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Excellencies, Distinguished Delegates, Dear Partners,  
 
I am very pleased to be here today, speaking on behalf of both Sweden and Finland. I am 
extending our appreciation to the organisers and to the host for inviting us to this meeting and 
look forward to the discussion around our very important cooperation.  
 
As has been noted by others, despite economic difficulties in many other parts of the world this 
region is still steaming ahead with its rapid economic growth. This is not only positive from a 
poverty reduction perspective but also indicates a certain robustness and resilience in the 
economies of the region.  
 
It also means that demands and pressure on the environment and natural resources keeps 
increasing, resulting in the continuation of the decline in the state of the environment. This 
remains one of the greatest challenges to the development of this region, with ever increasing 
urgency. The implications for the region’s poor may be severe and if the negative trends in the 
resource base is not arrested it could undermine progress made so far. Another challenge 
which needs to be taken into consideration is increasing inequalities in the region, which was 
highlighted in the Asian Development Outlook 2012. 
 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 
 
The Core Environment Programme is, as we donors see it, one of the key opportunities in the 
region to address some of the weaknesses and negative implications of the current economic 
development. The CEP has during the course of Phase I achieved substantial results to build on 
and has accumulated experience that can now be applied in Phase II. Phase II has been 
planned and discussed for quite some time now and we consider the final design suitable and 
ready for immediate implementation. 
 
After a somewhat lower level of activities of late, we as donors now look forward to regained 
pace and a swift start-up of Phase II activities. Finland and Sweden have put money on the 
table – US$ 20 million in total – and would like to see EOC and WGE start using it straight 
away, effectively and efficiently to reach the intended objectives on time. Responding to the 
challenges described earlier, there is much to be done and we need to start delivering now! 
 
At Jinghong in May we raised a number of issues in a similar statement, calling for Sustainable 
impact; ownership and leadership of GMS governments; avoiding isolation; communications; 
focusing on results; ensuring transparency, involving the private sector and; conducting joint 
monitoring missions.  
 
Six months on, we continue to consider these points critical for the success of the project. 
Today in Beijing, we would like to reiterate and build on the previous message, with the 
following few key points: 
 

1. EOC capacity and transparency: we know there have been some unfortunate 
difficulties in recruitment of key staff at EOC. We therefore urge WGE and ADB to make 



all necessary efforts in recruitment of staff, ensuring EOC will not be a bottleneck to 
implementation of Phase II. It is of outmost importance that EOC is sufficiently staffed 
and able to fully focus on the Core Environment Programme and to provide support at 
country level and that the recruitment processes remains transparent and inclusive. 
Transparency aspects are also of highest importance in all work carried out by EOC, 
including procurement processes. 
 

2. NSU capacity: similarly to EOC, it is important that the NSUs are fully staffed and given 
clear mandates and tasks to fulfill their role in implementing the CEP. We thus also urge 
WGE and EOC to ensure the full function of NSUs for the successful implementation of 
CEP Phase II. 
 

3. Partnerships: it is important that EOC continues to develop its partnerships, not least 
with civil society, to avoid implementation of CEP in isolation. These partnerships should 
be formed with relevant programs and partner organizations working with natural 
resources and environmental management at both national and regional levels. CEP 
activities and results should to the extent possible be integrated into national level 
processes and programs for greater impact.  
 
Proactive outreach to others also avoids overlaps: During the implementation phase the 
target should be to avoid overlapping work and ensure that overlapping organisations 
are not established. At regional level, partnerships should be formed with relevant 
organisations that implement complementary activities. One example of this could be the 
ASEAN and in particular it’s Biodiversity Center but also other centers and functions. 
The role of the ADB as an important regional player is essential in order to make sure 
that the project moves towards activities creating added value. An active role of the ADB 
and EOC in this work is required.  
 
An additional, important partnership is with the private sector. The role of the private 
sector in ensuring environmental sustainability is increasingly recognised. This could 
was for example reinforced at the recent UN-led Rio+20 sustainability conference in 
Brazil. To this end we reiterate the need for EOC to develop a private sector 
engagement plan during the first year of Phase II. 
 

4. Cross-sectoral coordination: The aim of the programme is to actively influence policy 
level decision making in order to make sure that the environmental issues are 
acknowledged extensively and predictably in the countries’ development plans.  
Compared to the first phase, the programme aims to take better care of mainstreaming 
environmental issues into the development planning of the region’s countries as well as 
in other sectors belonging under the sphere of the GMS project especially in the sectors 
of energy, transport, trade, and agriculture.  WGE Focal Agencies play a key role and 
responsibility here.  
 

5. Joint field missions: For donors partners to be better informed about CEP results, we 
would like to take part in joint field missions. Such missions could e.g. be arranged in 
conjunctions with WGE annual meetings or Semi-Annual Meetings. 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

Ladies and gentlemen,  
 
Building on the above points, we would like to use this opportunity to raise a few points for a 
free and open discussion, if time allows: 
 

a. As pointed out, EOC and WGE must not lose momentum in CEP implementation. Is 

there any additional support WGE needs from EOC in order to speed up CEP 

implementation? 

 
b. Continuing on our note of the importance of NSU capacity, we would like to know the 

status of NSUs in your countries? And if NSUs need more support from EOC or WGE? 

 

c. Given the recent political developments in Myanmar we would like to get an update on 

how Myanmar will be more integrated into upcoming CEP activities, as compared to 

Phase I? 

  

d. Looking back at the various tools and methods developed during CEP Phase I, we 

would like to inquire how these are being used and applied in countries and by ADB? 

Examples of these tools and methods are the MapTool, Spatial Multicriteria Assessment 

methods, etc. 

 

e. Given the increasing pressure that large infrastructure, urbanization and agro-industry 

development place on the region’s water resources, we would like to hear views on what 

the CEP could do to further support improved transboundary water management in the 

GMS region.  

 

Trusting that this collaboration will help us move towards a more sustainable future, we thank 
you for your attention.  
 
Embassies of Finland and Sweden in Bangkok 
 


