endanger the equilibrium of “spaceship earth.” 
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