Madam Co-Chair, Mr. Co-Chair, good afternoon. I am Alessandra Lehmen, an environmental lawyer from Brazil, and, in this process, I represent CIDCE, the International Center of Comparative Environmental Law. We believe that the best option to address gaps in IEL is a global convention embedding the right to a healthy environment, and we are strongly committed to supporting the ongoing negotiation process towards a Global Pact for the Environment.  

Beyond the semantic debate surrounding the notion of what constitutes a gap, and of whether gaps are found within or across existing regimes, governance structures, and implementation mechanisms, there lies a key concern of primary importance: the need to acknowledge that the most meaningful substantive gap in IEL which a Global Pact should address is the absence of an overarching legal framework that globally recognizes the human right to a healthy environment. 
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David Boyd and John Knox, respectively current and previous Special Rapporteurs on human rights and the environment, jointly stated as of last year: “Of paramount importance in this regard is the legal recognition of the right to a healthy environment at the global level, so that this fundamental human right can be enjoyed by all persons in all States, rather than in the subset of countries where it is currently recognized. The global recognition of this right would fill a glaring gap in the architecture of international human rights” (A/73/188, para 53). 

We also wish to take this opportunity to remind that the initial proposal of a Global Pact was drawn up by a civil society group of prominent experts in IEL from around the globe. True to the origins of the Global Pact, environmental jurists from civil society remain firmly committed to the process triggered by Resolution 72/277, as it is an excellent opportunity not only to bridge gaps but also, and perhaps more importantly, to promote a range of improvements to strengthen IEL.

In this perspective, we believe that the focus of the Working Group’s future deliberations should be further sharpened to enable it to make clear recommendations to the General Assembly, during the first half this year, for “the convening of an intergovernmental conference to adopt an international instrument” (Resolution 72/277, para 2). Beyond the important discussion on gaps in IEL, the Working Group should decisively move towards considering the intended shape and content of the proposed Global Pact, already at this substantive session, with a view to dedicating most of the 3rd substantive session to an in-depth debate of the Pact itself. Thank you.
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