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Imagine a future of relentless storms and floods; islands and heavily inhabited
coastal regions inundated by rising sea levels; fertile soils rendered barren by drought and
the desert's advance; mass migrations of environmental refugees; and armed conflicts
over water and other precious natural resources.

Then think again — for one might just as easily conjure a more hopeful picture: of
green technologies; liveable cities; energy-efficient homes, transport and industry; and
rising standards of living for all the world's people, not just a fortunate minority.

The choice between these competing visions is ours to make. Current trends may
not be very encouraging, and certainly we know enough about ecological problems to fear
the worst. But there is time to draw back from the brink. Most importantly, another path
exists - one that is better for people and less harmful to the environment, and is possible
with the knowledge and technologies at our disposal today. The human family has taken
tentative steps in this enlightened direction. The purpose of the World Summit on
Sustainable Development in Johannesburg is to ensure that we gain firmer footing on that
road, and stick to it, once and for all.

The challenge of living in harmony with the earth is as old as human society itself.
That relationship changed fundamentally a little more than two centuries ago, with the

Industrial Revolution. Using the new technology of the steam engine in the early 19th

century, and the internal combustion engine in the century just ended, society found itself
able to exploit, on a massive scale, the energy locked in fossil fuels such as coal, oil and
gas. At the same time, dramatic gains in agricultural productivity made possible by
mechanized farming, fertilizers and more efficient water use pushed people from farms
into factories and cities. The net result was a revolution in living standards that the world
had never seen or even imagined possible.

Today, we need another revolution - a revolution in our sense of global
stewardship. For too long, too many people have believed that natural limits to human
well-being had been conquered. And too many have put their faith solely in technological
breakthroughs as the inevitable answer to any resources constraints or other
vulnerabilities that might emerge.

Slowly, however, as humankind found itself in uncharted territory with respect to
energy use and population growth - and in particular the natural desire of all people to
share the prosperity so far enjoyed only by a few - we have begun to recognize the perils
inherent in the prevailing model of development. As forests have been felled and aquifers
drawn down, as the atmosphere has filled with toxins and the]



exhaustion - as the climate itself has begun to talk back, holding a mirror up to our
profligate ways - the world has seen the dangers of business as usual.

Societies throughout the world have been grappling with ways to ensure that
economic growth and environmental protection work together, not at odds. Citizens'
groups have raised awareness. Many business leaders are seizing the opportunities
offered by environmentally friendly technologies and practices. And as a world
community, we have held landmark conferences in Stockholm (1972) and Rio de Janeiro
(1992), negotiated dozens of multilateral agreements, built up institutions such as the UN
Environment Programme, and set out - in the Millennium Development Goals - a
common vision of progress. But as is so often the case, our understanding - popular and
scientific — has run ahead of our political response. Johannesburg offers a chance to
catch up.

Johannesburg aims to put equal stress on the twin aspirations of sustainable
development. Those who profess to care about the environment, yet scorn the goal of
development, only undermine both causes. For the poorest members of the human family
in particular, development means the chance to feed, school and care for themselves and
their children. But development that takes little account of sustainability is ultimately
self-defeating. Prosperity built on the despoliation of the natural environment is no
prosperity at all, only a temporary reprieve from future disaster. The issue is not
environment versus development, or ecology versus economy; the two can be integrated.
Nor is this a question of rich versus poor; both have an interest in sustainable
development

What can one conference do, especially given that the record in the decade since
the Earth Summit is largely one of painfully slow progress and a deepening global
environmental crisis? Johannesburg will surely sound another alarm. Above all it must
revive high-level political commitment to sustainable development. We have seen the
results that can be achieved when leaders speak publicly about an issue - be it ADDS, aid
or trade - and put the full weight and resources of their administrations behind it.

Dire predictions, apocalyptic talk and doom-and-gloom scenarios are not enough
to inspire people to change either their politics or their day-to-day behaviour. But neither
can we afford to downplay the problems we face, nor think that sustainable development
will happen of its own accord. At the dawn of this new century, we must make a choice.
We have the human and material resources needed to achieve sustainable development,
not as an abstract concept but as a concrete reality. At Johannesburg, the world must
come together: to demonstrate its strong sense of common destiny, to show it takes this
challenge seriously, and ultimately to exercise greater responsibility for each other and for
the earth on which our progress and well-being depend.
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Edward Mortimer
Director of Communications
Executive Office of the Secretary General
United Nations
New York, N.Y. 10017

Dear Mr. Mortimer:

First 1 would like to thank you and Richard Amdur for his courtesy in returning
the call I made to your department As we discussed, TIME wants to help generate
maximum publicity for the U.N.'s landmark World Summit on Sustainable Development
in Johannesburg. In keeping with our deep, long-term commitment to environmental
coverage, we are planning to devote an entire special edition on the eve of the Summit to
the issues to be discussed in Johannesburg. Called Green Century, it will highlight the
strategies and technologies that will help us build a sustainable world. I'll be the editor,
as I have been for all TIME'S special environment editions dating back to 1989's Planet
of the Year report. More than 6 million copies of Green Century will be published
worldwide, and we are arranging with Summit officials to distribute tens of thousands
more copies in Johannesburg.

We at TIME think it would be appropriate - and very important - for the
Secretary General to provide the keynote thoughts for this edition. He's been an
inspiration to us ever since his first visit to the 34th floor of the Time-Life Building.
What I have in mind is a short essay of about 800 words that would be somewhat similar
to the eloquent forward that Mr. Annan contributed to the Worldwatch Institute's State of
the World 2002 report. The essay could summarize what needs to be done and why it is
so crucial to the future of our civilization and planet.

Because of production schedules, it would be helpful to have the text sometime in
the latter half of May, but we have some flexibility there. I hope that the Secretary
General will be eager to take advantage of this worldwide platform. If you have any
questions, I can be contacted most directly at 718-638-0140 or calexan@aol.com. Thanks
for your help in bringing this request to his attention.

Regards,

Charles Alexander
Editor, Green Century

An AOL Time Warner Company



2.

Note to the Secretary-General

Ref: WSSD - op eds

Please find attached, for your approval, the article Richard has drafted on your
behalf for the special "Green Century" issue of Time Magazine, to appear
shortly before WSSD. It is based in part on material supplied by Prof. Sachs,
and I think it is very good. [Forgive me if you have already seen this. I did send
it to you while you were travelling, but it came back unmarked, and I think it
probably got overlooked amid all the confusion about your OAU summit
speech.]

I gather you told Ambassador Kumalo that you were thinking of writing a
second op ed on WSSD, but would discuss the timing and content with your
media advisers. If this is correct, I would suggest that that piece should be
published in the week of the Summit, and be based on the speech that you will
be making there. In this case, I do not think the Time Magazine piece need
interfere with it.

cc: Mr. Desai, Mr. Tharoor, Ms. Mauras, Mr. Brinkman.

Edward Mortimer
17 July 2002
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