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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was anAatmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's ;egacy
to humanity.

A‘growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Su

hip finds expression in many ways -- from

ublic demonstrafio to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewafded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,
to see the glint of light in a panther's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind mighé(#now_on this abundant
earth. |

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow smali.
We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleumé to great men and high ideals. And still we know we

can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest

creations cannot equal God's smallest.
| Yet as our tools and intellecté’;E;;;;;t’we've learned of

our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,

taken together, have profound global consequences for the L%\
. Yx {

environment we share, and the humanity/we share it with. veliang,

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have hgld this cohference.

ours is a prosperous planet -- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's

7\;

1

vt

integrity @5 and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peacey”
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --

N .‘—_—;Ha)the best insurance that our actions are sound. Here,

for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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poliéy-makers -- to assess the ehvironmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.
If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspeétive
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of

uncertainﬁy, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a

stubborn hopegp that we might forge solutions without the

excessive heat of politics.

Among all the challenges in our”/tenancy of the planet,

climate change is, of course, foremgét in your minds. You are

helping us work €¥om what we kno through the uncertainty of

both the science and the economics of climate change. But there

. Sem 3R i wie P R .
1s one area-where we will allow for no uncertainty =-- and that is
devovmiarng nlether | Jen HF D €wﬂw““*%\'ﬂwmﬁ

our commitment to,finding sélutions that work. A vea) qug

)

\
e change debate™4 >+

- There are several things that the cli

not aﬁput. It is/not "Jobs versusjsEhvironment" -- the two are

'inseparébly inteféependent, as the destructive experience of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both envirpnmental cause and economic effect. For if weAcannot
see the foégst'for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus

Envifonmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it

been redﬁded to a rhetorical holy-war between

stEeeshuggezse &— T Puesdol  slowd
R —— b e st A e
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But above all, the climate change debate is not. abouﬁq e
"Research versus Action" -» for we have never consideg;d research
- any substitute for action. Aﬂé already gggg enough to act)ch-
~and we a;'ef\ HQF\ fe(/\’fau\ . |
Over the last two days you've heard from kéy'members of this
administration about action the United States is already takingA
-- our leading 1nvestment in climate change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehen51ve national
e energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient

> ]
3 ‘///"EHE§§§—;;;;;;;7)our re-forestation initiatives, andﬁfgg;giggi—_l
6 .
6

1_ assistance programs to developing nations. o
JQ%§< A What bears emphasi; is that we are committed to -- moving on

;? ~=- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
AN are environmentally éégressive, effective, and cost-effective.
U¢°;$ And we are deeply committed to an intefnational partnership,
Qf through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encourage a 5iamework convention as part

VWX ywov
of a_comprehensive approach)addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole We hope to host the first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we've jﬁst‘ [ insert to come ].
All of you here today understahd climate change as one

of many challenges in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depietion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,

deforestation, biodiversity, population change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all the interrelated issues of

AL (./,‘,’Iv’: Mol \A";"J A Q);Jlf’ 9 !q &rq/vwl;%‘ G,Fl %k\

&_\
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sustainable developmen Each demands. our attention. And each-
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
"but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of-
prematuré policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening
competltlon for llmlted resources, ﬁh political 1nstab111tyjiﬁy/h\\
andXﬁan-made limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry childfen, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,

e Shal| vosvh
it will imperil us all. We know thatfé—change51n G.N.P. en
a_few tenths of a percent-often means the difference between

adequate shelter, food; and health care -- and human
castastrophe. |

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costé; And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
‘managed growth: The only k1nd of growth that true global
stewardshlp allOWS@J gat /M possible if the nations of the
world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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.Developing nations will coﬁtribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from enviroﬁmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once belleved the 1nev1tab1e
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
bettér sefve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by séeking’limits to growth -- which would never

survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental

protection through more intelligent, more informed, more e
. ?»‘5‘(( \7

:Here, I must confess to some confusion. Thdse who value

efficient growth.

environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
suppdrters of strategies ﬁhat tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
Efflclent strateglesfére the only realistic that developing
natlons might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a pfice. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
stili.fighting our way back. But over the past century we've

made ‘tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right

of free expressionAané—the—va}ue—of—the—di§§éﬁfiﬁg‘voiee -- was
heme—to—one—pretest—movement—%n—an—era—ef—preteSES7—eaiied Earth

%\V{ Ex\f‘\t\ %J a A s\/\«w%e\l'zi-e-Q ‘-7
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between

" man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of

" conscience;

that a few idealists hoped would change the worild.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
yearé agb is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
Amé=mkiie‘%§ny thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecologyﬂgi wzrve learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand/

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocolﬂproved.

Around the world,'America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastérn Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the

challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have

been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the

struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life.

'And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution-hés beeh unveiled as one of

Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.

ctall e Wton w@kaA?k¢u~ (G ey
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish: Kings and Austrian
.emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by"
"pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equaI.God's smallest,
some may érieve that our greatest.destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see. ‘much hope in the faces of the
starving, or(%he faces of ancient monuments. But.we can find

cause for optimism among the men and women in this room..

" Let us act on what we know, and in'good’faithiﬁ'The earth
cannot, .must not be sacrlflced to blind material ambition -- nor
can the healthéﬂthe very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. ‘Let us work-to meet the needs of this

generation, while preserving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.

JNSscov4 Y
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
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MEMORANDUM FOR CHRISS WINSTON
FROM: ROGER B. PORTER fZ&¥

SUBJECT: Presidential Remarks: Address to White House
Conference on Global Change, April 18

I have several comments on this draft and have discussed
them on the telephone with Chriss. Attached are the comments
as noted on the draft that was provided me. As usual, thanks
for your patience and accommodating response.

If I can help in any other way, please let me know.

e James W. Cicconi
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate ~- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purbosé here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understandiﬁg that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways - from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleuns to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share, and the humanit??zgwgzgre it j+ith.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet ~- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

S0 we are called upon to ensure that'gg;g the earth's
integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even su:vival -=- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --
and the best insurance that our actions are sound. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers -- to assess the environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprécedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines ---and.of nations. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -- and that is
our commitment to éZzz253fzziﬁiéZZELégzﬁfﬁézifwﬁs

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versugfﬁnvironment" -- the two are
inseparably interdepehdent, as the destructive experience of so
many déveloping nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is ﬁhe climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it
been feduced to a rhetorical holy-war between[?ean-counters and
tree-huggers J S LAVURSE" 15 (ESS 7HAN EELonT

NOCE" 1R loroades, /7~ 1S CRITICHL. [P Wiee.

BE WN7EELRETED A sticy) oF Lonf
ETONOMISIS £~ CARILONINENBL KIS .
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But abovelall, the climate chéhge debate is not about
"Research versus Action" -- for we have never considered research
A ) ) HelE -
anpy~substitute for actlon.‘Aye already know enough to act --

TRZIr6 Atrzon).

and we are,

. Over the last two days you've heard from kéb/members of this
administration about action the United States is already taking

ENYANCE 7HE EMVIMONMIENT ™ ——
-- our leading investment in climate change research and response

strategies, our Clean Air legislation, eur—eemprehensive-natienal
energystrategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and’technicai
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
are environmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-éngﬁfZZE.

And we are deeply committed to an iﬁternational partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part

7HT woueo
of a comprehensive approach(addressing-the system, sources, and

F R decisron/ /S mAdE T2RT INTERNATZONAY . ferzen) /S NezDel

sinks as a wholi(’IWe hope to host the first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ].

'All of you here today undefstand climate change as one
of many challenges in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
defo#estation, biodiversity, population change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of

‘SPSe
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many develoging»countries, the consequences of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening
competition for limited resources. In political instability --
and man-made limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,

) . . ) EVEN sl s GLown) LHTES-
it will imperil us all. We know that‘z changqxln G.N.P. ef—even

a—few—tenths—of—a—pereent often meani the difference between

Ol PVIONE N,
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and-human. D ruebrors

of PmoE.

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed growth: The eéz;-kind of growth that true global

7 Is
stewardship allows =-- butf{only possible if the nations of the

iy Covspvawv e ] . ..
world are linked 1n(partnersh1ps;eﬁ—every—k*nd?"501ent1f1c,

. . . e
economic, technical, agr1cu1tura1,[env1ronmenta1.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is‘not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of(progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking limits to growth ~——whieh—weuld—never—

-su;vive—human—natué::—-but by catalyzing environmental

protection through more intelligent, more informed, more

efficient growth. '
d AT Tapr L Anmg PV2208D BY THE AoSi77orE of SomE,
Here, I mustl?eaéese to-seme—confusiens Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and

free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.

Vi
Efficient strategies are the only realistic hope %héi-developing

nations, md i i stakes ;

stilti—fightingour—way—back—>But over the past century we've

made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
SHYE

of free expression and-the—alue—of—the—dissenting—veiee -- was-
Ken) o A . . Svm oty 26D B
home—to-one—protest movement rai—aR—era—of-protests; called-Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. Wwhat began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -~ we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

.And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burnégifer—eempe444ag—bu%—mistaken—eeenemée—feasons have
been‘visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life. .

And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon‘ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act en—what—we—knoew,—and-in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this
generation, while preserving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is~
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
coopération around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful; more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we oﬁe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such‘beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We méy build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
'mausoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
_ can 5ui1d no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

‘Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet -- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's
integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among thé very best we have =--
and the best insurance that our actions are sound. -Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers -- to assess the'environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty =-- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the two are
inseparably interdependent, as the destructive experience of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it .
been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and

tree-huggers.
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about
WResearch vérsus Action" -- for we have never considered research
any substitute for action. We already know enough to éct -
and we are.

Over the last two days you've heard from key members of this
administration about action the United States is already.taking
-- our leading investment in climate.change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national
energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
are énvironmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-effective.

And we are deeply committed to an international partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part
of a comprehensive approach addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole. We hope to host the first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ].

All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challenges in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
deforestation, biodiversity, population chaﬁge, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.
Understand the éhoices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.
In too many developing countries, the consequences of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening

Pdhwr

competition for limited resources In political instability --

and man-;;he limits to prosperitytA.And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,
it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
a few tenths of a percent often means the difference.between
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
castastrophe.

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before bhuilding~walls—that—would prevent?g%hers
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed growth: The only kind of growth that true global '
stewardship allows -- but only possible if the nations of the
world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
_threafs from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, mot by seeking limits to growth -- which would never
survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental
proteétion through more intelligent, more informed, more
efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some confusion. Those who value

environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent

supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
freelmarkets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
Effiéient strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress —- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
of free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was

home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible =-- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -- we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life.

And whether throuéh the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal éod's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times

) stowry
upon ourselves. Aﬁd'hé may not see much hope in the faces wf—the

—Starsing;—or—tire—faece® of ancient monuments. But we can find

cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this

generation, while preserving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.
Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy

to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to

host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstratiog& to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,
to see the glint of light in a gggggzﬁ's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
ot Witn

mausoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we

can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest

creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellectg advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
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taken togetheryihave profound global consequences for the

environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.
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That is the reason we have held this conference.
we aloo re e Yeat™
VvV ours 1is aj prosperous planet -- with greater hopes now than

’ \V\Cfcas”‘qlua
ever before that more of our people may come to know

-n alnt.’ o ,lpc.
an unéiggggéh peace, and an unprecedented pzz;peri%y.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's
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scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,



3

policy-makers -- to assess the environmental and developmental

future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of

disciplines -- and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.
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is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of

uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a

stubborn hopey that we might forge solutions without the

excessive heat of politics.

Among allrb(/the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
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our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the two are
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about

"Research versus Action" -- for we have ver considered research
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any substitute for action.
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energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical

assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
efFiciewt

are environmentally aggressive, effective, and eest-effective.
And we are deeply committed to an international partnership,

through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim

Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part
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All of you here today understand climate change as one
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has a human dimension we must never forget.
Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of
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To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world

; ; o . é”ufcf”’iLL%
community, not by seeking limits to growth =--which would.never
. achievme .
suruiwe human nature -- but by-ea%a%ytgﬁg environmental

protection through mere--imtelligent, more informed, more

eltaner
efficien§4growth.

‘Here,—I-must-confess to some confusion. Those who value

environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent

supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and

MA

free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
\anlf0“MOA¥ sownd €canevmiC 2 o 5N
/gérﬁféﬁiég——’/jf/é only realistic hope that developing
nations ,might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made.
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And we have madgAmistakes. When America made its transition
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from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we-paid—a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right

of free expression and—the value of the dissenting voice——--was
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience‘ that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 1%;ycountries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible =-- that you couldn't maintain both a

. bea/%%ﬂ L .

productive economy and protective ecology we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and mere—than—merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an

s deue‘iopﬂcf

offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
seccieties arsuret Lo UL

this hemisphere. And-only now do we see the extent of thé
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the réging.fires of .

aud Groca /ovals wudhmately *Pu—rc Clanoviee_
forests,burned for compelling but mistaken—eeenemic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life.
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And whether through the tyranny of ignerance, or the
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rgnoranee of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swed&ish-Kings and Awstrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times

m e 54Ny

upon ourselves. Kﬁb‘ye may not see much hope in the faces of the
starvingfror»thE“faee;~of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by

intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this

generation, while preserving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of llvely debate -~ I would begin w1th
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here_is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the(fate
of mankind.

‘Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of natnre's leéaoy
to hunanity. .

A;growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
hgst’this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent; And it arises
out of>a natural sense of obligation.. An understanding that -
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
-miraculous sphere that sustains us.

" Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways,,in'monents unexpected‘and unforgettable;
To feel the oold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of llght in a panther s eye, to stand in silent

w1tness to the timeless beauty of a heron s fllght. Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power =-- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleums to great meﬁ{gggwgigh ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actioné,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet -- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know

an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's

integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --
and the i ance that our actions are sound. Here,

\\\\\\1ngffxﬁtf%féftflmef>we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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pollcy-makers -- to assess the env1ronmenta1 and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertlllzatlon of
disciplines -- and of natlons. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions:here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if.dinersity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn nOpe, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are‘
helping us work from‘wnat we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -= and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work. .

There are several thlngs that the cllmate change debate is

not about. It is not- "Jobs versus Env1ronment“ ~= the two are

inseparably 1nterdependent as

.;;haa4,4;;natlons has shown. We-must-clearly und erstand 4%wu/zx

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus g
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it <hiéé?

been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and .

_ treefhnggers.
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But above all;»the'climate change debate is not about
ﬁResearch versus Action" -- for we have never considered research
any snbstitute.for action. We already know enough to act --
and we are. | - n
Over the last tﬁo‘days you've heard from key members of this

admlnlstratlon about action the United States is already taking,.’

ol bl We M“a—(ﬁws aclldn
;?5 — 1°a"1ng 1nvestment in climate change research., Rai B Es
Ao Ao >Jw{ ool pedice— cncenbite oo, oy tpoieva

’ Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national

energy strategy, our search for alternative. and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- noving-on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international pclicles that
are environmentally aggressive, effective, B

And we are deeply committed'tc an international partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We lcok forward to its Interin
VAssessment == and would encourage.a framework convention-as part.
of agcomprehensive.approach addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole. We'hope‘to}host the first negotiating sessions
here in the U.s. -- and we'te just - [ insert to come ].

. A1l of you here today understand climate change as one
~ of __;x challenges in the call to global stewardshlp. Ozone
:depletlon, water supply, ocean pollutlon, wetlands,
deforestation, blodlver51ty, populatlon change, hunger,

. energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.
Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of )

\—

- policy-making will be reflected in f'

resources. In political instability =--
and man-made limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing natiohs,
it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
a few tenths of a percent often means the difference between
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
castastrophe.

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
Ty isi ephenol o Labeiy AT

from making the climb.

BEROMm - L1 BT S la VE&e—Ser Sley Syiil-mu

_§Igxaiﬂsh%p‘aIIUws——::bnt=gg§z=pee¢éb&e—if‘Ehe nations of the
/MAL
world q*!'linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking limits to growth -- which would never

survive human nature =-- but by catalyzing environmental

protection through «

M«C&Muﬁ/\.
efficien?{growth.

LY 2 e ———

Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and

—

free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.A
D d Coitnevin bl prrteetiore

Efficient strategiesAgre the only realistic hope that developing

nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations

have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right

of free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was

home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth‘{f§

) f/’d
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -- we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and 4n—

i _ ﬁu:é: :‘5a doclotibe arotepos e covro,
—<hallenge we-share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life. ~ \\\\\\
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In the majestic’cité of Krakow, monuments to great men
N ' (7o CopTrtis

statuesAthat'survivedﬁenvasions

emperers,—by-Hitlerand=by Stalim, have been defaced by

pollution, as their medieval.majesty is reduced to shépeless_

lumps of stonef L : e ———
;_;—9_4??7:;ﬁd's greatest creations cannot equ;l’éod's sm;;IZEET\
some may:grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at tigaé\
upon ourselves. And wexmay not seg'much hope in the faces of the
starving, or fhe faces 6f ancient monuments. But we égg find
cause for optimism mone o men-and ;-ﬁen in this room. |
Let us act on what" we know, and in good faith. The-earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- no

can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by

intemperate,po;icies; Let us work to meet the needs of this

,generation,:while preserving the earth fbr,the next, ahd all that

follow. -
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a naturai sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculpus sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
publié demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.
We-may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mauéoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and inteilects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet -- with g:eater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know.
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's
integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have ~--
and the best insurance that our actions are souhd. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent.from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers —-- to assess the environmentai and developméntal
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That alone isAreason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics. |

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planeﬁ,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. ' But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the tw; are
inseparably interdependent, as the destructive experience of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it
‘been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and

tree-huggers.



4

But above ali, the climate change debate is not about
"Research versus Action" -- for we have never considered research
-any substitute for action. We already know enough to act --
and we are.

Over the last two days you've heard from key.memberﬁ of this
administration about action the United States is already taking
-- our leading investment in climate change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national
energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out ffont with -- domestic and international policies that

are environmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-effective.

And we are deeply committed to an international partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part
of a comprehensive approach addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole. Wé hope to host the‘first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ].

All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challengeé in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
deforestation, biodiversity, population change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening
competition for limited resources. 1In political instability --
and man-made limits to prosperity.  And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,
it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
a few tenths of a percent often means the difference between
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
castastrophe.

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed growth: The only kind of growth that true global
stewardship allows =-- but only possible if the nations of the
world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.



6

Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking limits to growth -- which would never
survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental
protection through more intelligent, more informed, more
| efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some confusion. Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
Efficient strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economx, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
of free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was

home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man énd his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ‘ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in envirohmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -- we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emergiqg democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests‘burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that suétain life.

And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled'as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition =-- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this
generation, while preserving the eérth for the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise'of a guietesy
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. Aﬁd it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from

‘public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also

rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.

4 In & mounfain siream,
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth. |

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us ag well.

ch,rn/ ve,
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem
We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as.our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

an increasingly wovld.

Ours is x prosperous piangﬁ -- with greater hopes now than

ever before that more of our people may come to know

Enduring .
an unexpeet&d'peace, nd [an unprecedented prosperitg.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's

integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --
and the best insurance that our actions are sound. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers -- to assess the environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobsf§$rsus Environment" -- the twp are é/ckajx
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inseparably 1nter2epen2 l;s the strucﬁzaﬁgexpe i ?ce o

,‘/

enwr’o\/\mm‘/’ and & roim s the mo s, ecavmm/
many developing nations has showii] We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.
Nor is the climate change debate §bout "Economists versus ,
yros —,

Environmentalists."

~>» been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about
"Research versus Action" -- for we have never considered research
any substitute for action. We already know enough to act --
and we are.

Over the last two days you've heard from key members of this
administration about action the United States is already.taking
-- our leéding investment in climate change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national
energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
are environmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-effective.

And we are deeply committed to an international partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part

of a comprehensive approach addressing the system, sources, and

. sinks as a whole. We hope to host the first negotiating sessions

here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ).

All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challenges in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
deforestation, biodiversity, pbpulation change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of

~
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways. |

In too many developing countries, the consequences of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening
competition for limited resources. In political instability --
and mam-ﬁggé limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully
reflecfed in the hollow eyes of huﬁgry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,
it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
a few tenths of a percent often means the difference between
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
castastrophe. |

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have aséended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed growth: The only kind of growth that true global
stewardship allows -- but only possible if the nations of the
world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by~-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
coﬁmunity, not by seeking limits to growtp -- which would never
survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental
protection through more intelligent, more informed, more |
efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some confusion. Those who value

environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent

supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
Efficient strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
1%;;}3$% have made.
. ﬂ“”/;¥ And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
Q . from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we pa1d a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
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O(%CJ v‘_k{ﬁ “ still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
gé%«kbl*Jo made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.
. &}ﬂf Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
K«*QO gﬂkof free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was

I
OJ home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove imposéible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective e?ology -- we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and-me££=££;§i;e;eiy possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Afrjica,,K the raging fires of

. ul f(wodelg m/a .

forests burned for compelling but reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the

struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the

resources that sustain life. Coet (ﬁﬂykf
MLGE b _
And whether through the tyranny ofi.ignesenee, or the

igfiiorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --.

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not beléacrificed to blind material ambition =-- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this
generation, while preserving the earth for thg next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a ﬁatural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such.stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.

To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther's eyéT\to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and

- andwomen (erk |
mausoleums to great men®and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small aqtions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the -
environment we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet -- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know.
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's
integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --
and the best insurance that our actions are sound. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,

J
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policy-makers -- to assess the environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented éross-fertilizatipn of
disciplines -~ and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worfhwhile. But if diversity of perséective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hopé, that.we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of -
both the scienée and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the two are
inseparably interdependent, as the destructive experience of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it
been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and

tree-huggers.
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about

"Research versus Action" -- for we have never considered research

-ai?r;;bstitute for action. We already know enough to act --
and we are.

Over the last two days you've heard from key members of this
administration about actioﬁ%the United States is already‘taking

-- our leading investment in climate change research and response

" strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national

energy strateqgy, our search for alternative and more efficient v

energy sources, our re-forestation 1n1t1at1ves, and{technlcal.,%%qibﬁ;ﬂ\

%fffffffff_fffgffgfsfo developing nations. _ wwﬁigﬁ

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on wﬂmﬂ 1,

-- and out front with -- domestlc and international policies that 2£wk
are environmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-effective. \Vwﬁﬂ>
w
\

And we are deeply committed to an international partnership, v;*n
d

through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim QOV& ;)

Assessment -- and would encourage a framework convention as part ‘w$¥M

sinks as a whole. We hope to host the first negotiating sessions

here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ].

‘All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challenges in the call to global stewardship. Ozone .
depletion, water supply, ocean pollgﬁlon, wetlands,

: peolosical Af l/ersn*z
deforestation, biodiversity; pOpulation change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of
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sustainableAdevelopment: Each demands our attention. And each L
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of
any ill-consideved- growwh SHEny folug Wil b reflecked . (EPAR) -
competition for limited resources. In political instability --

and man-made limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully

reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their

prospects for survival. }5
7o
mﬁ; " ‘ﬂf If developed nations ignore the’needs of developing nations,

}, it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
Qbiit, a few tenths of a percent often means the difference between
My‘wpyyyadequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
A

L“ﬂ$> castastrophe.

L@Cftzxzjﬁ{ To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely

L§&$L&§\ suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb.

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed growth: The only kind of growth that true global
stewardship allows -- but only possible if the nations of the

world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking limits to growth == which would never

achievins, (EPA) L
survive human nature -- but by cata&¥5£§z environmental

protection through more intelligent, more informed, more

efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some;confusion. Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.

Environmentatis Stomd econemic (EPR) o .
Effretent strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed ﬁatioﬁs
have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. ‘And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
of free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was

home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. Wwhat began as an isolated American movement fwenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment‘in envirohmental protection
would provevimpossible -- that you.gz?}dn't maintain both a L
productive economy and pé§£§%§f§£ ecology -- we've learned that
economic prosﬁerity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But unit%% action? Essential --

/fmmﬁ Jpcontrol 6 N2

and more than merely possible, asAthe Montreal Protocol’proved. 4‘%‘*“5
Chiprotiuon-

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an Carbons,
en ers)
;XH qff%?ga‘hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
¢ this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.
- In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible’to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resoﬁrces that sustain life. |
And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of

Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrisn i?gﬁfﬂg
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
.pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creatiomns cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this

, pounty!s
generation, while preserving the earthAfor the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere'of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

'Your presence offers hope for_a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature's legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nationé you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther's eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron's flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might'know on this abundant
earth.

-Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind's eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments to compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God's smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions(
taken together, have profound global consequences for the |
environment>we share, and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be understood in human terms.

That is the reason we have heid this conference.

Ours is a prosperous planet =-- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know .
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon to ensure that both the earth's
integrity -- and mankind's prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at fisk by
intemperate action. |

The minds at work here are among the very best we have --
and the best insuranceAthat our actions are sound. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers -- to assess the environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- and a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of politics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planef,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty =-- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the two are
inseparably interdependent, as the déstructive experience of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it
-been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and

tree-huggers.
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about
"Research versus Action" -- for we have never considered research
-any substitute for action. we already know enough to act --
and we aré.

Over the last two days you've heard from key members of this
administration about action the United States is already.taking
-- our leading investment in climate change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national
energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and international policies that
are environmentally aggressive, effective, and cost-effective.

And we are deeply committed to an international partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look forward to its Interim
Assessment -- and would encéurage a framework convention as part
of a comprehensive approach addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole. We hope to host the first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we've just [ insert to come ].

All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challengeé in the call to global stewardship. Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
deforestation, biodiversity, population change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of
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sustainable development: Each demands our attention. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are making. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different ways.

In too many developing countries, the consequences of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life-threatening
competition for limited resources. In political instability =--
and man-made limits to prosperity. And it will be most painfully
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungry children, and their
prospects for survival.

If developed nations ignore the needs of developing nations,
it will imperil us all. We know that a change in G.N.P. of even
a few tenths of a percent often means the difference between
adequate shelter, food, and health care -- and human
castastrophe.

To bear this in mind is no barrier to action. It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economic hill must
think twice before building walls that would prevent others
from making the climb. |

It is a reminder that economic limits have serious human
costs. And it suggests that the best policies are those of well-
managed gréwth: The only kind of growth that true global
stewardship allows =-- but only possible if the nations of the
world are linked in partnerships of every kind: scientific,

economic, technical, agricultural, environmental.
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Developinglnations will contribute a growing share of the
world's emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking 1iﬁits to growth -- which would never

survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental

protection through more intelligent, more informed, more
efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some confusion. Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to envirohméntal advantage.
Efficient strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made. —

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we're
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we've
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years:

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
of free expression and the value of tbe dissenting voice -- was

home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an iéolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shared by 135 countries on seven continents.
And while many thought our expefiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn't maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -- we've learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

Aﬁd we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests burned for compelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life.

And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe's cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.



8

In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to great men,
statues that survived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, as their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind's greatest creations cannot equal God's smallest,
some may grieve that our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of this
generation, while preéerving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.
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After all of the work that has taken place here -- in what
I know was an atmosphere of lively debate -- I would begin with
thanks, and a moment of perspective: for your purpose here is
profoundly important to the state of nature, and the fate
of mankind.

Your presence offers hope for a new era of environmental
cooperation around the world -- and the promise of a quieter,
more thoughtful, more careful tenancy of nature’s legacy
to humanity.

A growing sense of global stewardship prompted us to
host this conference. It is a sense of stewardship shared by
all of you, and by the nations you represent. And it arises
out of a natural sense of obligation. An understanding that
we owe our existence, all that we know and are, to this
miraculous sphere that sustains us.

Such stewardship finds expression in many ways -- from
public demonstration, to landmark legislation. But it is also
rewarded in many ways, in moments unexpected and unforgettable.
To feel the cold rush of water falling from an ancient glacier,

to see the glint of light in a panther’s eye, to stand in silent

witness to the timeless beauty of a heron’s flight: Such moments
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are among the most precious mankind might know on this abundant
earth.

Such moments also have a special power -- a resonance that
at once elevates the mind’s eye, and yet humbles us as well.
Before such beauty the works of humanity seem somehow small.

We may build cathedrals, temples and mosques; monuments and
mausoleums to great men and high ideals. And still we know we
can build no monuments tq compare with nature. Our greatest
creations cannot equal God’s smallest.

Yet as our tools and intellects advance, we've learned of
our power to alter the earth. We understand that small actions,
taken together, have profound global consequences for the
environment we share; and the humanity we share it with.

Global stewardship can only be uﬁderstood in human terms.

That is the reason we have held this conference.

Ours is a prosperous ‘planet -- with greater hopes now than
ever before that more of our people may come to know
an unexpected peace, and an unprecedented prosperity.

So we are called upon. to ensure that both the earth’s
integrity -- and mankind’s‘prospects for prosperity, peace,
and in some regions, even survival -- are not put at risk by
intemperate action.

The.minds at work here are among the.very best we have --
and the best insurance that our actions are sound. Here,
for the first time, we gathered talent from around the world --

scientists, economists, environmentalists, energy ministers,
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policy-makers --. to assess the environmental and developmental
future of the planet. An unprecedented cross-fertilization of
disciplines -- and of nations. That'alone is reason for hope.

If you have raised more questions than conclusions here,
your work has been worthwhile. But if diversity of perspective
is expected, unity of purpose is crucial. In an atmosphere of
uncertainty, we must foster a climate of good will -- ahd a
stubborn hope, that we might forge solutions without the
excessive heat of éolitics.

Among all of the challenges in our tenancy of the planet,
climate change is, of course, foremost in your minds. You are
helping us work from what we know, through the uncertainty of
both the science and the economics of climate change. But there
is one area where we will allow for no uncertainty -- and that is
our commitment to finding solutions that work.

There are several things that the climate change debate is
not about. It is not "Jobs versus Environment" -- the two are
inseparably interdependent, as the destructive'experieﬁce'of so
many developing nations has shown. We must clearly understand
both environmental cause and economic effect. For if we.cannot
see the forest for the trees, we risk losing both.

Nor is the climate change debate about "Economists versus
Environmentalists." Only in the most primitive minds has it
been reduced to a rhetorical holy-war between bean-counters and

tree~huggers.
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But above all, the climate change debate is not about
"Research versus Action" -- for we havelnever cOnsidefed research
any substitute for action. We already know enough to act --
and we are.

Over the last two days you’ve heard from key members of this
administration about action the United States is already taking
-~ our leading investment in climate change research and response
strategies, our Clean Air legislation, our comprehensive national
energy strategy, our search for alternative and more efficient
energy sources, our re-forestation initiatives, and technical
assistance programs to developing nations.

What bears emphasis is that we are committed to -- moving on
-- and out front with -- domestic and.international policies that
are environmentally aggressiﬁe, effective, and cost-effective.

And we are deeply éommitted to an internatiqnal partnership,
through the I.P.C.C. process. We look fdrward to its Iﬁterim
Assessment -- and would encourage a framework éonvention as part
of a comprehensive approach addressing the system, sources, and
sinks as a whole. We hope to host the:first negotiating sessions
here in the U.S. -- and we’ve just [ insert to come ].

All of you here today understand climate change as one
of many challenges in the call to global stewardship‘- Ozone
depletion, water supply, ocean pollution, wetlands,
deforestation, biodiversity, population change, hunger,

energy demand -- in short, all of the interrelated issues of



sustainable development: Each demands our. attentlon. And each
has a human dimension we must never forget.

Understand the choices we are mak@ng. They affect us all,
but in profoundly different wéys.

In too many deve;gglgg eountries, the consequenceb of
premature policy-making will be reflected in life- threatenlng
competition for limited resources. In pol;tluam lnstablllty -
and man-made limits tovprosperity,- And it<will be most painfullyi
reflected in the hollow eyes of hungﬁy ghildren; and their
prospeets'for survival‘ | .

If developed natlons 1gnore the nceds of develog%_g natlons,
it will lmperll us all. Wwe Fnow that a chanqe 1n G.N.F. of even
a few tenths of a percene'oiten means the dlfFerence between
adequate shelter, fgod, and~heeltpﬂgare(-- and‘human |
castastrophe. B |

tTo bear this in.mind iskne,barrier té‘actibn.' It merely
suggests that those who have ascended the economlc hill must
think twice before buildlng walls that would prevent others_
from making the climb. |

It is a reminder that economlo ilmlts have serlous.humen
costs. And it suggeqts that the best. pollcles are those of well-
managed growth-, The only kind of growth that true global
Stewardship allows -~ but o only possible if the natlons of the
world are linked in partnershlps of every kind: nsc1ent1fie,

economic, technidal, agricultural, environmental.
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Developing nations will contribute a growing share of the
world’s emissions in the coming decades. They face the greatest
threats from environmental degradation of every kind -- and can
least afford the consequences.

But pollution is not, as we once believed, the inevitable
by-product of progress. The developed nations of the world will
better serve their own interests, and those of the world
community, not by seeking limits to growth -- which would never
survive human nature -- but by catalyzing environmental
protection through more intelligent, more informed, more
efficient growth.

Here, I must confess to some confusion. Those who value
environmental quality most highly, should be the most ardent
supporters of strategies that tap the power of free wills and
free markets, that turn human nature to environmental advantage.
Efficient strategies are the only realistic hope that developing
nations might avoid making the mistakes that developed nations
have made.

And we have made mistakes. When America made its transition
from an agrarian to an industrial economy, we paid a price. What
we learned, we learned the hard way. And in some ways, we’'re
still fighting our way back. But over the past century we'’ve
made tremendous progress -- especially in the last twenty years.

Two decades ago, this nation -- holding to its birth-right
of free expression and the value of the dissenting voice -- was
home to one protest movement in an era of protests, called Earth
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Day. It motivated President Nixon to sign into law "a national
policy [to] encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between
man and his environment." And it set in motion a new sense of
conscience, that a few idealists hoped would change the world.

It did. What began as an isolated American movement twenty
years ago is now shafga:§¥H135ocountries on seven continents.
And while many thought our experiment in environmental protection
would prove impossible -- that you couldn’t maintain both a
productive economy and protective ecology -- we’ve learned that
economic prosperity and environmental protection go hand in hand.

And we understand no nation can act effectively alone.
Unilateral action is futile. But united action? Essential --
and more than merely possible, as the Montreal Protocol proved.

Around the world, America and other nations now extend an
offered hand to emerging democracies in Eastern Europe and in
this hemisphere. And only now do we see the extent of the
challenge we share.

In this hemisphere and in Africa, the raging fires of
forests;glfﬂéaXEor édﬁpelling but mistaken economic reasons have
been visible to astronauts in space. Other nations, in the
struggle to support life, have been virtually stripped of the
resources that sustain life.

And whether through the tyranny of ignorance, or the
ignorance of tyrants, pollution has been unveiled as one of
Eastern Europe’s cruelest dictators. An oppressor. Not man --

but man-made.
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In the majestic city of Krakow, monuments to éreat men,
statues that éurvived invasions by Swedish Kings and Austrian
emperors, by Hitler and by Stalin, have been defaced by
pollution, és their medieval majesty is reduced to shapeless
lumps of stone.

If mankind’s greatest creations cannot equal God’s smallest,
some may grieve that-our greatest destruction is turned at times
upon ourselves. And we may not see much hope in the faces of the
starving, or the faces of ancient monuments. But we can find
cause for optimism among the men and women in this room.

Let us act on what we know, and in good faith. The earth
cannot, must not be sacrificed to blind material ambition -- nor
can the health, the very survival of millions be sacrificed by
intemperate policies. Let us work to meet the needs of thié

generation, while preserving the earth for the next, and all that

follow.



