INTERVENTION BY MALAWI DURING UNEP SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING HELD VIRTUALLY ON 1ST OCTOBER 2020

1. Let me sincerely thank you Chairperson for this opportunity to contribute to this important agenda item. 

2. Chair my delegation aligns itself with the statement delivered on behalf of the African group as well as the statement delivered on behalf of the Group of 77 and China.

3. I would like to thank the CPR Bureau for organising this meeting today, and further thank the Secretariat for the very valuable background information that has been provided in view of today’s main agenda item. My delegation finds the information very helpful.

4. Before proceeding, allow me to make a few remarks on the document/information regarding overview of virtual/hybrid decision-making process by other UN bodies. Chairperson, while it is important to learn and take lessons from good practices from other entities, it equally important not to lose sight of the fact that UNEP or indeed UNEA is a UN body with its own peculiarities, dynamics but above all modalities and rules of procedure. That said, Chairperson, my delegation has noted with keen interest the findings by the Secretariat, and I would like to quote some parts, with your indulgence Chair. Firs, I quote, ‘with regard to meetings, a significant number of intergovernmental meetings of governing bodies have taken place, either in a fully virtual format or in hybrid format’, end quote. Second, I quote, ‘with regards decision-making, several governing bodies have taken formal decisions during the period, in some cases limiting such decisions to procedural decisions’, end quote. While I apologise for these long quotes Chairperson, my delegation finds them as very useful background information.

5. From the outset, Malawi believes that there should have been more than the current options for the timing and format of UNEA V as proposed by the Secretariat. In that regard, one option is to hold a full in-person meeting as is the usual practice. This would be the best preference for Malawi since such an option, firstly, allows for negotiations to take place leading to substantive decision-making, two, enhances universal participation, three is consistent with the rules of procedure, and fourthly and lastly recognises the limitations provided by technology and time differences. Furthermore, Mr Chair, environmental challenges including climate change, biodiversity loss and pollution that have been having disastrous effect on the globe will not have stopped because of the occurrence of covid-19. As such it is important that processes such as a fully-fledged environmental assembly provides a critical opportunity and forum to present, discuss and agree on potential solutions to these environmental challenges.

6. That said, my delegation is mindful that during any UN gathering, including that of UNEP, health and safety of all participants is of paramount importance. I am also aware that perhaps we are not yet completely out of the woods regarding the covid-19 pandemic. In fact, we are even now hearing about the second wave of the pandemic in some parts of the world. 

7. Therefore, the best next option for us is to have the hybrid option, which combines in-person presence at UNEP headquarters together with online or virtual elements. In opting for this route, my delegation is keenly aware of the current provisional agenda for UNEA V, with its fifteen agenda items. In our view, holding the hybrid version would require amending that agenda. Our considered view would be to remove the agenda items dealing with 1) contributions to meetings of the high-level political forum, 2) resolutions and outcome document and stakeholder engagement, amongst others. But of course, these are our preliminary thoughts, and we look forward to further engagement on the matter.
8. Regardless, this will allow for time-sensitive, absolutely necessary and procedural in nature outcomes. It would ensure business continuity for UNEP. But it will not satisfactorily allow for substantive decisions, especially resolutions regarding environmental protection. 

9. But in going for this option, the hybrid option, we want to bring out several issues.
i. What will be the ideal length of the meeting should it be hybrid?
ii. What will specifically constitute the in-person participation? Will it be Nairobi representatives only, like it happened in New York during UNGA or it would include officials from the capital? What is the ideal number per delegation or stakeholder for the in-person meeting to meet the specification for minimum presence? 
iii. Hopefully, the host government will at some point have communicated any decisions on the holding of international meetings and also restrictions imposed on travel into the country from certain originating points.
iv. Whatever decision is made, its finer and further details, based on open and transparent engagement as well as following the rules of procedure, need to ensure that the forthcoming presidency of UNEA by Africa is achieved with utmost effectiveness and efficiency. 

While I still have the floor, allow me Chairperson, to quickly comment and appreciate on two points raised by the Presidency of UNEA and indeed the EU and others. The first one regards a virtual high-level segment, involving ministers responsible for the environment. On this point my delegation welcomes this proposal, and looks forward to further engagement on the matter. However, and on the second regarding a ministerial declaration as an outcome, we believe that this is not an outcome best suited to the hybrid format or indeed a virtual format.

I thank you Chair for the opportunity to contribute.
2 | Page

